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GALES & SEATON’S 


Register of Debates in Congress, 


TWENTY-SECOND CONGRESS...FIRST SESSION: 


FROM DECEMBER 5, 1831, ro suLY 17, 1852. 


DEBATES IN THE SENATE. 


LIST OF THE SENATORS. jable Josian S. Jouysron, Senator elect for the State of 

E Louisiana, be permitted to take his seat. The credentials 
MAINE. —John Holmes, Peleg Sprague. of Mr. J. had not, Mr. B. stated, yet arrived, but his elec- 
NEW HAMPSHIRE.—Samuel Bell, Isaac Hill. tion was a matter of such public notoriety, as to induce 


MASSACHUSETTS.—Dan’l Webster, Nath’l Silsbee. | him to hope that the Senate would not hesitate to admit 


RHODE ISLAND.—N. R. Knight, Asher Robbins. | him, In which motion, after a brief suggestion from Mr. 
CONNECTICUT.—Sam'l A. Foot, Gideon Tomlinson. HAYNE, on the propriety of having these credentials 
VERMONT. -Horatio Seymour, Samuel Prentiss. filed, the Senate concurred. 

NEW YORK.—Charles E. Dudley, William Marcy. The usual message was then sent to the House of Repre- 
NEW JERSEY.-—M. Dickerson, Theo. Frelinghuysen. sentatives, notifying that a quorum of the Senate had as- 
PENNSYLVANIA.—Geo. M. Dallas, Wm. Wilkins. || Sentsuivess notify 


DELAWARE.—J. M. Clayton, Arnold Naudain. Mr. KING and Mr. FOOT were appointed a commit- 
MARYLAND.—E. F. Chambers, Samuel Smith. tee to join the committee of the House of Representatives 
VIRGINIA.~-Littleton W. Tazewell, John Tyler. to inform the President of the United States that the two 
NORTH CAROLINA.--B. Brown, W. P. Mangum. | Houses had organized, and were ready to proceed to 
SOUTH CAROLINA.--R. Y. Hayne, S. D. Miller. business. 


GEORGIA.—George M. Troup, John Forsyth. 
KENTUCKY.—George M. Bibb, Henry Clay. 


| The Senate then adjourned totwelve o’clock to-morrow. 
TENNESSEE.—Felix Grundy, Hugh L. White. 


eat ; TUESDAY, DECEMBER 6, 
ORTO. --Benjamin Ruggles, ‘Thomas Ewing. 


LOUISIANA.——J. S. Johnston, Geo. A. Waggaman. 
INDIANA.--Wm. Hendricks, Robert Hanna. * 
MISSISSIPPI.—Powhatan Ellis, Geo. Poindexter. 
ILLINOIS. --Elias K. Kane, John M. Robinson: 
ALABAMA.—William R. King, Gabriel Moore. 
MISSOURI.—Thomas H. Benton, Alex. Buckner. 


Mr. KING, from the joint committee appointed to wait 
on the President of the United States, reported that they 
had performed the duty enjoined them, and had received 
an intimation that the President would, at twelve o’clock 
this day, make a written communication to both Houses of 
Congress. 

The communication promised by the President was re- 
ceived by the hands of Mr. Doyrtsos, his private Secre- 
tary; which, having been read, [see Appendix.] 

On motion of Mr. KING, it was ordcred that three 
thousand copies of the message, and fifteen hundred co- 
pies of the accompanying documents, be printed for the 
use of the Senate. f 


Monvar, DECEMBER 5, 1831. 


Mr. SMITH, of Maryland, President pro tem. of the 
Senate, in the absence of the Vice President, took the 
chair at twelve o’clock; and, on calling the House to order, 
it appeared that thirty-four members were present. 

Mr. DUDLEY, of New York, stated that, by some 
omission ov inadvertence, the credentials of his colleague, 
the honorable War. Marcy, had not been forwarded. He 
could, however, testify that Mr. Marcy was duly elected 
Senator for that State; and as similar instances of such 
omission were on record, he hoped the present would not 
operate as an obstacle to his admission, and moved that 
Mr. Marcy be permitted to take his seat; which motion 
was agreed to, nem. con. a 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire, moved thatthe honor- 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KING moved that the 34th rule of the Senate be 
so far suspended as to authorize the Senate, in the absence 
of the Vice President, to appoint, by ballot, a chairman of 
the Committee on Finance; which motion being agreed to, 

The Senate proceeded to ballot for a chairman of that 
committee, and Mr. Surru, of Maryland, was chosen. 

The following standing committees were then announce- 
ed from the chair: 

On Foreign Relations. —Messrs. Tazewell, White, King, ` 
Forsyth, and Bell. i 


[* Mr, H, was superseded, January 3, by John ‘Tipion.J 
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. On. Finance: —Messrs. Soth, Tyler, Marcy, Silsbee, 
and Johnston. °°” Rg E E 
> On Commeree.=—Messrs. Forsyth, Dudley, Silsbee, John- 
ston, and Wilkins: = 2. pee : À 
On Manufactures. Messrs: 
“Miller, and Séymour. eae ia : 
On Agriculture.—Messrs.. Seymour, Brown, Moore, 
Hanna, aid Wageama yl ote 
On Miltary J l ffairs.. 
Clay, and Kanes 90 0 ee a, 
fick On the Militia.--Messts. Barnard, Frelinghuysen, Clay- 
ton, Prentiss, and Waggaman. = 
` On. Naval Affairs.—Messrs. Hayne, Tazewell, Robbins, 
Webster, and Bibb. |. 
On Pubhe Larids:-—-Me 
son, and Hanna. p . 
On Private: Land Claims.—Messys.. Kane, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Ruggles, and Hendricks. 
On Indian Affairs.——Messts. White, Troup, Poindex- 
ter, Benton, and Wilkins. 
“On Claims.—Messrs. Ruggles, Bell, Naudain, Brown, 
and. Moore. 
On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Marcy, Hayne, Webster, 
Frelinghuysen, and Grundy. 
On the Post Office. and Post Roads.~-Messrs. Grundy, 
Ellis, Hill, Ewing, and Tomlinson. 
Oni Roads and Canals.--Messrs. Hendricks, Poindex- 
ter, Hill, Mangum, and Sprague. 
On Pensions.--Messrs. Foot, Chambers, Mangum, Buck- 
her, and Sprague. 
“On the District of Colhumbia.--Messrs. Chambers, Ty- 
ler, Holmes, Clayton, and Miller. 
On the Contingent Fund.—Messrs. Knight, Dudley, and 
‘Tomlinson. 
© On Engrossed. Bills.—Messrs. Robinson, Ewing, and 
‘Buckner. . 
The Senate then adjourned. 


Dickerson, Clay, Knight, 


Messrs. Benton, Barnard, Troup, 


rs. King, Ellis, Holmes, Robin- 


: WEDNESDAY DECEMBER Y. 
‘STATE OF THE FINANCES. 


The President of the Senate communicated the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of 
“the finances, the reading of which was dispensed with, 
and fifteen hundred additional copies ordered to be print- 
éd for the use of the Senate. 

After the reception. of sundry resolutions, and a short 
time spent in the consideration of executive business, 

The Senate adjourned to twelve o’clock to-morrow. 


i +o, T RURSDAY, DECEMBER 8. 
IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN: CITIZENS. 


The following. resolution, yesterday submitted by Mr. 
Srracve, was considered and agreed to: 
_...* Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate, if not incompa- 
tible with the public interest, all the information in his 
_power,: relative tothe capture, abduction, and imprison- 
ment of. American citizens- by the provincial. authorities 
of. New Brunswick, and the measures. which, in conse- 

uence thereof, have been adopted by the Executive of 
the United States.” 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 
_ The following resolution, yesterday submitted by Mr. 
’ -Hotmes, wastaken up: / 

-** Resolved, That the President be requested to inform 
the Senate whether any further negotiation is commenc- 
ed, proposed, or intended, in regard to the Northeastern 
“boundary of the United States.” wee 

. Mr. POINDEXTER said the general message of the 
President. of the United States treated fully on the sub- 


ject; and he was of opinion that no additional information 
would be elicited by the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMES said he was satisfied that the message of 
the President did not embrace the.information which the 
resolution called for. The question was, whether the 
decision by the King of the Netherlands was to settle the 
question of boundary. If not, the President would doubt- 
less propose further negotiations on ‘the subject, and the 
object of the resolution was to obtain the information whe- 
ther further negotiations were or would be proposed. 
The President, in the exercise of his discretion, could 
give the Senate such information on this important matter 
as they required, either confidentially or otherwise, as he 
might judge proper. It was due to the public to require 
such information: for there was no small anxiety in the 
public ‘mind to know whether or not. the decision by the 
King of the Netherlands was considered to be binding on 
the two Governments concerned, &c. 

Mr. HAYNE said he was generally in favor of motions 
for inquiry; but, in this case, he would prefer a postpone- 
ment for a few days. He thought the resolution, at this 
time, premature. The President had informed Congress 
that he would, hereafter, fully communicate, by special 
message, all the papers in relation to the subject; and he 
[Mr. H.] was of opinion that the better course would be 
to wait for that information, when, if necessary, a motion 
for inquiry could be properly shaped. 

Mr. HOLMES regretted the suggestion for delay. 
There was a very strong feeling on the subject in the 
State of Maine; many of the citizens of which State 
thought they had been treated coolly, if not cavalierly. 
He would not, however, object to the delay for a few days, 
but, taking example from his constituents, would be at 
least as indulgent in this matter as they had already been. 
He would, therefore, consent that the resolution should 
lay on the the table till next week. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNE, the resolution was then laid 
upon-the table. 

The Senate went into the consideration of executive 
business; and, after-sitting with closed doors for a short 
time, 

Adjourned to Monday next. 


Monpayr, DECEMBER 12. 

The Vice President of the United States attended to- 
day, and took the chair of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, it was ordered that 
the several officers of the Senate, who are now officiating, 
shall continue to act in their respective stations until Mon- 
day next. 

After the reception of petitions and resolutions, and 
spending a short time in executive business, 

The Senate adjourned. 


- TUESDAY, DECEMBER 13. 


The Senate spent a short time in receiving petitions 
and resolutions; and tben 
Adjourned. 


Werpxespay, Decemser 14. 


The following message from the President of the United 
States was received, and read, and ordered to be printed: 


Wasnineron, December 13, 1831. 
To the Senate of the United States: : 

I transmit herewith, in obedience to a resolution of the 
Senate of the 8th December, 1831, all the information in 
the possession of the Executive, relative to the capture, 
abduction, and imprisonment of American citizens by the 
provincial authorities of New Brunswick; and the mea- 
sures which, in consequence thereof, have been adopted 
by the Executive of the United States. 

k ANDREW JACKSON. 
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Dec. 15 to 19, 1831.] Duty on Tea.— The Militia.— Northeastern Boundary.-—Election of Officers. 


[Senare. 


The remainder of the sitting was.spent in the reception 
of petitions and other minor business. 


Taurspay, DECEMBER 15. 

The President’s message was taken up, and its various 
topics distributed to appropriate committees; and then, 
after a short time spent in executive business, 

Adjourned to Monday. ` f 


Mownpay, Decsuper 19. 
DUTY ON TEA. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
had been referred memorials from sundry merchants of the 
cities of New York, Philadelphia, and Pittsburg, in favor 
of a further reduction of the duties on teas, made a re- 
port, accompanied by a resolution, that itis inexpedient 
to act on the subject of the memorials at this time. : 

Mr. CLAY rose to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
‘mittee, whether it was intended that the report should 
remain on the table or be acted on. Entertaining very 
different views from those which he understood to be 
expressed in the report, he was desirous that the question 
of the repeal of the duty on tea should be fully and early 
considered by the Senate. This was due to the merchant, 
to the consumer, and to the important interests of the 
country. He would, therefore, ask whether it was in- 
tended. that the report should, by reference to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, or in any other manner, be brought be- 
fore the consideration of the Senate, so that there may be 
some general expression of the sentiments of the whole 
body on the subject. 

Mr. SMITH, chairman of the committee, replied that 
the usual course was not to act on reports on the day 
they were presented to the Senate; they laid on the table 
one day of course, and were taken up and disposed of 
on the day following. 

THE MILITIA. 

The following resolution, submitted on Thursday last 
by Mr. Hanya, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of an organization of 
the militia, such as will embrace those only between the 
ages of twenty-one and thirty-five; and also of increasing 
the annual appropriation for arming the militia of the 
United States. 

Mr. FOOT moved to amend the resolution by striking 
out the word an, and inserting the words ‘a reorgani- 
zation. , 

«Mr. HANNA replied that his object was not to limit 
the inquiry of the committee, but rather to impart. to it 
all possible light and information on the subject. His sole 
object in submitting the resolution was to reduce the en- 
rolment of the militia, and raise the appropriation to pro- 
vide arms in such a manner as at once to afford an effect- 
ive militia force. He would, however, accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut. $ 

Mr. POINDEXTER observed that he was not apprised 
of any organization of the militia by Congress. He, there- 
fore, thought the word reorganization would be improper. 

Mr. HANNA would state to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi; that there was an act of Congress which purported 
to be anact organizing the militia of the United States, and 
referred tothe act of 1806. It was on account of the requi- 
sitions of that act, he had offered the resolution in question. 
That act was in itself a nullity, because it required of the 
militia of the United States an impossibility. It required 
them to provide their own arms, and to appear on days of 
training with proper equipment. Now, if all the arms in 
the United States, both public and private, were put into 
the hands of the militia, they -would not all be supplied. 
According to the last return of the militia, their numbers 


were upwards of one million and sixty thousand, but some 
States had not made returns of their strength since 1820. 
At the present time, it would be abgurd.to suppose that 


the militia, according to their new organization,. would 


amount to two millions. The service of a militiaman, un- 
der the existing regulation, is twenty-seven years. Under 
that which he proposed, the term of service would be. only 
fourteen years. Then, if Congress should think. proper 
to organize the militia according to the above proposed 
plan, and the appropriation be raised to four, instead of 
two hundred thousand dollars, we might reasonably hope 
for an efficient militia in a reasonable’ time,: besides the 
great saving of time which.that organization would afford 
to those left out of the new enrolment. 

Mr. FOOT withdrew his motion to amend, and the re- 
solution was adopted. 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. HOLMES called up his resolution which’ was laid 
on the table last week, inquiring of the President of the 
United States whether any negotiation was commenced, 
proposed, or intended, in regard to the Northeast boundary. 

He stated that it was laid on the table in accordance with 
the suggestion of a Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
HaxyeE,]} that the documents expected from the President 
might convey the information required by the resolution. 
But he had examined the documents since transmitted by 
the Executive, none of which conveyed the information 
required. 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words ‘‘proposed or intended,” as he 
thought it improper to inquire of the President what ne- 
gotiations he intended to institute. j 

Mr. HOLMES remarked that he was.not disposed to be 
very fastidious, even in regard to asking the Presidént’s 
intentions; but still he could not perceive why he had not 
on this subject a right to know what the President did in- 
tend. Butas the words ‘* commenced or proposed” would 
embrace his whole object, he had no objection to modify 
the resolution by omitting the word ‘‘intended,”’ but ob- 
jected to expunging the word “ proposed.” 

Mr. BIBB, suggesting that the resolution might involve 
a discussion which would not be proper in public session, 
hoped the gentleman would consent to transfer it to the 
executive journal. 

Mr. H. consented to transfer the resolution to the execu- 
tive journal, and accordingly moved that it be so trans- 
ferred. 

Mr. KING objected, stating that it was not the practice, 
and was improper. The gentleman could reach the ob- 
ject by withdrawing it now, and offering it in secret session. 

Mr. HOLMES said resolutions had been transferred both 
ways. Legislative resolutions to the executive, and exe- 
cutive to the legislative journals. It might, however, occur 
that our legislative proceedings might bring into discussion 
matter exclusively executive, and the proper course was 
to transfer the subject and discuss it with closed doors. 
On the other hand, a subject might be presented as an ex- 
ecutive subject, which might become of a legislative cha- 
racter, or which did not require secrecy, and it would be 
proper to make it public by placing it on the legislative 
journal, These changes often become necessary, and the 
practice had been such as he suggested... 07 

The question being taken, the motion to.ttansfer the 
resolution. to the confidential sitting was agreed to by a 
large majority. wed 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 

The Chair announced the order of the day, for pro- 
ceeding to the election of the officers of the Senate, and 
desired the members to prepare their ballots for Secretary. 

Mr. CHAMBERS rose, and said that, before the ballot 
for Secretary betaken, he desired to obtain information in 
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(Dec. 19, 1831. 


‘a grave charge, 
bable that every 


on 


first time, that Mr. ‘Simpson wasin danger. 


upon the honor of each individual. 


ther the assertion be sustained by facts. We have now 


before the world the written assertion of an officer filling 
an important station in the Government, [the Second Au- 
ditor,] professing to speak in the name and by the autho- 
of the Chief Magistrate, which, if true, affects the 


rit f 
official fidelity of the. Secretary of the Senate. Mr. C. 
said he had felt some difficulty as to the most proper mode 


of bringing this subject to the notice of the Senate; but 
after reflection it had appeared to him proper to mention 
it in his place, in the hope that it might receive the expla- 
nation which, if untrue, could at once be furnished. It 
was due to the intelligence and respect we owe to the 


community, that a charge so publicly made, affecting the 
character of an officer of this body, should be publicly 
known to bè without truth, if such were the case. Mr. 


C. had, therefore, taken. this means to inquire whether 
any Senator was charged by the Secretary with the histo- 


ry of this matter, and authorized by him to present such 
explanations as the subject seemed to demand. Such an 


explanation, he hoped, could and would be given, as 


should do justice to the officer himself, and reheve the 
Senate from further difficulty. Should it be that this 
authority had not been given to any Senator on the floor, 
he supposed it would be in order for the Secretary him- 
self to make the explanation asked for, and which he 
‘[Mr.. C.] hoped would be entirely satisfactory. 


“Mr, BROWN was opposed to an éxplanation on the part 
of the Secretary of the Senate, suggested by the Senator 


from Maryland. . If the Senate permitted such a course 
to be pursued, it would grow into ‘a precedent, and be 
“claimed as a right’ in cases of a similar nature, by every 
officer of the House, from the highest to the lowest, on 
any imputation, either on anonymous newspaper authority, 
‘or from a partisan editor. He had listened in vain for 
any specific allegations against the Secretary. 

Mr. CHAMBERS said ‘he was altogether unconvinced 
‘by what had been said by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina. -If he could suggest any mode of proceeding more 
likely tọ result in giving the Senate more accurate infor- 
mation of the trath or falsehood of the assertion now pro- 
posed to be inquired into, that Senator should receive his 
acknowledgments::::In- such event, the course now pro- 
posed would be abandoned, and the better course of the 
Senator. cheerfully substituted. But he offers no substi- 
tute, he protests age the one pursued, and would 
leaye us to act on the. è and deny the means of ascer- 
taining its truth. 


f such current circulation as 
Senator present was ac- 
he alluded toaletter lately: published in 
spapérs, purporting to be: from William’ 
önd Auditor) to Stephen” Simpson: -- The 
“of the letter imported that: the President had 
ed the nomination of Mr. Simpson, then pending in 
@nate, to be confirmed, until the morning of the day 
on Which the: Senate’ finally ‘acted on that nomination; 
when he learnt, from the Secretary of the Senate, for the 
The extent 
of the assertion is, said’Mr. C., that, before a final decision 
inthis body upoma nomination, the President receives 
intelligence from ‘our Secretary of the opinions of Sena- 
tors’on ‘that nomination. © The rules of the Senate, from 
its earliest organization, Mr. C. said, had required that the 
executive duties of the body should be conducted with 
closed doors, and imposed on Senators and their officers 
an injunction not to disclose debates or opinions; reposing 
for the faithful “and sacred observance of this injunction 
When, therefore, it 
was suggested, or rather asserted, that the most confiden- 
tial officer of the Senate had violated the confidence and 
proved treacherous to the faith reposed in him, the dtity 
seemed to be imperative on the Senate to ascertain whe- 


tainir ith. © This is injustice to the individual offi-|him I thought it would not. 
cer and the Senators. Candor and ‘intelligence must|day it was made, or a month before it was made. 


[perceive the ‘injustice to ourselves. He hoped the Se- 


cretary. was able to give a satisfactory explanation. Was 
it proper to refuse him the opportunity to do so? The 
Senate and the public might be ‘disabused. Was it pro- 
per: to prohibit it? Senators had. the means of correct 
information; was.it just to deny their application of these 
means? He thought not... The Senator from North Ca- 
rolina had alluded to the charge as the work of a partisan 
editor—a common newspaper slander. The Senator was 
mistaken in point of fact. The charge emanated from an 
officer holding a conspicuous position in the Government. 
‘The newspaper contained the letter in which the assertion 
was made, and he believed the printed copy was exact. 
The. original letter, however, could be produced if its 
authenticity were doubted, and would be found to cor- 
respond. The charge, then, was a grave one. The 
source. whence it originated was calculated to demand 
credit for its correctness, and the means for determining its 
truth perfectly accessible. No other mode had been sug- 
gested; and unless something more practicable should be 
proposed, he would submit a motion which the presiding 
officer had said would be in order—to permit the Secre- 
tary to make such explanations as he may desire to submit. 

Mr. BROWN disclaimed any intention of throwing any 
obstacles in the way of investigation; but expressed him- 
self decidedly adverse to the introduction of a practice 
which did not exist in any deliberative assembly, to ask 
officers to declare whether they were guilty or not of any 
allegation. The question was, he admitted, a grave one, 
but his object was to prevent the introduction of a prac- 
tice subversive of the ‘dignity of this body. The proper 
test would be, in his opinion, the ballot box when the 
Senators should come to vote. 

Mr. HAYNE rose, and addressed himself to a point of 
misconception which it appeared to him existed in respect 
to the question. No Senator had, he conceived, a right 
to call on the Secretary to make explanations. Although, 
if the motion were in order, he would rather he should do 
so; and that it was in order, he was inclined to believe, as 
the Secretary had already, on more occasions than one, 
by permission, addressed the Senate in explanation. He 
hoped the Secretary’s explanation would be satisfactory, 
and, if it was his wish to make one, hoped he would be 
permitted. 

The Secretary then intimating, through the President, 
a wish to address the Senate, and the wish being accorded 
by the general consent of the members, 

Mr. LOWRIE rose, and said that, strictly speaking, he 
had no explanation to give. That to the charge, as he un- 
derstood it, he had nothing to give but a decided, and, he 
must add, an indignant denial. The miserable publica- 
tions on this subject he had not seen; he had heard of them, 
but he paid no attention to any thing from that source. 
He would say, however, since he had acted as the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, neither President Adams nor President 
Jackson had ever asked hima single question in relation to 
the actings of the Senate on nominations. He [Mr. L.] 
made this statement without qualification, and he could 
with confidence appeal to both those gentlemen for its 
truth. I understand, said Mr. L., that there is a letter 
said to be from Mr. Lewis, stating that, on the 2d of March, 
I told him that S. Simpson’s nomination would not be 
confirmed. On this point my recollection is this: On the 
2d of March I was notat the President’s till I took up the 
rejection of the nomination. But some time near the 
close of the session, I met Mr. Lewis just inside of the 
door, in the President’s house. He asked me some ques- 
tions about the proceedings of the Senate. What he ask- 
ed me, or what I answered, I have not the most remote 
recollection of. If he asked me whether I thought S. 
Simpson’s nomination would be confirmed, E certainly told 
Į would have told him so the 
Such 
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Dec, 20, 1831.] 


West India Trade. 


[SENATE 


was my opinion, not derived, as thése-contemptible charges 
insinuate, from the members of the Senate. I appeal to 
every Senator who was here last session, whether. men- 
tioned his name; or whether they mentioned his name in 
my hearing: but my opinion was derived from my own 
knowledge of his worthlessness and unfitness. Ina word, 
standing here in the presence of the Senate, I say the 
charge is untrue. I have-too much self-respect to com- 
municate the proceedings of the Senate to any one; lam 
not yet thus prepared to disregard my oath of office, and 
every honorable sentiment, in the discharge of my public 
duty here. I rest the subject with these remarks. 

The ballot was then taken for Secretary, when there 
appeared—— 

For Walter Lowrie, - - - 40 votes. 

Scattering, Š 7 3 š 1 

The Senate then balloted for a principal doorkeeper, 
when Mountjoy Bayly was re-elected without opposition. 

The Senate next proceeded to the election of an assist- 
ant doorkeeper, which occupied six different ballotings, 
as follows: 


Ist. 2d. 3d. 4th. Sth. 6th. 

For Mr. Shackford, 6 8 11 16 21 24 

W.W. Watkins, 5 5 7 7 8 10 

8S. P. Walker, 5 7 7 T 6 5 

J. H. Waggaman, 2 5 5 3 2 

A. R. Dowson, 4 3 2 

Jas. Young, 5 5 4 1 1 1 

Jas. Tims, 3 3 1 2 1 1 

J. F. Caldwell, 2 2 2 2 2 1 

Mr. Burdick, 1 1 1 

Thos. Fillebrown, 2 1 

Geo. Gilliss, 1 

E. W. Clarke, 1 1 

Wm. Hebb, 1 

H. V. Hill, 1 

C. Bestor, 1 1 

D. Butler, 1 

J. Coburn, 1 

Mr. Fitzpatrick, 2 2 1 


So Mr. Shackford, of Missouri, was elected assistant 
doorkeeper; and 


‘is hoped will not be interrupted. One of these arrange- 
‘ments is that relating to the colonial trade,. which was 
‘communicated to Congress at the last sessioñi andal- 
‘though the short period during which ithas beenii force 
€ will not enable me to form an accurate judgment ‘of its 
‘operation, there is every reason to believe that. it will 
* prove highly beneficial. The trade thereby~ authorized. 
‘has employed to the 30th September last upwards of 
‘thirty thousand tons of American, and fifteen thousand 
‘tons of foreign shipping in the outward voyages, and in 
‘the inward nearly an equal amount of American, and 
‘twenty thousand only of foreign tonnage. : Advantages, 
‘too, have resulted to our agricultural interests from the 
“state of the trade between Canada and our territories and 
“States bordering on the St. Lawrence and the lakes, 
‘which may prove more than equivalent to the loss sus- 
‘tained by the discrimination made to favor the trade of 
‘the Northern colonies with the West Indies.” 

It seems then to be admitted, said Mr. H., that we on 
the Atlantic have sustained a loss, which it is supposed 
is to be made up to the agricultural interests on our in- 
terior waters. The amount of this loss, and particularly 
its proportion to the State of Maine, which I have the 
honor, in part, to represent, is one subject of my inquiry. 
Thirty thousand tons of American shipping is but.a pit- 
tance of what has hitherto been concerned annually in 
this trade. The President’s proclamation opening the 
trade to the British, was of the 5th October, 1830, and 


jabout two months after, I believe, (for in this I speak 


from recollection, ) the trade was open to us. Up to the 
30th September, this trade had been open to the British 
a year minus five days, and to us ten months;-and during 
these periods the American outward tonnage had been 
thirty thousand, and the British fifteen thousand, and the 
inward had been American something less, and British 
twenty thousand ‘only. Now, what can the President 
mean’ Before Mr. McLane’s arrangement, this trade had 
formed a regular channel; our products had been trans- 
ported in our own vessels to St. Bartholomew, a Swedish 
island, and St. Thomas, a Danish island, where they were 
deposited, and where they were taken by British trans- 
portation to their islands for consumption. In the year end- 


The several officers were sworn in by the President of ing 30th September, 1830, this transportation stood thus— 


the Senate. 
The Senate proceeded to the election of a chaplain, 
which occupied two ballotings, and resulted as follows: 


1st. 2d. 
For the Rev. Mr. Durbin, 19 23 
Rev, Mr. Hatch, 10 13 


Rev. Mr. Woolford, 6 4 
Rev. Mr. Thomas 5 Ta 
The Rev. Mr. Durbin, of Kentucky, was accordingly 
elected chaplain on the part of the Senate. 
The Senate then spent a short time in executive busi- 
ness; and then 
Adjourned. 


Tuespaxy, Drcemser 20. 


Outward. American tonnage, Foreign. 
| Swedish West Indies, 19,960 000 
| Danish do. 52,535 000 
British do. 2,395 000 
Newfoundland, 1,523 .., 000 
British American colonies, 117,171 214,267 Br. 
Tons, 193,584 214,267 


The tonnage employed to supply the Swedish and Dan- 
ish West Indies for their consumption must have been 
trifling indeed. Nearly the whole of this one hundred and 
ninety-three thousand five hundred and eighty-four tons of 
American, and two hundred and fourteen thousand two 
hundred and sixty-seven tons of British shipping must 


WEST INDIA TRADE. have been employed in furnishing the British American 
_ Mr. HOLMES rose, and said that his attention had been leolones Now, if, in twelve months for the British, 
directed to a paragraph in the President’s message at the {and ten for the American navigation, only thirty thousand 
commencement of this session, and, from its indefinite | tons of the former, and fifteen thousand of the latter, have 
character, he should be compelled to make it the basis of been employed in the outward, and much less of the for- 
some resolutions of inquiry. ‘The paragraph to which he | mer, and about one-fourth more of the latter, in the inward 
alluded would be found on the fourth page of the message, | trade, what a dismal falling off do we here witness? If 
which he would take the liberty to read, and which was as/|the Atlantic States have, by this ‘ arrangement,” suffered 
follows: : such a diminution of their tonnage for more than an equi- 
‘Of the claimsupon England, it is unnecessary to speak, | valent to the inhabitanison the lakes and on the St. Law- 
‘further than to say that the state of things to. which their | rence, and it is right that our interests should be thus 
‘ prosecution and denial gave rise, has been succeeded by | sacrificed to theirs, it is but fair that we, the sufferers, should 
‘arrangements productivexof mutual good feelings andj know. what that equivalent is, whether it is commercial or 
‘amicable relations between the two countries, which it; political. oa. l 


ems that, on our. part, every thing. was yielded, 


t (thé-‘measure of the American Congress) 


olditial trade; and authorizes the President to .con- 
. ii British. subjects all those privileges, as well in the 
‘@ircuitous as the direct voyage, which Great Britain has 
at any time'demanded.or desired.” So it seems we have 
yielded every thing, permitted, nay, solicited Great Britain 
to: prescribe the terms, and the consequence has been, as 
every one might have expected, a dead loss to our navi- 
gating interest.” SEAT nee . 

JT have, sir, another: inquiry which I- wish. to. propose. 
It has been ‘intimated that this trade has taken this course: 
our productions are subjected to a much higher duty in 
the British West Indies than in their North American pro- 
vinces. -We are excluded from carrying from these pro- 
vincés. to their West Indies. To avoid this duty charge- 
able from our ports direct.to the West Indies, the British 
vessel obtains a clearance, say from Halifax or St. John’s, 
and clears from a. port in the United States to a British 
continental port, sails directly to the West Indies, enters 
under this clearance from Halifax or St. John’s, and thus 
avoids the high duty on.our products from our ports. to 
the West Indies direct. If such a practice is going on, it 
at once, and totally, excludes our participation in the 
whole trade. 

One other inguiry is embraced by the resolutions which 
T intend to offer... It appears by Mr. McLane’s despatches 
to the Secretary of State, that Mr. Herries, President of 
the Board of Trade, had presented a proposition for a 
modification of the tariff on importation into those British 
colonies, in which he had exhibited a schedule of the 
present and proposed duties. Mr. McLane, in his letter 
of the 22d November, 1830, indulges a hope of relaxation 
of the proposéd'duties, and this is the last we hear on the 
subject. ` Partof my purpose is to ascertain what are the 
duties now chargeable in the British colonies. 

On the whole, sir, this subject ‘is involved in too much 
mystery. Maine, it is feared, has lost a valuable portion 
of her territory in exchange for Rouse’s Point, in New 
York. If, in addition to this, a large amount of her ton- 
nage is to be dismantled to benefit this and other large 
States, let us know how, why, and wherefore; and for 
this purpose I offer the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to 
be communicated to the Senate the number of vessels, 
and their tonnage and cargoes, which have cleared from 
any ports in the’ United States to any port or place in 
the British American colonies since the President’s pro- 
clamation of 5th October, 1830; distinguishing those, if 
any, which cleared for such port and place, ‘and a mar- 
ket,” or for a British port or place, or some other port or 
place; distinguishing, also, American from foreign ton- 
nage, and also the entries of all vessels from any British 
colonial port, with their cargoes, since the above procla- 
mation; distinguishing the tonnage as above, and designat- 
ing the British port or place from whence the cargoes 
were imported: è 


America, and have sailed directly ‘to the British West In- 
dies, by virtue of clearances previously obtained- from 
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er, sir, in recurring to’ the negotiation in.this af-. custom-houses in those. continental colonies, thus perform- 


ing voyages circuitous on paper, but in fact direct. 


inblest terms of concession... -The Earl of |.» Resolved, ‘That the President be requested to inform 
famphantly: quotes “Mr. McLane upon ‘him:-| the Senate: what. are the duties paid on British American 


vessels and. their cargoes respectively in British ports in 


-its terms all the power in the negotiation of |the West Indies and the other British American colonies, 


distinguishing between: the West Indies and the other 
colonies, and:between: American and British :vessels, and. 
the ‘produce.of the: United States. and of the colonies. 

On motion of. Mr. SMITH, the resolutions were or- 
dered to be printed. ~ 


THE TARIFF—DUTIES ON TEAS. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of the 


following report, made yesterday from the Committee on 
Finance: 


The Committee on Finance, to which were referred the 
memorials of the importers and dealers in teas, of New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Pittsburg, report: 
That the memorialists pray, that in case Congress shall 

contemplate any reduction in the duties on teas, that such 

reduction may be made to take effect from and after the 
31st December of the present year; being the same time 
at which the act of the 20th May, 1830, entitled ‘An act 
to reduce the duties on coffee, tea, and cocoa,” will take 
effect on teas: their object being that whenever reduc- 
tion in the duties on teas maybe made, that it may operate 

simultaneously with the said act of May, 1830. 

The committee deemed it proper to consult the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the subject, and particularly as to 
the effect an immediate reduction of the duties would have 
on the finances of the nation. His answer, they ask per- 
mission to submit as part of their report. — 

The committee are fully aware of the inconvenience 
which must arise to commercial men, by frequent changes 
in the dutics. ‘They are constrained, however, to report 
that it is inexpedient to act on the subject of the me- 
morials at this time. 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
December 15, 1831. 


Sir: I had the honor to receive yesterday your letter 
of the 14th instant, accompanied by a memorial of sundry 
merchants of New York, praying that any further con- 
templated reduction in the duties on tea may take effect 
on the Ist of January, 1832. 

In answer to your request that I would state the effect 
upon the revenue of a reduction of the duties on teas 
to certain rates which have been proposed by persons en- 
gaged in the tea trade, to go iiito operation at the time 
above mentioned, I beg leave to state, generally, that such 
a reduction could not be made without materially disturb- 
ing the estimates presented in ‘the late annual report from 
this department on the state of the finances, nor consist- 
ently with the views entertained as to the entire payment 
of the debt on or before the Sd of March, 1833. 

Without more precise information than the department 
possesses of the quantity of tea in store, it is difficult to 
furnish the details you request. The quantity, however, 
may be supposed to be greater than it otherwise would 
be, in consequence of the mutual desire, both of the im- 
porter and the retail dealer, to preserve as much as pos- 
sible of the importation for the benefit of the reduced 
duties which are to take effect on the Ist of January next. 

_ It will appear from the statement herewith transmitted, 
that the proposed reduction would be attended with a pro- 
bable diminution in the revenue, varying from half a mil- 
lion downwards, according to the quantity of tea which 
may be found actually in store on the 1st of January. 

lt is believed, moreover, that the principal benefits of 
the proposed reduction would be conferred on the im- 
porter rather than the consumer. If, as is understood to 
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i . . P: F kit : fu- . 
ig a sm uantity of tea in the hands of} mass of the teas already in the. country, as well as to. 

EE a A it EE follow that the prices either) ture importations, the reduction would operate y great 
of that now in bond, or of that ordered for importation, | equality, and prevent that injustice es ieh o en appens 
AE T EO e e A E E qe uae 
i suffer neither loss nor inconvenience from {reduction of duties. : d i 1 Emi 
ihe eee law, with a view to which his business enough o aae aecompished hig haan bar eras it 

regulated for more than a year past. - 7 ad met the cc e ‘ a > - 
a deine is not satinhed though upon this point] ceived the prompt action of the conie. wae 
I do not wish to be considered as expressing a positive} But the Secretary of the ay hac exprese l 
opinion—that it will be expedient at any time to reduce] opinion that no further reduction o duties intl ced article 
the duties on teas materially lower than the rates of Janu-| ought to take place; and his (Mr. y 2s] ey object n 
ary next. These duties will not be sufficiently high toj rising was to prevent that opinion from osing Pee er 
affect, in any sensible degree, the consumption of the|as the unanimous opinion of all those who tigi t beca e 
article; and though diminished upon an importation equali on to act on the subject. He, for one, cen a y was gu e 
to that of 1830, from $2,049,342 02 to $898,974 46, as|ofanother way of thinking. ae thought ha * fe er 
will be seen in the accompanying statement, yet they jand a very large reduction o; aunes on eas ought to | ig 
will always be a safe source of revenue. In a general re-| made, and to be made as soon as might-be consistent wit 
vision of the tariff, Congress will find a great convenience | justice and equity to the dealers in the gee It is im- 
in drawing the revenue from as“few articles as may be] possible that this question should not come be e Con- 
consistent with the interests of the community, instead of| gress. It would certainly be agitated. Tig golden. op- 
being subjected to the necessity of spreading it overj portunity for disposing of it, as it seame to im, ma 
numerous commodities; and there are cogent reasons why | manner satisfactory to all interests, ad: been presented, 
any further reduction on teas should await such general] and had been lost, and he greatly regretted it. 
revision of the existing duties as the state of the finances K Mr. SMITH called for the reading of one of the memo- 
and public expenditure may call for. The memorial is| rials, in order that the Senate might better understand 
herewith returned. the object the memorialists had in view. One of the me- 

Any further reduction which it may then be found ex-| morials was then read by the Secretary. . 

pedient to make, may be readily adapted, both in amount] Mr. S. then observed that, in May, 1830, an act was 
and in time, to the interests and convenience of the im-| passed reducing the duties on teas to about one-half of 


porters. the then existing duty, to take effect from the Ist of 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedi-| January coming. Now, said Mr. S., the object of these 
ent servant, memorials is to have it settled, that if any reduction of the 
LOUIS McLANE, duties on teas be made, that such, reduction shall take 

Secretary of the Treasury. | effect simultaneously with that provided for under the ex- 

The Hon. S. Surra, isting law. The petitioners have shown to the commit- 


Chairman of the Committee on Finance, Senate. | tee, said Mr. S., that the holders of teas have suffered to 

the amount of two millions of dollars, in consequence-of 

A STATEMENT exhibiting the quantity of tea import-| being kept in a state of suspense by Congress tampering 
ed during the year 1830, after deducting that which |50 frequently with the subject, no law having effectually 
was exported entitled to drawback, and the duties| taken place till May, 1830, although the proposition to 
thereon, calculated at the present rates, at the rates| reduce the duties on teas had frequently been agitated. 
payable after the 1st January, 1832, and at the rates! When the memorials were referred to the committee, they 
proposed by certain importers. į took up the subject with the most favorable impressions, 
and with tie fullest intention to bestow on it the speediest 

a i oak : : | j action; but, on mature deliberation, it had been consider- 
{Quantity injPresent duty. Sow duf when pet propos- ed that it would be impossible, at this late period of the 

| inericantesscls| importers. | Month, to act on it so as to get a bill through both Houses 

H after 1st Janu- of Congress before the 1st of January. A very respect- 


ary, 1832, | able deputation from the memorialists, said Mr. S., at- 
Peg ete a ee | I ——| tended the committee, and they had-been perfectly satis- 
l ets, ets, lets fied that the objects they had in view could not now bes 
Bohea | 148,925/12 17,871 00| 4 £5057 00j 2 2,978 0) carried into effect. Many gentlemen of the other House 
Souchong |  1,607;222|25 401,805 50jiO -160.722 20| 3 48,216 66| and f ik A M ce ; fe, S.. would House, 
Rysonskin, 1,314,229/28 367,984 1212 157,707 48| 4 52,569 14] and some of this, remarked Mr. S., would not consent to 
Hyson and | ae — i act ona bill of the nature contemplated by the memo- 
Y. Hyson | — 2,812,646/40 1,125,058 40/18 506,276 28! 6 168,753 76] y i OER üb: 3 tariff. 
Impenal "733246|50 136,023 0:25 682311 50110 27524 60| Talists, without going into the whole subject of the tariff. 


ae i ‘i Under these circumstances, the committee had been 
$6,156,268 | 82,049,342 oat  &8898,974 ra 209,847 63| compelled to report, as they had done, that it was inex- 
pedient at this time to act on the subject. . He [Mr. 8.] 
The report being read, was in favor of a considerable reduction of the duties on 

Mr. WEBSTER said that he did not rise to oppose the| teas, to take effect after the public debt shall have been 
acceptance of the report. Under all circumstances it paid. He did not differ materially with the gentleman 
might, he thought, be as well to accept it, and put thej from Massachusetts: he agreed with him that a further 
matter at rest. Nevertheless, he was of opinion the com-| reduction of the duties was necessary; he would.even re- 
mittee ought to have come to a different conclusion, | duce the duties to a greater degree than asked for by the 
‘The present moment was exceedingly favorable to a fur-| petitioners themselves. The Senator from Massachusetts 
ther reduction of duties on teas. By the provisions of the | disagreed with the Secretary of the Treasury. The Se- 
act of 1830, a considerable reduction is now to take place cretary, said Mr. S., had given no opinion on the subject. 


on the Ist of next month, and is to apply to teas already | The committee had addressed a letter to him, stating the 
imported, but then.in bond, as well as to teas imported | views of the memorialists, and the necessity of an imme- 
after that period. In consequence of this provision of|diate answer. An answer had been returned the very 
law, nearly all the teas in the country were now in bond, | next day; and what did the Secretary say? 

and if a further reduction of duti ‘The department is not satisfied—though upon. this 
the very time to give it effec point I do not wish to be considered as expressing’ a posi- 


s be intended, this seems 
or, by applying to the great 
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object; but he thought the committee might have acted 
immediately on the subject of the memorials without in- 
convenience or injury. He did not wish to prevent.the 
introduction of the bill which the chairman of the commit- 
tee had proposed in relation to the total reduction of the 
duty on this article. x Piet 

But that Senator had stated-as his individual opinion, 
and not that of the committee, that theyreduction of the 
duty ought not to take effect until the liquidation of the 
national debt.: He [Mr. C.] would, in reply, observe, 
that ifthe Senator did intend to defer it until the whole 
debt, including the three per cent., was paid, he might 
perhaps have to wait much longer than he supposed. ` Tt 
could, said Mr. C., be easily shown that it was not neces- 
sary to effect the payment of the entire debt by the time 
proposed, to retain any part of the duty upon tea. The 
debt-may be discharged by the 4th March, 1833, and the 
duty be now. reduced or repealed in toto. He hoped, 
however, that few would be found willing to sanction the 
improvident project of paying off a capital yielding only 
three per cent. by the appropriation of a capital worth six 
per cent., and raising this capital: by an unnecessary con- 
tinuance of burden from which the consumption of the 
country might be relieved. The report submitted yes- 
terday by the committee being now explained to settle 
nothing but that a bill could not be got through the two 
Houses to take effect on the Ist of January next, he was 
not disposed, with that explanation, to call for any expres- 
sion of the opinion of the Senate, but would acquiesce in 
any disposition of the report. 

Having placed a different construction on the report, 
especially after perusing the accompanying letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, he had intended to make a 
proposition, which he would not now submit. Whilst he 
was decidedly in favor of a substantial preservation of the 
system of protection, he was ready to concur in any mea- 
sure of relief to the country not inconsistent with it. 
And he did not think that the object of paying off the 
whole public debt by a precise day in the year 1833, 
ought to delay, for one moment, the repeal of duties 
on objects not falling within the scope of that system. 
Having made this explanation, he would not further trou- 
ble the Senate. 

Mr. HAYNE said, if gentlemen had suffered the ques- 
tion to be taken on this report without debate, he would 
have been content to give his silent vote in its favor. The 
only question presented by the report was, whether it was 
expedient to pass a bill greatly to reduce the duties on 
teas, to take effect on the 1st of January next. He con- 
curred with the committee, that such a measure would not 
be expedient, even if it were practicable. But, said Mr. 
H., as gentlemen who have addressed the Senate have not 
confined themselves to this question, but have gone into 
an explanation. of some of their views with respect to the 
proposed modification of the tariff, (a modification of some 
sort being admitted on all hands to have become neces- 
sary,) it was perhaps proper that_he should also express 
his opinion, in order to ‘exclude the conclusion” that 
there was a general concurrence in all the views which 
had been presented in the report, or by the gentlemen 
who had favored the Senate with their sentiments. It was 
certainly desirable that there should be no misunderstand- 
ing on this subject, either here or elsewhere, and he was 
most anxious that, so far as his own views were concerned, 
and, perhaps, he might add, the views of those with whom 
he usually acted on such questions, gentlemen should 
not delude themselves with the belief that any modifica- 
tion of the tariff would be at all satisfactory, which should 
not be effected on the broad principle of perfect justice 
and equality. The chairman of the committee [Mr. 
Sarrn} had told us thathe was not only prepared greatly 
to reduce the duties upon tea, but upon all other articles 
which did not enter into competition with our manufac- 


- tive-opinion—that it will be expedient.at any time to re- 
duée the duties.on teas materially lower than the rates of 
January next”. pals! f TE 

How: far'the Secretary was in favor of a reduction of 
duties .on.teas; he could:not say; but he, for ‘one, would 
be Willing to take-off. the duties altogether, not only on 
teas, but on many. other:articles not necessary for the en- 
couragement of American industry. ` He had no conceal- 
mentof his views:'as to the tariff; he was. prepared, or 
nearly so, to report a modification of it, though he did 
not know if the Committee on Finance had a right to in- 
terfere with the subject. It was their’ appropriate duty, 
to be sure, but the business had been taken’ from under 
their:control:since the, year 1828, and confided to the 
Committee on Manufacturés. If the. Senate would con- 
fide the business'to.the Committee on Finance, he would 
pledge himself-that a bill would be speedily reported for 
the reduction ofthe duties on articles of importation. 

Mr. CLAY. rose, and said, that when the report. was 
presented by the chairman of the committee, he under- 
stood that it was against any further reduction of the du- 
ties on tea, in conformity to. what seemed to be the opi- 
nion of the Secretary of the Treasury.. The committee, 
he was glad now to learn, only thought it impracticable 
to effect the reduction by the ist of January, but were 
in favor of reducing the duty. The intention of the me- 
morialists from New York and Philadelphia, to. which he 
was disposed. to assent, was to have the reduction of the 
duty take place on the Ist of January next. But this 
was not the exclusive time to which the memorialists con- 
fined their petition. Their object was to have the reduc- 
tion take place as. early:as possible.. And if it could not 
be effected at the time first mentioned, the Ist of Febru- 
ary, or even the ‘st day of March, would meet their 
wishes. The tea now in bond, with the exception of 
occasional parcels taken out for immediate consumption, 
would have remained in the custom-house until that act 
should take-effect, if it was not before the 1st of Februa- 
ry’or March, and thus their object would be substantially 
attained. ‘This, however, said Mr. C., was not the most 
important aim of the memorials. The principal motive in 
presenting them was to ascertain the sentiments of Con- 
gress in relation to a further and definitive reduction of 
the duty, with the view to the regulation of their commer- 
cial operations, and on this point they were left totally in 
suspense by.the report of the committee. No gentleman, 
continued Mr. C. in answer to the Senator from Mary- 
land, who has reflected: on. the subject, as connected 
with the financial interests of the country, would believe 
that a retention of the duty was necessary to effect the 
payment of the-national debt by the day which had been 
designated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

It was impossible to consider the reduction of the duty 
on this article alone, without examining the great and im- 
portant question of the tariff'in general, which embraced 
the leading interests of the country. within its scope. 
The unimportant as well as important articles included in 
the tariff must come into consideration. ‘Those which 
were protected, as well as those which were unprotected, 
by our present system of policy, demanded their due share 
of our consideration. It would be impossible to examine 
one article separately, without taking into consideration 
the connexion which it bore with others which were 
equally subject to duties, nor without considering the 
whole.system of protection and revenue of the country. 
But if there were any one article which might be consi- 
dered distinctly, that article was tea, which, if we take its 
almost universal consumption into view, must be regarded 
as one of the necessaries. of life. The gentleman who 
submitted the report-stated that he did not intend to an- 
nounce the determination of the committee, much less of 
the Senate, as being indisposed to the granting of a further 
reduction. To this explanation-he was not disposed to 
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reported by himself last year for the reduction. of ten mik public debt should be extinguished on the 4th March, 1833, 
lions of taxes. Against the scheme embraced in that bill, | as suggested by the Secretary of the Treasury. He was 
Mr. H. felt himself bound, now and at all times, to enter| one of those (as was well known: to the Senate) who had 
his earnest and decided protest.. What was that scheme? been, for years past, constantly pressing for. the speedy 
Why, that from all articles of luxury the taxes should be! extinction of the public debt.. But this was not because 
taken off entirely, while from articles of absolute necessity | he considered the small amount. which-remained tof that 
they were to remain undiminished—articles consumed by debt as any very grievous-burden-on the country, but 


wines, and his family to'be arrayed in fine silks, without! which those whom he represented, as well as the people 
paying one cent towards the expenses of the Government, | of other portions of the country, had been borne down. 
while the poor man was to be heavily taxed on the coarse] But. if the question was presented to him, whether the 
woollens which were to shield himself and his family from] taxes should be kept up for two years longer, inorder to 
the winter’s cold. Now, could a system of taxation, rest-| extinguish the debt, ona given day, or be immediately re- 
ing on such principles, be seriously defended? Could it! duced, he should go for the reduction, even though the 
be tolerated in a free country, and a liberal and enlighten-| payment of the debt should be made.in three. annual in- 
edage? He trusted not, There is another objection to] stalments instead of being entirely paid off in one year. 
this scheme, which was to his mind equally conclusive—} The most important consideration, in bis estimation—more 
it was, that by it the duties were to be taken off from whati important, he was persuaded, at this time, than all others 
was called the unprotected articles—articles, too, of gene-! put together, was, that there should be an immediate re- 
ral consumption, (and which, according to the acknow-| duction of the public burdens, and that the duties should, 
ledged principles of political economy, and the common. as speedily as possible, be brought. down to the lowest 
consent of all mankind, are the proper subjects for taxa-| amount necessary to provide for the expenditures of the 
tion,) and the entire revenue of the country was to be| Government, on proper and constitutional objects. Until 
raised upon the protected articles—upon cottons, woollens, | this is done, it is in vain to hope that the people will ever 
“and iron—-articles of necessity, on which enormous duties| be reconciled to the operation of this system; and should 
are now imposed--duties which operate asa heavy tax on} we be able to effect it, the causes of discontent will be re- 
certain portions of the country, and:certain branches ofj moved, and peace and harmony will once more.be happily 
industry, and as a bounty to other portions of the country, | restored. woes l 
and other branches of industry. Mr. CHAMBERS said he did not perceive a possible 
Against a system so unjust, unequal, and oppressive, the} advantage to either of the several interests alluded to in 
lax-paying people of the United States, those who receive] debate, which couid arise from a vote of concurrence 
no portion of the bounties of the protecting system, the! with the committee. The report adopts no opinion; sug- 
people of the-Southern States, those whom he in part te] gests no course of policy; invites no commitment .by the 
presented on this floor, musť forever protest. Let not; Senate in regard to the continuance or reduction of the 
any gentleman ** lay the flattering unction to his soul,” i duty on teas. As now explained by the chairman, it as. 
that these people would be satisfied with any arrange-|serts the fact, that such an act asthe memorialists ask for, 
ment of the tariff which shall not go the full length of; cannot be pressed through Congress within the period 
bringing down the duties to the true revenue standard, | limited by the memorial. The committee did not intend 
the raising no more money from duties than may be ne-|it to have any influence whatever upon the question of a 
cessary for the just purposes of Government, and to raise, partial or total repeal of the duty. Jn this view of the 
this amount from duties to be arranged on fair and equal! subject, it would aécomplish the object, ofthe committee, 
principles~—a reasonable ad valorem duty on all articles; to allow the report to lie on the-table;.as.effectually as to 
protected or unprotected—a system which shall be based adopt it by the. resolution now before the Senate. “A con- 
on the great principle of equal benefits-and equal bur-| trary course might have the effect to embarrass the Senate 
dens. Sucha system, and such only, could ever recon-! in its future action upon this subject, by a- technical appli- 
cile the people to the operation of the tariff, or quict the’ cation of the rule which prohibits the consideration of a 
discontents which had sprung out of the existing, unjust, ! subject a second time, after a previous disposition of it the 
and oppressive system. {same session. The committee say it is inexpedient now 
There was one remark made by the gentleman from/to legislate, thereby, it seems, intending the interval be- 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crax, ] which met his hearty concurrence; tween the report and the 1st of January; but it may. well 
it was, that this system could not be satisfactorily arranged | be contended at a future day, that now will apply to.any 
by taking up a single article—as tea, for instance-~and| part and all of the session. He certainly anticipated the 
acting separately upon that. The gentleman laid down, appearance of this question at a future period of the ses- 
the true rule, when he said, that, to determine the reduc- sion, and wished to avoid any possible difficulty. from-the 
tion proper on any given article, you must take a compre. rule. SPIER th 
hensive view of the whole system. Nothing can be clearer, There were, however, more important-considerations 
said Mr. H., than that, in order to decide what reduction to urge the propriety of the disposition -he proposed to- 
ought to be made upon tea, you must also inquire what; make of the report. The committee set forth the nature 
reduction should be made upon wines, silks, and spices. and object of the memorial, that they had addressed. a 
It was utterly impossible to determine the reduction pro-; letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, inviting a-disclo- 
per to be made‘ upon. these articles, without also taking) sure of his views in regard. to-the probable effect on the 
into consideration what reduction should be made upon! finances; they refer to his-letter in answer, which is given 
cottons, woollens, and iron. Wee must take a large and/at large, and. conclude, without entering into any argu- 
comprehensive view of Whole subject, and examine; ment, that it is inexpedient now to legislate upon the 
every article, whether prote or unprotected, before | subject. . In his letter, the Secretary gives: an opinion. in 
Vou. VIIT.--2 
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positive terms, that it is not expedient to reduce the duty 
on tea before March, 1833, and an opinion, -not positive, 
that the policy of reducing itat any time thereafter is, at 
least, questionable. He. was pleased ‘to hear the chair- 
man.of the committee unequivocally dissent from this last 
opinion. For himself, he was directly opposed. both to 
the positive opinion, and the opinion not positive; but he 
did not rise to discuss that matter. His object was, to 
leave the way -open-for.a future discussion, unprejudiced 
by what should be done with this report. 

Upon this statement, then, he submitted to the commit- 
tee, whether the publication of their report, with the 
letter. of the Secretary, which, although not adopted in 
terms by: the-language of the report, is yet referred to as 
a document proper to be considered, and against the 
doctrines of which no exception is taken—he submitted 
to the, Senate, whether the putting forth such a paper 
would not be likely to create the belief that the Secreta- 
ry’s argument and reasons were the foundation upon which 
the conclusion of the committee rested. And whether, 
if the Senate were to vote its concurrence, it would not 
be received as an acquiescence with the opinions of the 
Secretary. As the actual state of opinion in the Senate 
was probably of a character quite opposed to such acqui- 
escence, and as such an effect on public sentiment was not 
designed or desired, he would propose what seemed to 
be the effectual means of preventing it. He therefore 
moved to lay the report with the memorial on the table. 

The report was laid on the table accordingly. 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 21. 
THE TARIFF. 


Mr. POINDEXTER laid the following resolutions on 
the table: 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of fixing a rate of duties 
on foreign imports, not to excced on any article imported 
into the United States more than twenty per cent. ad 
valorem, and not to reduce the duty on any article so im- 
ported below ten per cent. ad valorem; and to arrange 
such duties, having regard to all the great interests of the 
country, so as to produce a nett revenue of not less than 
fifteen millions of dollars annually. 

2. Resolved, That the said committee be further instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of giving effect and ope- 
ration to said system of duties on the 30th day of June next. 


THE BRITISH COLONIAL TRADE. 


The resolutions offered yesterday by Mr. Howes, 
asking further information of the President of the United 
States, in‘relation to the British West India colonial trade, 
were taken up. es 

Mr. WEBSTER said the resolution asked information 
on a subject which was as. yet involved in uncertainty, 
and on which further information was highly necessary 
and important. He made these remarks as a preface to 
an amendment of the resolution which he was about to 
propose. Sometime since, measures had been taken, and 
negotiations entered into, the object of which was to 
place our commercial intercourse with the British Ameri- 
can colonies on terms of reciprocal advantages. This 
negotiation had failed; and the endeavors to make such 
arrangements and fix the duties on either part on some 


Government here to the minister at the court of St. 
James; given, sir, in terms and in a temper which may 
very properly become the subject of public examination 
and comment here; I say, sir, of public examination and 
comment. i 

There is at least a large portion of the commercial com- 
munity, whohave felt, and seriously felt, the inconvenience 
of the present arrangement. The resolution submitted 
by the gentleman from Maine asks for important informa- 
tion on the subject; but there are some particulars which, 
if known, would enable the Senate to understand more 
clearly the effect which the present arrangement has had 
on our commerce, and which are not embraced in the 
call. The resolution does not ask the President to state 
the months in which such clearances were respectively 
made, and whether from British colonial ports or British 
West India ports, which it is equally important that the 
Senate should understand as the particulars mentioned in 
the resolution: Immediately on the annunciation of the 
arrangement entered into by Mr. McLane with the British 
negotiators, a bill was entered into the British Parliament, 
the object of which was to enhance the duties on those 
articles of commerce which were carried by our vessels 
to the colonies, which would, if adopted, produce an im- 
portant change in the trade to the colonies, and serious 
injuries would result to the commercial interest. 

The State of Maine exported a great quantity of lumber 
(and ship timber) to the British colonies previous to this 
arrangement, in her own vessels; but since that time the 
trade had been almost exclusively carried on by British 
merchants in British vessels. This was true with regard 
to most articles exported from the New England States, 
with the exception of live stock, which was still exported 
from Connecticut,and perhaps some elsewhere, in Ameri- 
can vessels; therefore the object of the resolution, as 
proposed to be amended, is to learn in what employment 
our ships had been engaged since the commercial treaty 
went into operation. Before this arrangement, our ships 
went a longer and more circuitous voyage than those of 
England; but our profits were also much greater, by 
trading withthe British colonies through the neutral ports, 
than those of British vessels employed in the direct trade. 
Mr. W. said he conceived the information requested by 
the resolution insufficient to enable the Senate to ascertain 
ithe precise bearing which the present arrangement has 
had upon our commerce, and submitted the following 
amendment, which was agreed to by the gentleman from 
Maine, and adopted as part of the resolutions, as follows: 

«And state the months in which such clearances were 
respectively made, and whether from British colonial ports 
or from British West India ports;” 

Which amendment was inserted immediately following 
the words ‘since the President’s proclamation, 5th Octo- 
ber, 1830.” 

After some conversation between Mr. Hormes and Mr. 
Smyrn, the resolutions were laid on the table, on the pro- 
mise of the latter gentleman to call them up again to-morrow. 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 22, 
The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. Pory- 
DEXTER, were, on his motion, ordered to be printed. 
Agreeably to notice given, Mr. POINDEXTER asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill concerning Martha 


eqtial basis, so thatthe duties imposed on American vessels i Randolph, daughter and only surviving child of Thomas 


- entering’ the British colonial ports should be no higher 
than those imposed on their own vessels, were then inef- 
fectual.: The object of that proposed arrangement was 
for the benefit of commerce as well as navigation. The 
British Government not consenting to comply with terms 
which that administration conceived just and necessary, 


| Jefferson, deceased; which was twice read, and referred 
jto a select committee, consisting of Mr. PornpexTer, Mr. 
| Cray, Mr. Tyter, Mr. Hayss, and Mr. WEBSTER. 


THE BRITISH COLONIAL TRADE. 
Mr. SMITH, agreeably to his promise of yesterday, 


the navigation was, by direction of the Executive, aban-/called up for consideration the following resolutions of 
doned; since which period an arrangement has been | Mr. Homes, as amended by Mr. WEBSTER. 


completed, in conformity with instructions given by the 


Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to 
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be communicated to the Senate the number of vessels, and 
their tonnage and cargoes, which have cleared from any 
„ports in the United States to any port or place in the 
British American colonies since the President’s proclama- 
tion of 5th October, 1830, and state the months in which 
such clearances were respectively made; and whether 
from British colonial ports, or British West India ports— 
distinguishing those, if any, which cleared for such ports 
and place, ‘and a market,” or for a British port or place, 
or some other port or place; distinguishing, also, American 
from foreign tonnage, and also the entries of all vesscls 
from any British colonial port, with their cargoes, since 
the above proclamation; distinguishing the tonnage as 
above, and designating the British port.or place from 
whence the cargoes were imported. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate what amount of American and foreign tonnage 
(distinguishing them) has been cleared for, and entered 
from, the Swedish and Danish West Indies, since the Pre- 
sident’s proclamation of the 5th October, 1830, with the 
kind and amount of the cargoes. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether, since his proclamation of the 5th of 
October, 1850, British vessels have cleared from the 
United States for any port in the British continental 
colonies in America, and have sailed directly to the British 
West Indies, by virtue of clearances previously obtained 
from custom-houses in those continental colonies, thus 
performing voyages circuitous on paper, but in fact direct. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform 
the Senate what are the duties paid on British American 
vessels and their cargoes respectively, in British ports in 
the West Indies and the other British American colonies, 
distinguishing between the West Indies and the other 
colonies, betweén American and British vessels, and the 
produce of the United States and of the colonies. 

Mr. SMITH said that he had no intention to oppose the 
adoption’ of the resolutions; they would probably elicit 
information, which might be desirable to the Senate. He 
thonght that the third resolution might be withdrawn, 
although he would make no motion on the subject. He 
merely submitted the idea to the mover. That resolution 
supposed a case, on which the Secretary of the Treasury 
can have no information. lt supposes that a captain shall 
present a manifest, on oath, to the collector of a port, 
say of New Brunswick, declaring that he has on board of 
the vessel he commands five hundred barrels of flour, 
although he has not a single barrel; but he has bribed the 
tide-waiter to report that he has on board the quantity 
represented in his manifest. He obtains a clearance for 
Jamaica, and proceeds toa port in the United States, say 
Alexandria; he there takes on board his vessel exactly 
five hundred barrels of flour, clears out for Jamaica, and 
immediately on getting to sea destroys his American clear- 
ance, and makes his entry in that port under his British 
clearance, and thus cheats his own country of four-fifths 
of the duty, say four hundred dollars, and defrauds our 
navigation of the carrying of that quantity of flour. Now 
all this may be done at the risk of vessel and cargo, and 
of being punished for perjury, for thus defrauding the 
revenue. But, sir, he must be not only a rogue, but a 
fool, if he shall communicate the trick he has played on 
his Government to the collector of Alexandria; without 
which disclosure, he [Mr. S.} could not perceive how the 
Secretary of the Treasury can be informed of the trans- 
action. However, said Mr. S., if the Senator from Maine 
wishes that it shall go to the Secretary, I shall make no 
opposition. 

Mr. S. proceeded to remark, that a mode had been in- 
troduced by a celebrated gentleman, which was said to 
be parliamentary. It was, that a Senator intending to 
introduce a resolution, prefaced. it with a speech, which 
he had considered and prepared with calculations of his 


own, and documents selected for the purpose. - It came 
on the Senate by surprise: few, if any, Senators were pre~- 
pared to answer. This was the course pursued -by the 
Senator from Maine: he did not wait for the information 
which the resolutions required, but took his own views, 
which might be right, or might be wrong. He has pro- 
duced figures to show a great loss to the navigating 
interest. He may be right. Mr. S. said he had not ex- 
amined his. figures, nor had he time to examine them. 
The answers to the resolutions may show a different re- 
sult. Mr. S. would not pretend to say that they would; 
but he would say that he had seen statements, made from 
wrong documents to make out a case, which statements 
proved to be entirely unfounded when the true documents 
were applied. The Senator from Maine has shown a 
large amount of tonnage employed in the trade to the 
neutral islands, whilst they were the entrepot. for all the 
islands, deducting from which the tonnage employed since 
the arrangement made with Great Britain, he derives an 
immense loss to our navigation, and concludes that the 
bargain has eventuated to our great injury. ` But, Mr. 
President, no fair trial has been made: the proclamation 
of the President, opening our ports, was issued on the 5th 
October, and probably went by the packetfof the 8th. It 
may have arrived in England in thirty. days. Some days 
ought to be allowed for the British Government to make 
up their despatches to their minister here, and to the 
island and North American colonies.. A passage to the 
United States of five or six weeks, at that season of the 
year, would be considered a fair one. We may, there- 
fore, presume that it took three months, which. would 
bring the receipt to the 8th January, when our rivers 
and many of our harbors were obstructed by the ice, 
which continued until the 1st March, so that we can only 
count on seven months of open trade. Our merchants 
were not prepared for this trade: it had been stopped for 
a long period, and had been diverted into other channels. 
The merchants had, before they could commence, to 
arrange their correspondence, procure vessels properly 
fitted for the trade, and assort their cargoes. A merchant 
does not enter at once into a new branch of commerce; it 
takes him some time to arrange his business, mature his 
plans, and to be well satisfied with the prospects held 
out, before he engages in a commerce that is new to him. 
Is it then fair or candid, said Mr. S., to compare such a 
trade of seven months, with a known and established trade 
to an emporium such as St. Thomas, for twelve months? 
Besides, St. Thomas was a great entrepot for all the 
islands, and the neighboring continent... Droghers went 
there from other than the British islands, some from the 
out-ports: of Porto Rico, and perhaps from the French 
islands; many of our vessels touched at St. Thomas, and 
not finding a good market, proceeded, as is very common, 
to Porto Rico, to all the ports of St. Domingo, to Cuba, 
and evento the Spanish main. Besides, the consumption 
of St. Thomas and St. Cruz (Danish islands) is equal, if 
not greater, than any of the British windward islands. 
The simple clearances for the neutral trade were no cri- 
teria on which to form a judgment of the actual bona fide 
navigation that had been employed in it. The.trade is 
now understood, and we shall be better capable of form- 
ing a correct judgment on the subject next year. Mr. S. 
knew, he said, that the trade was daily increasing, and 
would, he thought, continue to increase... This fact is un- 
doubted, that every shipyard in the United States. has 
been fully employed in the building of vessels during the 
present year, which afforded strong presumptive proof 
that the opening of the colonial trade had not operated 
unfavorably to the navigation of the country. It is equally 
well known that very few of the shipyards had full em- 
ployment prior to the arrangement having been made. 
Many of the vessels that have been built, and which are 
now building, are intended for the West India trade; and 
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if he [Mr. S.] was well informed, (and he believed he 
was,) few States will produce more new tonnage for this 
trade than the State of Maine: Mr. S. remarked that he 
had been informed that the commerce of Maine had in- 
creased most rapidly since this arrangement had been 
made, and that the merchants had attributed the increase 
mainly to the opening of the West India trade; that they 
had full employment for their sawmills, the rents having 
risen full twenty-five per cent. If these facts be correct, 
he [Mr. 'S.] could not understand that the navigating in- 
terest had suffered any injury, but, on the contrary, had 
derived benefit from the arrangement made for the colo- 
nial trade with Great Britain. 

The Senator from Maine, said Mr. S., read yesterday a 
schedule of duties presented by Mr: Herries to the House 
of Commons, and reasoned upon it as if it had passed, and 
had become a law. Heshowed, what was the fact, that 
it would have imposed such duties as would nearly have 
annihilated all the advantages which had been expected 
to result from the opening of the islands to our commerce. 
But, Mr. President, was it fair, was it acting with candor, 
to attempt to pass on the Senate as a law a schedule that 
never had been acted upon——that, in fact, was no law? 
It is well known, said Mr. S., that Mr. Herries had been 
one of the late ministry of Great Britain, and had retired 
from office a few days after he had presented his schedule; 

_ that he [Mr. S.] had said yesterday, that he well remem- 
bered the schedule having been presented, but, as far as 
his recollection enabled him to say, he felt confident that 
the schedule had never passed into a law. He had since 
reflected on the subject, and would now say that the 
schedule referred to never had become a law; that it had 
died a natural death, as some of our own propositions do 
at every session. He [Mr. S.] admitted that new regula- 
tions, perhaps a law, had been made; that he had seen 
them; and that they were, in his opinion, highly beneficial 
to the United States. Some of them he would mention 
from memory. Salted beef and pork had been prohibited 
by the act of 1825; they. were now admitted into their 
colonies on a moderate duty. Much of the produce of the 
United States is admitted into Canada, and sent even to 
the mother country, as if it were the produce of Canada. 
Flour is not: it must be deposited in the public store, and 
exported agreeably to the act of 1825. If taken out for 
consumption, it must pay the duty imposed by that act. 
But flour made from the wheat of the United States is 
free, as if made from the grain of Canada, and may. be ex- 
ported even to England, where it will be admitted when 
our flour is not, as is well known. Here, then, said Mr. 
S. » is an immense advantage to our farmers of Ohio, 
Michigan, part of Pennsylvania, New York, and Vermont. 
But, said the Senator from Maine, is it right that, for the 
advantage to’ those States, the navigating interest should 
be destroyed by depriving it of the carrying of those pro- 
ducts? These benefits were gratuitous on the part of 
Great Britain; they form no part of the arrangement for 
the colonial trade; they might have been adopted by Great 
Britain if no arrangement had ever been made, and would 

- have produced precisely the same effect as to the navi- 
gating interest. There may be, and he [Mr. S.] thought 
there was, some addition of duty in the new regulations, 
differing from those in the act of 1825, but, as far as he 
could recollect, they were unimportant. 

-°Mr. S. then said that he had been a merchant, and had’ 
always been attentive to the interests of navigation in both 
Houses of Congress, but he had never lost sight of the 
interest of agriculture: on that all-important interest we 
depend; and if the agriculturist has now obtained an ad- 
vantage to the injury of the navigating interest, (which he 
utterly denied, ) it is for the first time. The agriculturists 
have been deprived of a free and open market for their 
produce, for nearly half a century; and for what, he 
would ask? To subserve the interest of navigation. They 


never complained, although some of them might have 
thought that it was of no consequence to them who car- 
ried their produce; yet they submitted, like good citizens,” 
toa policy that was for the general interest. 

It is idle, said Mr. S., to assert that the navigating in- 
terest has suffered from the effect of the opening of the 
trade to the British. colonies. Every circumstance con- 
tradicts the assertion. When, or at what time, were the 
shipyards as fully employed in building as at present? 
When was the commerce of our country more active or 
more flourishing than at present?) When were the wages 
of all persons employed in ship-building higher than at 
present? In fine, when was our nation more flourishing 
and happy than at the present day? If the navigating in- 
terest has suffered, the loss, if any, is fully compensated 
by the great advantage derived from the open trade to 
the agricultural interest, which he [Mr. S.] should and 
did consider as the predominant interest; one which has 
never received any special advantage from the Govern- 
ment, but in many instances had becn oppressed. 

We legislate, Mr. President, for the whole, as one 
great whole; and in commercial legislation advantages 
will arise to one portion of the Union that cannot be en- 
joyed by others, What special interest have the Western 
States in navigation? Tow small is the interest of the 
Southern States in it? Yet we have seen those States 
invariably promoting this interest. 

Mr. S. had not intended, when he rose, to say more 
than a few words on the subject. He confessed that he 
was not fully prepared; that he had spoken from recol- 
lection only; had looked into no document, but had been 
induced to make these remarks in consequence of what 
had fallen from the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HOLMES observed that the Senator from Mary- 
land was certainly correct in saying that he did not under- 
stand the matter under discussion, or he would not have 
made the statements he did yesterday, and repeated to- 
day, that the British Government had laid no discriminat- 
ing duties on the American trade with the West Indies, 
If they had not, how then, said Mr. H., could our agri- 
culture of the interior be benefited at the expense of the 
commerce of the Atlantic, the British tariff remaining 
precisely the same? How could the arrangement of Mr. 
McLane produce any such advantages as those claimed in 
the President’s message? Sir, when the outlets to the 
Atlantic are closed, our produce will rush out through the 
Canadas; but 1 do not understand, when the Atlantic door 
is opened, how our agriculture of the interior can be so 
much benefited when our tonnage is apparently so in- 
jured. When the gentleman from Maryland had made 
himself acquainted with the subject, Mr. H. would be 
pleased to be informed on these points. Mr. H. observed, 
that, before the arrangement of Mr. McLane, we hada very 
valuable circuitous trade with the British, which was rapidly 
increasing; but by the new arrangement it appeared to be 
considerably diminishing. As he understood the gentle- 
man not to object to the passage of the resolution, he 
should not now enter into elaborate arguments in sup- 
port of the positions he had assumed; but when the matter 
should again come before the Scnate, with the answer of 
the President, he would undertake to show that we had 
relinquished a productive trade for one less valuable; that 
we had, instead of abolishing a circuitous trade, made one 
still more circuitous, for the benefit of the British, and 
carried on in British instead of American vessels. He 
would undertake to show what was the state of our com- 
merce in 1821, what was the tonnage cmployed in it, and, 
carrying it down to 1830, show how it stood then; and, 
said he, if the President will undertake to show us how it 
has stood since, we shall be able to appreciate the mighty 
advantages gained to us under this much lauded arrange- 
ment. He would undertake to show that we had sacrificed 
enough, heaven knew; that we had gone down on our 
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marrow-bones to the British, and begged them to take all 
we were so anxious to give them, and that they were not 
slow to avail themselves.of the advantages so liberally 
held out to them. The gentleman from Maryland had 
committed, as he had before: observed, a great error -in 
supposing that the British had laid no. discriminating duties 
on our trade with the West Indies. He was positive that 
they had, and he would tell the gentleman where he 
might find thelaw, It was published in the British Albion 
a few months ago; he would not positively say it was the 
identical schedule prepared by Mr. Herries; but, if it was 
not that, it was one far more obnoxious. The gentleman 
had fallen into another error, which he. would take the 
liberty of correcting. So far from its taking our mer- 
chants a long time to determine how sta: shape their 
voyages, the vessels were actually loaded, ‘and waiting to 
sail as soon as they heard of the West India-ports being 
opened; and some of them, when they arrived in the 
British West Indies, found that they had no business there, 
and were forced to carry their cargoes toa port of de- 
posite. As to our vessels being blocked up by the ice, 
that was out of the question. Do we not know that our 
vessels go to the West India ports all the winter? Why, 
said Mr. H., those are the very places in winter they 
should go to; so that, for ten months at least, we might 
have had the benefit of the trade. = ; 
„The calculation of the Senator from Maryland mast be 
wild indeed, if he supposes that three ‘months must tran- 
spire after the President’s proclamation of the 5th Octo- 
ber, 1830, before the West India trade could be commenced 
by us. If the trade offered any prospect of benefit, every 
adventurer would be watching and ready to embrace it. 
The Americans not prepared for the trade! What, sir, 
when the President’s proclamation had opened it to the 
British for two months, and we were expecting it every 
day to be opened to us, and we not prepared for it! No, 
sir, the merchants were much better prepared to under- 
stand this trade, than the Senator is to discuss the subject. 
If the trade were worth any thing, they had ample time 
to find it out. And pray, sir, what was the wonderful 
change which required so much deliberation before our 
merchants could venture? We had hitherto furnished the 
British colonies through certain ports of deposite: if, in- 
stead of these, we could go direct to the places of con- 
sumption, did it require much time for deliberation how 
to manage? Time for those who understood a circuitous 
voyage, to consider how to manage a direct onc? Now, 
this is wonderful. The merchants must have time to ar- 
range their correspondence, 
trade, and assort their cargoes. And pray, sir, if the 
trade were worth a thought, would they not be doing all 


procure proper vessels for the | 


Maryland is equally unfortunate. He [Mr. H.] did not 
object to the practice supposed by that resolution, on the 
ground that it was a fraud on the revenues of Great Bri- 
tain. It is of no importance to us how much the British 
navigators in this trade avoid British duties, unless by 
it they gain an advantage over our navigation. And it 
then does become aground of complaint. Our products, 
say flour and lumber, carried to their Northern colonies, 
paya very trifling, or no duty, whether in American or 
British vessels, and thus far the trade is apparently on an 
equal footing. But these products must be transported 
thence to the Southern colonies in British. vessels exclu- 
sively: for this is, by British constraction, ‘coasting 
trade,” in’ which: we are not permitted to participate. 
Again: British and American vessels can on equal terms 
clear from our- ports for the West Indies, and go directly 
there. But let it be remembered that the duties in this 
direct voyage on these articles amount to a prohibition. 
Now it will be readily perceived that an American vessel 
could not, but a British vessel. could, under a false clear- 
ance from St. John’s, clear from Richmond for the West 
Indies, and enter there by her clearance from St. John’s, 
and thus avoid the duty. This would avoid the delay in- 
cident to a circuitous voyage, and operate a saving of 
from $400 to $600 on each cargo. Ajid, as this circuitous 
voyage would be of no manner of benefit to the British, 
and the direct voyage would throw all the carrying into 
their hands, I, said Mr. H., can see no obstacle to the 
British custom-houses giving countenance to such a trans- 
action. Whether the Executive has any information, or 
can obtain any, may be doubtful; at Jeast, we can ask. If 
such a practice is indulged, and should become general, 
the whole carrying trade will inevitably go to the British. 
The resolutions were then agreed to. 


Farvay, DECEMBER 23. 

This day’s sitting was spent in the reception of petitions 
and resglutions, and in acting on sundry private bills; and 
then 

| The Senate adjourned to Tuesday next. 


Turspay, DECEMBER 27. 


| This day’s sitting was spent in disposing of a variety of 
petitions and other private business. 


į g 
Wepszspay, DecresnreRr 28. 
ARMAMENT OF FORTIFICATIONS. 


The Senate took up the following bill: 
‘t Be it enacted, 3e. That the sum of one milien of 


this from the moment of the President’s proclamation? | dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, for the 


Proper vessels! 
vessel fit for the trade to St. Barts and St. Thomas would 
not be as fit for Barbadoes or Jamaica? And I confess I 


Sir, I would ask the Senator whether a| purchase of timber, iron, and other necessary materials 


‘for artillery carriages, and for providing the cannon, mor- 


; tars, cannon shot, shells, &c. for the armament of the 


cannot well discover why an assorted cargo for British! new fortifications, and such of the old fortifications as, in 


consumption, 
not be just 


rect. But I shall have a word to say about assorted car- 


_ goes when the information comes which is called for by 
the resolutions. ; i 
In regard to the period it did require after the procla- 
motion of the 5th October, before information was re- 
urned, he [Mr. H.] spoke from recollection only, and he 
so stated.. The Senator from Maryland, it seems, does 
— pretend to know, but he speaks from conjecture. 
È ow, that information might go anq return in sixty days, 
lere is no doubt; indeed, it is about the ordinary time. 
What time the news that the British. ports were open to 
us did arrive, he did not pretend to state precisely, but 


through a Danish or Swedish port, would | the opinion of the President, ought to be armed: Pro- 
as good an assortment when transported di- vided, That a sum net exceeding two-hundred thousand 


| 4 * : 
ishall not be transferred to any other object. of expendi- 


ture, nor shallany part t 


dollars be annually applied to the purposes aforesuid. 
“Serc. 2, That the moneys appropriated by this-act 


hereof be carried to the fund de- 
nominated the ‘surplus fund.’ ” tee) 

{The annual appropriation has heretofore..been one 
hundred thousand dollars. The present bill was intro- 
duced by Mr. Sara, on leave, and was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which committee reported 
the bill with a recommendation that it be rejected. Ac- 
cordingly, when the bill came up to-day, ] 

Mr. BENTON, in pursuance of instructions from the mi- 


he was pretty sure it was in December; it might be little jlitary committee, moved that it be indefinitely postponed. 


more than two months after the proclamation. 


Mr. SMITH said he should have been glad. to concur 


in his remarks on the third resolution, the Senator from | with the committee in their motion for an indefinite post- 
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ponement of the bill under consideration, had they given 
any satisfactory reasons for their motion. He believed 
now, and he had long believed, that an additional appro- 
priation for the purpose. of providing for the national de- 
fence was a measure not only desirable, but highly 
important. and necessary, as a precautionary step. to pre- 
vent the danger of a sudden invasion from a hostile force, 
and the losses and disgrace unavoidably resulting from en- 
tering into a war unprepared. Ten years since he had 
prepared and introduced a similar bill into that House, 
which had been submitted to the then Secretary of War 
for his opinion upon the propriety of bringing it forward, 
and which had been warmly approved by him, and 
earnestly recommended to the favorable consideration of 
Congress. He had expressed some doubts of his being 
able to carry it through both Houses of the Legislature, 
but considered it of sufficient importance to demand their 
exertion in its favor. 

The engineer of the department had also deemed the 
provisions of that bill of so much importance as to induce 
him to make a particular reference to it in his report, as 
having been introduced into the Senate, and the Presi- 
dent was also favorably disposed towards it. That report, 
said Mr. S., tells us that it will take twenty years to com- 
plete the armament of these fortifications, according to 
the present sum appropriated for that purpose. Now, in 
the event of war with any foreign Power within that 
period, he would ask the gentleman how they were to 
prevent these fortifications from becoming an easy prey 
to the enemy. They would be destitute of the necessary 
weapons of defence, and of course fall into the hands of 
the hostile troops, who would take possession of the forts, 
and blow them up. It was the object of the bill now be- 
fore the Senate to prevent an occurrence of this kind 
from again disgracing the nation. tt was founded on the 
same busis, and embraced the same principles as those 
which had been advanced by the previous bill. It was 
intended to be similar in its effects with those of the pre- 
vious appropriations. There was no difference in the 
principle between this bill and that system which had long 
since been matured and carried into effect by the states- 
men of a former period, whose wisdom had been appre- 
ciated and acknowledged by the nation. It was only an 
extension of this principle which was proposed by the 
present bill. He had taken the pains to prepare and 
introduce it, and he thought it was a measure of great 
importance, deserving the deliberate consideration of! 
Congress. 

Mr. S. then went into a statement, exhibiting the pre- 
sent situation of the various armories of the United States, 
and to show that the present amount of the appropriation 
(one hundred thousand dollars) for the purpose of pro- 
viding arms and other necessaries for the defence of thé 
country, was too diminutive to be an inducement for Go- 
vernment contractors to make proposals for arming or 


which could not be left unprovided for by Congress, but 
was a mere measure of convenience, not of necessity, 
which might well be dispensed with without any real loss 
or disadvantage to the country. He conceived that the 
argument of the gentleman from Maryland, that this mea- 
sure was necessary to enable the country to avoid the 
danger of sudden invasion, was one which the present 
situation of this country, with respect to foreign Powers, 
did not support. He could discover nothing in the poli- 
tical aspect at this fime, indicating a danger that, would 
warrant the making so large an appropriation, or, in fact, 
any additional appropriation for the purpose of arming 
the fortifications. He did not think that any European 
nation was disposed to enter into a war with this country. 
There was, on:the contrary, abundant evidence of their 
disposition to cultivate the friendly relations now subsist- 
ing between them, and which it was the determination of 
this Government to reciprocate. But if there should a 
rupture take place with any foreign Power, there would 
undoubtedly be ‘sufficient, warning given to the country 
to enable them to prepare for the event. We were not 
situated like the nations of Europe, in the neighborhood 
of powerful and warlike rivals, with armies restless from 
inactivity, and ready to invade the territories of contigu- 
ous Powers at the command of their sovereign. We were 
situated at so great a distance from any powerful nation, 
that the argument which the gentleman had used, though 
it might apply to Europe, was quite inapplicable to our 
country. If at any time the aspect of affairs should be 
even threatening, it might then be advisable to make an 
appropriation of this nature. But, as we were now 
situated, there were other objects far more deserving of 
our attention. He should oppose this measure, on the 
principle that it was inexpedient to grant an appropriation 
of one hundred thousand dollars at this time to any object 
that could well be dispensed with, or which was not abso- 
lutely necessary to meet the exigencies of the country. 
He was sorry to see the national expenditures regularly 
increasing, and such a disposition to augment them still 
more. 

Mr. B. added, that the measure was not supported by 
any recommendation from the Executive branch of the 
Government. The committee had, according to usage, 
sent the bill to the Secretary of War, by whom it was 
returned, without objection, but without any particular 
recommendation. 

Mr. SMITH replied that he was equally unwilling with 
the gentleman from Missouri to enter into unnecessary 
and extravagant expenditures of the public money; but 
we had erected fortifications at great expense, and he 
thought it a prudent and necessary measure to provide 
them with arms for their defence; otherwise, they would 
be in danger of being destroyed by the first enemy that 
might appear on our shores, and choose to advance against 
them. Notwithstanding the reasons that have been urged 


completing the fortifications, or to prevent the head of| by the gentleman, he was still disposed to consider this 


that department from making annual demands for new ap- 
propriations. This bill, by increasing the appropriation 
to two hundred thousand dollars yearly, would obviate 
these objections, and perhaps induce the contractors to 
undertake the arming and completion of the public works 
twenty per cent. cheaper than they would do it now. It 
would also enable them to complete the armament in ten 
years, or one-half the time that was required by the pre- 
sent plan. This Mr. S. considered an object of great 
importance, as it would require no more of the public 
funds to complete the works in ten years, than would be 
necessary if they were delayed twenty years. He could 
not see the propriety of an indefinite postponement. 

Mr. BENTON said that the grounds on which the 
committee had recommended an indefinite postponement 
of this measure, were, that it was of a character not en- 
titling it to he ranked with those necessary appropriations 


appropriation a measure of prudent foresight and wise 
precaution. In answer tothe argument that we were not 
liable to be called into sudden war, he would appeal to 
the facts which were well known that transpired during ` 
the last war. At that time we found ourselves engaged 
with one of the most powerful nations of the world, pro- 
vided at every point for attack or defence, in a contest 
which threatened the existence of our liberty, and on our 
part totally unprepared. ` I was at Baltimore, said Mr. S., 
when the British troopsapproached that city, and witness- 
ed the evils of neglecting in time of peace to prepare for 
war. I was engaged at that time in examining the fortress 
below the city, to ascertain its ability to stand the expect- 
ed attack, and found but five guns in that important 
fortress on which to rely for the defence of the fort and 
of the city. In this dilemma he was induced, from the 
necessity of the case, to apply his private fortune to pro- 
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vide for the deficiency of the public appropriations. The 
Government had left the works unarmed, and unprovided 
with the necessary means of defence. We found our- 
selves engaged in a war, and our country actually invaded 
by the enemy, before the fortifications were armed, which 
were necessary to save the country from being ravaged, 
and the public buildings and monuments from destruction: 
How, said Mr. S., can we expect to get through another 
war with safety or success, without providing now, while 
we are at peace, and have the means, for future events 
of this nature, which it was natural to suppose would 
again occur? War will come, and without such an appro- 
priation we must get through it as we did before, by acci- 
dent. His friend from New Jersey had “expressed the 
opinion that we were not in want of arms;: we had already 
as many as were necessary, and if we had more, he did 
not know what we should do with th This, Mr. S. 
considered mere anticipation—nothing more. He wished 
the bill might not be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. HOLMES said; in answer to the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Surru,] that he did not consider that the 
fact of our having been in some measure unprepared for 
the last war at its commencement, any argument in proof 
of the position that we should again be unprepared for 
such an event, if we took into consideration the extensive 
preparations which had been made for the national defence 
within the last twenty years. Our navy had rapidly in- 
creased in magnitude and power; our seaboard was lined 
with fortresses, and our armories filled with munitions 
and arms, ready for use whenever occasion might re- 
quire. The gentleman from Maryland had appealed to 
the last war in proof of the argument of our liability to 
danger and sudden surprise. If his recollection served 
him, Mr. H. said it was not England, but the United 
States, that struck the first blow in that contest; and if we 
were unprepared for it, it was our own fault. He did not 
apprehend this argument would have much force when 
we consider the situation of this country, and its relations 
to foreign Powers. He did not agree with the gentle- 
man’s assertion, that we should be unable to sustain a war 
if an event of that nature should again occur. He had no 
fears or apprehension of this description to alarm him, 
and urge him into extraordinary appropriations for safety 
or defence. But, if the gentleman’s argument of danger 
and surprise was correct, he did not see the propriety of 
doubling that danger, for now the enemy could only take 
the naked fortifications; but, if this measure was adopted, 
they would have an opportunity not only todestroy the forts, 
buttake possession of the arms also. If we made this appro- 
priation, it would be necessary to go still further, and 
provide for the manning of the forts, by raising a suitable 
army, to prevent those arms from becoming weapons of 
attack instead of defence. 

In conclusion, Mr. H. observed that he considered the 
present appropriation amply sufficient, and should not 
be in favor of granting an increased sum for this purpose, 
while the political horizon was as clear as it at present 
appeared to be, and gave no indication of immediate dan- 
ger from any quarter. If there should be any apprehen- 
sion in future of a war, it would then be proper to make 
farther provision; and a few weeks, or.a few months, at 
least; would be a sufficient time to enable them to procure 
arms, and make the necessary preparations for defence. 

Mr. HAYNE said that he was opposed not only to the 
provisions of the bill, but he objected to the manner in 
which it was brought forward. He considered that it was 
an advisable course to mark out and mature some plan of 
proceeding, and adhere to it; sucha plan had been adopt- 
ed in regard to arming the fortifications, and had received 
the sanction of the Government, and he thought it should 
be strictly adhered to. By this plan, a provision was 
made for the gradual perfection of the national defence, 
by an appropriation of $100,000 annually for the advance- 


Government would not oppose it. 


ment of the object which was embraced in this bill. Not- 
withstanding which, this measure proposed to change the 
entire system, without giving any reasons for doing so, 
without the slightest prospect of war, or any evidence that 
the measure was called for, either by the exigencies of 
the country, without being recommended by the Presi- 
dent or the officers of the Navy or War Department, by 
appropriating one million ‘of dollars for this purpose—a 
sum larger than had’ ever before been appropriated for 
such an object. ‘The measure appeared to be of a novel 
character, and was thus regarded by the committee to 
which it was referred, and which had: recommended its 
indefinite postponement. The gentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. Smrra] had intimated that the Executive would, 

probably, look with favor upon this measure; but it was 
one that involved high responsibility, and which should not 
be volunteered in advance upon a mere suggestion that the 
He was opposed to 
the course pursued, and was of opinion that the bill should 
not be acted on without having emanated from the proper 
source, and passed the channel through which such mea- 
sures usually come. This responsibility should not be 

incurred, or this large expenditure of the public money 
granted by Congress, without the particular. recommen- 
dation of the President, or the heads of departmentse The 
gentleman from Maryland had said that it would take 
twenty years to complete the arming of the forts, accord- 
ing to the present appropriation. But, sir, said Mr. H., 

it will probably take that time to finish the fortifications 
themselves, and there would be time enough to think of 
arming them after they were completed. The gentleman 
had made use of an argument in support of his measure, 

which was wise in itself, but which had been much abused 
in this country; he alluded to the maxim, ‘tin peace pre- 
pare for war.” It was an argument which had been made 
use of on almost every occasion, for almost every purpose, 

in support of the wildest schemes of legislation. If pro- 
tection was wanted for a manufacturing establishment, it 
must be granted, because the soldier must have a woollen 

coat. If an appropriation was wanted to fill with pap the 

hungry jaws of some Government contractor, the same 

maxim was made to apply successfully to justify the de- 
mand. :Thus, whenever an appropriation for any purpose 
was wanted, this favorite maxim was always at hand to 
sanction the measure. 

It had been urged that this appropriation was necessary 
to prevent surprise and danger. But, said Mr. H., there 
is nothing the nature of the circumstances with which 
we are surrounded to make this appropriation. necessary. 
The settled policy of the country was peace with all na- 
tions. It was undoubtedly a wise policy, and one in which 
the nation would persevere. From the nations of Europe 
there was nothing to be apprehended. It was undoubtedly 
the interest of the whole world to be at peace with the 
people of the United States. Peace was the natural con- 
dition of-this country, and it was for that condition that 
we ought to legislate, not for war, which none here might 
live to see. 

There was another observation made use of by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, namely, that he was at a loss to 
know what should be done with the surplus revenue.. On 
this score Mr. H. felt no anxiety. We had seen bills re- 
ported demanding appropriations of more thanten millions 
of dollars. Mr. H. said his method to avoid the perplexity 
in which the gentleman seemed to be, was simple and 
natural—it was to leave the surplus money in the pockets 
of the people, where it belonged, and from whence it 
could not be rightfully taken, without the exigencies of 
the Government indispensably required it. 

The gentleman from Missouri had remarked that our 
expenditures were annually increasing, notwithstanding 
the cry of retrenchment and reform; and he saw no pros- 
pect of amendment. Ever since he had had the honor of a 
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seat in the Senate, “Mr. Hi said, the expenditures of the 
Government had. been-rapidly.increasing. The gentleman 


from Maryland. had asked, what are wé-to.do-with our |. 


money? .[Mr. SMITH interrupted Mr. H. to sày-that he 
had . not. made. use of. thé.expression.]_ Mr. H. said he 
stood.corrected.: It:wasan: expression which was usual on 
such occasions, atid: he-had. understood. the ‘gentleman to 
have used-it. > He concluded with the hope that the gen- 
tleman from Maryland would- set an example of retrench- 
ment, and show a disposition not to go: beyond the neces- 


sary appropriations to méet the unavoidable expenses of private bills. 


the Governinent. j 

He hoped they would see the necessity of lightening 
the- public: burdensyand.that neither the idle apprehen- 
sion of war, nor any other-motive, would. induce Congress 
to pursue a course of extravagant expenditure, or adopt 
unconstitutional modes of disposing of the surplus reve- 
nue. Their attention could not be too earnestly directed 
to.the removal of unequal and excessive taxation. ‘He 
should oppose the bill on the ground: that it was one of a 
numerous class that were not called for by the real neces- 
sity arising from the condition. of the country; and for the 
purpose of obtaining the deliberate and marked expression 
of the sense of the Senate in deciding the question, he 
would call for the yeas and: nays. f 

Mr. SMITH replied that there was something extraor- 
dinary inthe:argument of the gentleman from South: Caro- 
lina. : His reasoning seemed to convey the idea that they 
were wide apart in their views, when, in fact, they were of 
the same.opinion.. He agreed with the gentleman entirely. 
He was as much in favor.of retrenchment as any gentle- 
man who heard him, and was equally averse to. entering 
into any extravagant and useless expenditures: There had 
been a charge of this kind made during the preceding 
year, which had induced the people to examine into the 
correctness of the assertion. -A committee had been ap- 
pointed forthe express purpose of making a strict inquiry; 
and, after.carefully investigating the subject, they reported 
that they found nothing. of that character. There had 
been large appropriations for, purposes of internal im- 
provement, but nothing had been done-to provide for the 
armament of the fortifications. The dill now before the 
Senate was of the same character and description with 
that which had heretofore -been passed and carried into 
effect for the gradual increase of the navy. It was to that 
provision, and that principle, that we were indebted for 
the present prosperous condition of our naval armament. 
The statesman who proposed and carried that measure 
into effect, acted on the same principle which he was now 
advocating. -The wisdom of that measure was universally 
acknowledged, and its advantages appreciated by the 
nation. Such -a measure; said-Mr. S., could not be car- 
ried through Congress‘at this. days Fhe geritleman from 


Maijne-had said.that we-should. increase the danger by j: 


-adopting this: bill.. In answer. to that objection, he ob- 
served, that though jt was trite. that we were destitute of 
regular troops, we: should never want for men to defend 
these works; the spirit of patriotism which pervaded the 
hearts of. freemen’ would never suffer them to permit a 
foreign: enemy to take their. arms from their hands with 
impunity. There was no danger-of our incurring this dis- 
grace; it was not men but arms that were wanted. 

-:Mr. BENTON made. a few remarks in reply tò Mr. 


The ques! on: being- taken on the- indefinite postpone- 
ment, it was déeided in the affirmative, as follows: 
YEAS.—Messtisx-Bell, Benton, Brown, Buckner, Clay, 


Dickerson,: Ewing,:-Foot;,.-Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grun- 
dys: Hanna, Hayne; Hill; Holmes, Kane, Mangum, Marey, 
Miller, Moore, ` Prentiss; Robbins,- Robinson, Ruggles, 


Seymour, Tomlinson; Troup,: yder, White, Wilkins.—31. 


-NAYS.—~Messrs... Bibb, . Dallas, Dudley, . Jobnston, 
| Knight, Silsbee, Smith.—7. 
So the bill was rejected: 


: THURSDAY, DECEMBER 29. 

Agreeably to notice’ given, Mr. BENTON asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to abolish thg duty on 
alum salt; which was introduced accordingly, and read the 
first time. ` ` 

The remainder of the sitting was spent on petitions and 


Soo FRIDAY, DECEMBER 30.. 
“DUTY ON ALUM SALT. 

The bill-tobolish the duty on alum salt having receiv- 
ed its second reading, a motion was made by Mr. BENTON 
to refer it to the Committee on Finance. `> > 

Mr. CLAY thought that the bill ought to take another 
direction, and be referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. _ Not perceiving the chairman of that committee in 
his place—[At that moment Mr. Dickenson caught the 
eye of Mr. C. who gave way to him.]) ` f 

Mr. DICKERSON said that, in some points of view, it 
might be proper to give tothe bill the direction suggested . 
by-the gentleman from Kentucky. It interfered with an 
important part of our manufactures. He therefore moved 
its reference to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. CLAY said that he considered’ this question, al- 
though one merely of reference, as involving some import- 
ance. If it was committed to the Committee on Finance, 
such a commitment would imply that the home manu- 
facture was unworthy of any consideration: On the con- 
trary, a reference of it to the Committee on Manufactures 
would require-of that committee a full consideration of the 
effect upon the manufacturer and the consumer, likely to 
be produced by astill further reduction of the duty on salt. 
It has been said that if we withdraw from the Committee 
on Finance articles subject to duty, because the manufac- 
tures of the country might be affected, that committee 
would have nothing todo. But was it not equally true 
that, if all subjects, touching the revenue, were, for that 
reason, to be withdrawn from the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, and assigned to the Committee on Finance, the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures would have nothing to do? The 
respective provinces of the two committees were plainly 
marked by the nature of the two classes of articles liable 
to duties. One is produced or manufactured within, the 
other out of the country—one is the protected class, the 
other unprotected. Whatever fulls directly witbin the 
system of protection, appertains to the Committee on Manu- 
factures, and the unprotected class to the Committee on 
Finance. g : ; 

“This.was nota time to discuss the propriety ofa further 
reduction of the duty on salt. Such a time would doubt- 
less occur in the progress of the session. But he must say 
that it struck him to be inexpedient so soon again to legis- 
late on the subject... In May, 1830, Congress had repeal- 
ed one-half of the duty then existing, the repeal as to five. +; 
cents to take effect on the 3ist of December of that year, 


and as to the other five, on the 31st of December of this = 


year, that is, to-morrow. Whatever may be the policy of < 
a country, all concurred in the utility of its being stead: 
and settled. lt did seem to him to be-reasonable to wait 
a while to see the practical effect of the law of 1830; at ©) 
least to see all parts of it go into operation before we again - 
acted. He was aware of the necessity of adapting the 
revenue of the country to the expenditure of the country, 
after the extinction of the public debt; and, for the pur- 
pose of a proper arrangement of the revenue, he was wil- 
ling now to act on the supposition of the entire payment 
of the small remnant of the debt.. But, whatever was 
done, he trusted that the system. of protection would be 
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preserved—that system under which this country had at- 
tained unparalleled prosperity. Among the essential arti- 
cles which it embraces are salt, iron, woollens, cotton, 
hemp, and leather, If a gentleman can on one day give 
notice of his intention to introduce a bill respecting either 
of those articles, and when his billis presented move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance, another may pur- 
sue the same course in reférence to another. article, and 
thus the whole subject, by separate bills, be withdrawn 
from the appropriate committee, and assigned to that of 
finance.. Mr. C. did not think this was right. And, re- 
gardiag this movement as one of the signs of the times, he 
should call for the yeas and nays, although it had never 
been his custom to make such calls. - i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that he viewed this question to 
be of but little importance to the finances of the country; 

‘but, in another point of view, it was one which was of the 
greatest importance to the nation. The.question whether 
they should or should not abandon the protecting system, 
in regard to this article, would be determined by this bill. 
He objected to its provisions as being partial and not of 
general application even to the article of salt itself. There 
were two kinds of salt manufactured in the country; one 
was evaporated by the sun, the other hy the application 
of fire; and these two modes of manufacturing the article 
were frequently both carried on in the same establishment. 
Now this bill proposed tọ take off the duty on one of these 
kinds of salt, and made no provision for the other—a 
course of proceeding which did not strike him to be just 
or expedient. He considered the question of reference 
one of little consequence, but the measure itself would 
have an important bearing on the interest of the salt manu- 
factories throughout the country. 

Mr. BENTON said that the practice had always been to 
refer a bill of this character to the Finance Committee. 
The bill belonged to that class of measures which went to 
the reduction of the revenue consequent upon the extine- 
tion of the public debt; it belonged to that class of bills 
which comprehended the whole line of policy connected 
with that reduction, and therefore the Committee on Fi- 
nance, who were charged with adjusting the revenue to be 
collected to the amount of the revenue needed for the sup- 
port of the Government. It was generally admitted that a 
large reduction of revenue ought tobe made; the Committee 
on Finance had that subject under consideration, and this 
bill ought to be sent to them, as being a part of the subject 
with which they were occupied. If you take this bill from 
that committee because salt is made in the United States, 
you may withdraw all the subjects of revenue from them, 
by an application of the same rule to .other subjects; and 
the revenues of the country might be lost sight of in indi- 
vidual objects. i 

Mr. HAYNE said that the proposition to refer a bill to 
any of the standing committees of the Senate usually ex- 
cited but little interest, because, in most cases, the merits 
of the question could be as well examined and decided by 
one committee as another. But the question now before 
the Senate was assuming vast importance from the course 
which the debate had taken. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Breyton] had introduced a bill to take off the 
duty from alum salt, and, as such a measure must of course 
affect the revenue, had very properly moved to commit it 
to the Committee on Finance. To this the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Cray} had strenuously objected, and in- 
sisted that the bill should go to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. He had urged that the billshould take this direction, 
because it touched the protecting system, and embraced one 
of the most important manufactures ofthe country. But, said 
Mr. H., does nut the duty on salt also touch the revenue? 
and,.what is more important, doesit not operate as a heavy 
tax upon the whole body of the people? And are we, 
notwithstanding, to examine the subject with a single eye 
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to the protection which may be afforded by.the existing 
law to the manufacturer? But there was one view of the 
subject which was conclusive to show that the appropri- 
ate- reference of this subject was to the: Committee‘on Fie 
nance; and here he was happy to find himself supported 
by the admission of the Senator from Kentucky. himself, 

made but a few days ago. That gentleman had then said 
(what he has repeated here to-day) that the period had 
arrived for a general modification of the tariff, to be found- 
ed on the approaching extinction of the public debt, and 
he did, oui that occasion, expressly declare that it was im- 
possible to act wisely upon the subject, without. taking 
one broad and connected view of the whole subject; that 
it was impossible to decide what reduction ought to be 
made upon one article, without taking into consideration 
the reductions to be made upon other articles; that it was 
impossible to determine what rate of duties should be im- 
posed upon the protected articles, without also taking into 
consideration the unprotected articles; in short, that the 
whole system must undergo a careful and judicious revi- 
sion. Now, if these views of the gentleman be correct, 

it cannot be doubted that they lead irresistibly to the con- 
clusion that this bill ought not to go: to the Committee on 
Manufactures. That committee, as has been admitted, 

has nothing whatever to do with the public revenue. It 
is their business (according to the Known views of the 
chairman of that committee) to look to the interests of 
the manufacturers alone, and to see that the protecting 
system is preserved unimpaired. That enlarged and com- 
prehensive view, therefore, of the whole ground, which 
is necessary to enable us to decide’ on the modifications 
proper to be made at this time in our revenue system, can- 
not be taken by the Committee on Manufactures. ~The 
whole subject is not before them. They must, of neces- 
sity, in the performance of their appropriate duties, take 
a partial, limited, and one-sided view of the question. If 
we admit, for the sake of the argument, that the claims of 
the manufacturers for protection properly belong to the 
Committee on Manufactures, surely this rule cannot apply 
to a great crisis like the present in the affairs of this coun- 
try—-when the approaching extinction of the public debt 
is about to relieve the treasury of a charge of ten or twelve 
millions of dollars annually, and when, by common con- 
sent, a new system of finance is to be devised, and a new 
tariff enacted, adapted to this new and improved condi- 
tion of the country. The Committee on Finance, as we 
all know, have this whole matter already before them. 
The chairman tells us, indeed, that they have already 
made great progress in maturirg a bill; and every gentle- 
man must see that it is utterly impossible for them:to.com- 
plete the task which has been assigned them, without tak- 
ing into consideration the entire subject, and determining 
what duties.shall be imposed on the protected as well as 
the unprotected articles—salt, among the rest. Mr. H. 

repeated, therefore, that at this crisis it would be impos- 
sible to refer one class of cases to one committee, and 
another class to another, without producing the most in- 
extricable confusion. Ifthe views which had this day been 
presented to the Senate by the gentleman from Kentucky 
should prevail, what would be the consequence? .We are 
about to take a review of the whole tariff system, with the 
design of reducing the revenue to $12,000,000, . And it 
is proposed to confine the Committee on Finance to one 
class—the unprotected articles—such as-wines, teas, silks, 

&c., while all the protected articles, cottons, woollens, 

iron, sugar, &c. are to be exclusively confided to the care 

of the Committee on Manufactures. . Now, how could the 

Committee on Finance possibly say what reduction should 

be made on wines and silks, unless they, at the same time, 

determine the reduction to be made on cottons, woollens, 

andiron? If things.are to take this course, the consequen- 

ces may be easily foreseen.. The Committee on Manu- 

factures; who will have the protected articles under their 
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také this duty from that committee, which had always 
performed it, and make a new reference, without any new 
reason or motive for doing so? When it falls into the 
hands of the Committee on Manufactures, it would be re- 
garded. only in a political point of view, without a refer- 
ence to the finance or revenue of the country. - Now, 
the object of this class of measures was, to reduce the 
revenue from its-present ‘amount down to about fiftcen 
millions annually: This object would: be entirely lost 
sight of if- it was referred to that committee. They 
could not take up the whole subject. The Committee 
on Finance, of which he was a member, had long had 
this subject under consideration, and had labored hard 
to mature a plan for the new system, and he thought 
the subject should not now be taken: out of their hands. 
The committee found it difficult to come to a conclusion 
how to act on some points; and he did not yet know the 
full extent of their measures. It would take some time 
to comé to.a decision on all the points under considera- 
tion. The gentleman from Kentucky had said that it 
would be advisable to examine into the expediency of 
reducing the duty on iron and other articles. He would 
answer, that there had been a reduction of the duty on 
that article, but not any reduction on the article of salt- 
If we proceeded to repeal the duty on articles imported 
from one foreign nation, we must repeal it on others im- 
ported from other nations, which claimed, and had a right 
by treaty, to be placed on the footing of the most favored 
nation. It would be necessary to make some provision 
of this nature, to accompany the repeal of the duty on 
salt, should that bill receive the sanction of Congress. 
Mr. BENTON replied. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Hayye] objected to the bill because it did not 
go far enough; but that was an objection to a detail, and 
subject to a motion for amendment. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Surra] objected to it because it made a 
distinction which might prejudice Great Britain, and make 
ill feelings towards the United States. Not so, Mr. B. 
said. “Turk’s Island was hers, and would send the greatest 
proportion of alum salt. Besides, the distinction was not 
new to Great Britain. She had made it herself, before 
she abolished the salttax. She admitted alum salt, called in 
her statutes bay salt, because it came, at that time, chiefly 
from the Bay of Biscay, duty free, for the fisheries, and 
for curing beef and pork, and saving butter. She re~ 
pealed the duty on natural sun-made salt Jong since, in 
favor of provision curers, while furnishing to the United 
States annually millions of bushels of the inferior fire- 
made salt. Salt made by boiling, no matter from what 
water, was unfit to cure fish, beef, pork, bacon, or butter, 
for a southern market. Great Britain, while grinding the 
Irish to the earth with every species of oppression, stilt 
let them have foreign salt- free of duty, for curing their 
provisions; and that at the moment that she was-exporting 
millions. of bushels: annually of her own domestic fire- 
made salt from Liverpool, in the very neighborhood of 
the Irish coast; and he hoped the American Senate would 
be as compassionate to the farmers of the West as the 
British Parliament was to the Irish. Sir, said Mr. B., in 
proposing the total repeal of this duty in April next, Tam 
not going as fast as Mr. Jefferson did in 1807. He had 
the whole ‘salt tax suppressed in one year. When did 
this odious tax reach its maximum of twenty cents? In 
the time of the elder Adams, when standing armies and 
eight per cent. loans were the order of the day, and the 
people had to be oppressed to support the extravagances 
of the Government. The origin of this heavy tax refer- 
red itself, both in England and America, to disastrous pe- 
riods in. their history. - It began in England in the reign 
y A e E of William II, who, taking advantage of the national pre- 
memorials praying. protection for manufactures had been {judices against France, got the salt tax imposed as a means 
presented, and were universally referred to that commit- lof. helping to carry on the war against the French. The 
tee. Shall we, then, said Mr. S., now, for the first time, ‘bill was entitled, to enable his Majesty to carry on a vigor» 


care, and. whose: opinion.on this subject is. pretty well 
known, will recommend no.-reduction whatever on these 
articles, and: the Committee on Finance, if they are.to be 
confined to:the unprotected articles, will have: nothing to 
do. butto recommenda reduction: of the duties. on these 
articles. -Gentlemen. might,;. perhaps, consider such an 
arrangement: as.constituting.a judicious. revision of the 
tariff; but, for his. own part, he had no hesitation in say- 
» ing that he would consider a. repeal of all duties on the 
unprotected.articles, while the duties om the others should 
remain untouched, as the worst of.all possible adjustments 
_ of that great question which now agitates and disturbs the 
whole country; and it was because he considered the mo- 
tion-now,made as equivalent to a declaration that the pro- 
tecting system was ‘to remainuntouched, and to be main- 
tained in, all its rigor; in factthat nothing was:to be yielded 
tothe ie expectations of the country, that he earnestly 
desired that the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
should not prevail. Should it do so, he should entertain 
very. fegole hopes of seeing any reduction of duties on the 
protected articles, during the present session; for, sure he 
was that no such reduction would be recommended by 
the Committee on. Manufactures: Mr. H. concluded by 
saying that he did not wish to be considered as an advo- 
cate of the bill before the Senate in the precise form in 
which it was presented. The duty on salt, as an article 
of necessity, should doubtless be:a very moderate one, but 
he doubted the propriety of removing it entirely, and he 
should certainly be disposed to extend the reduction to 
every description of salt, All these, however, are ques- 
tions.for the consideration of the committee. ne 

Mr. CLAY. (in reply to Mr. Haxwe) said, it was true 
he had, on a former occasion, remarked that the question 
of. an arrangement of the public revenue, in reference to 
the. payment of the. public debt, required a deliberate 
survey of all the great interests of the country, and con- 
sequently. a glance at all the duties, whether on protected 
or.unprotected:articles. He still thought so; and he un- 
derstood:the gentleman from South Carolina as then ex- 
pressing a‘similar opinion. But the bill under consideration 
wasnothis, Jt was here brought by the gentleman from 
Missouri, who has thought proper to present a single iso- 
lated subject. And the question is, how-shall we dispose 
of it? “If it goes to the Committee on Finance, it will be 
considered exclusively in respect to revenue. If to the 
Committee on Manufactures, they will examine it in con- 
nexion with the system of which it forms part. In the 
course of the session perhaps some collision may arise in 
the action of those two committees. If the Committee 
on Manufactures should sometimes draw subjects to it 
of. doubtful character, the Committee on Finance will pro- 
bably-do the same... But this is not one. 

The proposed: reduction. of duty affects an important 
article.of the manufactures: of the: country... It affected 
every description of salt which they produced. The opé- 
ration of the measure was not confined. to the salt made 
by solar evaporation on. the «coasts of North Carolina and 
New England, but it: extended to the great manufactures 
in the. western part of New York, where, by the same 
procéss, salt was- produced,.though: not from marine wa- 
ter. And it reached all other manufactures, by whatever 
process they operated. If- any question were to be refer- 
red to the Committee on Manufactures, it was surely this. 
It:lays the axe at the root of: the American manufacture; 
anda measure of such fatal tendency ought to be examin- 
ed deliberately by the proper-committee. -He hoped the 
Senate would concur in this opinion. con A 

Mr. SMITH, said that the gentleman from Kentucky 
well knew that this subject-was referred to the Committee 
of- Ways and: Means inthe other House. A number of 
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ous war against France. To that disastrous period, Eng- 
land looks for the origin of her public debt, and the origin 
of her salt tax. The latter she has lately abolished; the 
former will remain forever, and will be the most durable 
monument of the effects of war upon France. Mr. Jef- 
ferson, when President, did for America what the whigs 
have lately done for England. He produced the abolition 
of the salt tax. His language, in recommending the abo- 
lition, was very remarkable, and particularly appropriate. 
He did not say, repeal, reduce, abolish, lit suppress the 
salt tax.. He used the term which is applied to vice, and 
called for the suppression of the tax. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Dickerson] was 
opposed to the repeal of the tax on alum salt, because he 
believed it would affect the manufacture of another kind 
of salt made in the United States. Mr. B. appealed to 
the Senate—to those members wlio looked to the relief of 
the people from a part of their burdens—he called their 
attention to the doctrine advanced by that gentleman, and 
asked them to make its application to other articles, and 
follow it out to its legitimate consequences. It would pre- 
vent the repeal of any taxes. Worsted stuff goods, an 
article of such general wear, and so essential to the shoe 
manufacture for women and children, might be kept tax- 
ed, although we made no such goods, but because the free 
importation of them might affect the woollen manufacture. 
The manufacturers of leather might object also, because 
the more prunella and stuff shoes worn, the less the de- 
mand for leather shoes. Even the reduction of the duty 
on tea might be resisted, because the free use of tea might 
lessen the consumption of milk and apple pics, and there- 
by diminish the value of cows, and oxen, and orchards. 
He [Mr. B.] had fixed his eye on this monstrous doctrine, 
and wished its first approaches to'be marked by the Se- 
nate. He wished to know if the Senator from New Jer- 
sey proposed to compel people to use improper and 
unsuitable things by way of substitute for a proper and 
suitable one, which was to be taxed out of the country. 
He [Mr. B.] had a bill to bring in for reducing the duty 
on Indian blankets—the best blankets in the world--and 
indispensable to the Indian trade; was that bill to be re- 
sisted, and a superior blanket, the best and cheapest, 
if the duty was off, that ever the laboring classes beheld, 
to be taxed out of the country to make room for a base 
substitute? A great sensibility was manifested for the 
interest of the manufacturers; but there are other interests 
in the country which also deserve consideration. There 
were the agricultural and commercial interests, besides the 
manufacturing; all great interests; all to be considered 
by the man who was entrusted to make laws for the na- 
tion; and no one to be sacrificed to the others. They 
were each of them important, but they had their degrees 
of importance. Agriculture ranked first, because it fur- 
nished the means of subsistence for man and beast, and 
the elements of employment to the other two; manufac- 
tures came next, because they fashioned and prepared the 
products of agriculture for the use, convenience, and orna- 
ment of man; commerce, which exchanged the superfluities 


of different countries, and contributed to the civilization of; facturing Committee. 


the human race, came third. He would sacrifice no one 
tothe other. He would not sacrifice the interest’of all 
the provision-raising and provision-curing farmers of the 
West to the interest of a handful of monopolizing salt 
manufacturers. 
the salt tax most severely felt? Inthe West; in that vast 
and, magnificent region drained by the king of floods. 
Here were the myriads of living animals—-horses, cattle, 
sheep, hogs, which require salt with their daily food. 
There was the national magazine of salted provisions 
which supplied the South, and the Lower Mississippi, and 
furnished millions of dollars worth for foreign exporta- 
tion. And there was the place where salt was wanted in 
the greatest quantity of the purest and strongest kind, 


and at the cheapest rate. . Artificial salt would not. an- 
swer; crystallized salt made by solar evaporation alone 
would do. It alone was pure. It alone would answer 
for curing provisions for Southern consemption, for ex- 
portation, or long keeping. Look to the inspection laws 
in New Orleans—no beef or pork to pass inspection; un- 
less put up in crystallized salt. Look to your army and 
navy advertisements—no beef or pork to be bought but 
what is curedin the same kind. I plead, said Mr. B., 
the cause of Western farmers, when I-demand an aboli- 
tion of the alum salt duty.-. Not a pound of it is made in 
the West, nor any rival to it; or substitate forit. North 
Carolina makes a little, but not the twentieth part sufficient 
for her.own consumption. New England makes some, 
but not near enough for her own fisheries, as we have to 
pay about two hundred and fifty thousand dollars per an- 
num to her fishermen as drawback, or bounty in lieu of 
drawback, of the duty supposed to be paid on the foreign 
salt supposed to be used in curing fish. New York makes 
some, nothing adequate to her own consumption. A lit- 
tle of it has gone to Cincinnati, and made Ohio, in that 
particular, a tax payer to New York: for salt is excised at 
the works in New. York; the manufacturer pays an ex- 
cise, and that is collected, with a profit besides, from the 
consumer. . So far as‘Ohio has used New York salt, she 
has paid an excise tax to that State. The West India 
islands between the tropics is the place to furnish the West 
with alum salt. New Orleans the port for its importa- 
tion, the Mississippi the great channel for its introduc- 
tion, and steamboats the only adequate vessels to bring 
it. This salt is best; it is cheapest, for it.costs but eight 
or nine cents, independent of the duty; (I speak of the 
import price as shown on the custom-house books) and. 
it is had for barter. Home made salt must be paid for in 
gold and silver, or their equivalent; foreign salt. can be 
had for our productions, and thus the foreign salt maker is 
the encourager of domestic industry; the. domestic salt 
maker gives no encouragement to the farmer. He must 
have the money. At. Kenhawa, salt is silver; wherever 
it is.sent; it is for silver; no produce is taken in return. 
The foreign importers at New Orleans go back freighted 
with the productions of our farms; the agents of the do- 
mestic salt makers go back loaded with our money. . They 
ask for the food which we have to spare; we ask for the 
salt which God and nature makes upon their islands. Shall 
the Federal Government get between, interdict the ex- 
change, and compel us to give gold for the base salt which 
will not cure our provisions? : : 

Shall we be compelled again to pay twenty cents to the 
Federal Government (for there is,a proposition to raise the 
salt tax to the old fedéral standard of °98) for the privi- 
lege of buying eight cents worth of salt? Was there ever, 
since taxation commenced, a more odious tax than this 
upon salt? One which bears more unequally upon the 
rich and the poor? One which went so completely to pre- 
vent the use of a prime necessary of life?. The gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Dickerson] objects to the 
Finance Committee: he wants the bill, to go to the Manu- 
Well, I will compromise with him. 
I will agree to a select committee, with power to send for 
witnesses, swear them, and report their evidence to the 
Senate. This is the way they did in the British Parlia- 
ment: this is the way they blew up the salt tax there. 


Where, he exclaimed; is the operation of} There was another view of this tax, which must not be 


omitted. Before 1807, there wasa drawback on exported 
beef and pork, as well as on exported fish, to reimburse 
the duty on salt used in curing these provisions. There 
is no such drawback now on beef and pofk. It existed 
on fish alone, and the fishermen had drawn five millions of 
dollars from the treasury, and were annually drawing at 
the rate of about two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 
The salt tax was a money-making business to them; it was 
a heavy burden upon the West. Mr. B. said he had not 
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come prepared for this debate. . Jt sprung up when not 
expected... He would-be ready for it when it came up 
again. 2090 EREE ; H sA 
E Mr. DICKERSON said‘that it had- been a subject of] 
discussion for two or’ three years to determine what sub- 
jects: belonged. to: the ‘Committee on Manufactures, and 
what: to the Finance: Committee. Sometimes one com- 
mittee had taken charge of bills of this nature, and some- 
timés another: One committee had often taken subjects 
which belonged to the other. He cited the case of the 
bill-to reduce.the duty on sugar, which had been referred 
to the Committee on. Manufactures. It appeared to the 
Senate, that it properly belonged to that committee. The 
gentleman; from:South: Carolina had. objected that this 
measure was not proposed: from the manufacturers, and, 
therefore, did not belong to that-committee. . The gentle- 
man from Maryland had. objected, because it related to 
the financial concerns of the country. In answer to these 
gentlemen, he would. say that it related to the protection 
of. one of the great and widely extended interests of the 
scommunity, and embraced within its provisions conse- 
"quences which could. not fail to affect them materially. 
It was true they had presented no petition to Congress, to 
save them from the ruin which this measure threatened; but 
it. was only because they were ignorant of the designs me- 
ditated against them. If they were aware of them, they 
would not fail to enter their solemn protest against such a 
course. Shall we, said Mr. D., neglect their. acknow- 
ledged interests, and proceed to adopt measures calculated 
to destroy them, merely because there has not been the 
formality of'a petition?. We are placed here to be the 
guardians of the great interests of the country, and it is 
our duty to defend them whenever attacked or threatened 
with any material injury. 

It was not necessary, Mr. D. said, for them to remain in- 
active until the injured should come forward and demand 
relief and protection, and present a prayer that their in- 
terests might not be abandoned and left to sink into ruin. 
He considered the present measure fraught with destruc- 
tion to those interests. It did not ask a reasonable re- 
duction, but was not intended to abolish the whole duty 
at once, and thus annihilate the protecting system. If any 
measure fairly belonged to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, this was one of that character. The gentleman 
from Missouri had thought proper to go into the merits of 
the question. : : 

It appeared to Mr. D. that this was a premature step, 
as the question was only on the reference of the bill toa 
committee. He did not now feel disposed, nor was he 
prepared to enter upon the discussion of a measure so 
important as the one before them. They should take 
time to consider the ..subject, and prepare for the import- 
ant decision. The. gentleman had complained strongly 
of the present duty. But he would ask him if it was not 
a necessary measure in order to defend American indus- 

_ try from foreign competition, to discourage the importa- 
tion of articles. which were produced by the domestic 
manufacturer. It had been so decided in the. sage coun- 
cils of the founders of the Government, and had been 
faithfully adhered to by every administration. Anact had 
long been in force, allowinga drawback on this article for 
this express purpose... He doubted the wisdom or pro- 
priety of the present measure. eae . 

Mr. SMITH said that there was a treaty existing with 
Great Britain, by whichshe was placed on the footing of 
the. most: favored nation, and that she would have a right 
to complain if this reduction took ‘place without giving 
her sume equivalent in return. Spain and Portugal would 
have a privilege which was not allowed to England. - They 
had heretofore complained of the duty on iron, and he 
believed with good reason. He considered that we were 
able to procure as good: salt from England as from the 
West Indies or any other quarter. -We had used it for 
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curing bacon, and found it to answer every purpose. The 
gentleman from Missouri had said that he had received 
credible information that-alum salt could be imported for 
six or eight cents. per bushel. He had been engaged in 
commerce during his whole life, and never had been able 
to get it under. nine cents. He did not know how the 
article could be obtained at a cheaper rate. 

Mr. CLAY, when he first rosé, had certainly not in- 
tended to provoke a debate of this extensive range. And 
he felt reluctagee in being compelled to prolong it, sensi- 
ble as he was that, considering the single question before 
the Senate, it was not strictly parliamentary. He would 
be very brief. No one was more thoroughly convinced 
than himself of the paramount importance of the agri- 
cultural interest. It was that great leading interest to 
which all others ought to bend. And it was because 
he believed that the success of American manufactures 
was essential to the prosperity of agriculture, that he had 
been, was, and he trusted ever would be, their friend. 
The gentleman from Missouri argued the question as if it 
were indisputable that a reduction of duty would be fol- 
lowed by a reduction of the price of salt. He wishes to 
cheapenit; sodo I. Butwe may differ about the mode 
of accomplishing that object. I desire to preserve the 
full benefit of the all-powerful principle of competition. 
Destroy the home manufacture, and you deprive your- 
selves of the advantage of the competition that they pro- 
duce. Let us appeal to experience. In May, 1830, the 
duty was. lowered, to take effect as has been already 
stated; and the price, after the reduction of the duty, was 
higher than it was before, and it is now higher, in some 
places, than it had been for ten or fifteen years. ‘The 
latter fact may in some measure be owing to the early and 
severe commencement of the winter. A reduction of the 
duty has not therefore been yet followed by a reduction 
of price. An augmentation of duty sometimes produces 
a reduction, instead of an augmentation of price. 

The foreign salt trade, Mr. C. said, wasa collateral or 
incidental trade. Salt was imported principally in bal- 
last. Vessels rarely engaged in it when they could get 
any other freight. Low price of foreign salt, therefore, 
implied inactivity in cur tonnage, as high price did full and 
profitable employment. This very irregularity formed a 
strong motive to encourage the home manufacture. Is 
there any comparison between the moderate duty on salt 
levied in this country, and the enormous excise of fifteen 
shillings sterling per bushel which was levied in England? 
Between the gabelle of France and our duty? Whatever 
oppressions may have existed in other countries from a 
salt tax, he was perfectly persuaded that the unexampled 
prosperity of this country had its date from the adoption 
of the protective policy of which this salt duty forms 
part. To the tariff, not of 716, but of ’24, we were in- 
debted, not only for that prosperity, but for the rapid ex- 


‘tinction of the public debt, now so near at hand. He was 


aware that this discussion belonged to another occasion, 
when the whole subject would undergo a full examination. 
But he must be allowed to say, in reference to the obser- 
vations of the gentleman from Missouri as to the consump- 
tion of alum salt in the Western States, that he did not 
believe that one bushel in fifty thousand of that descrip- 
tion is there consumed. Although he had himself been 
a farmer some twenty or twenty-five years, he had never 
had a pound of it in his cellar. He had witnessed in the 
West the gratifying fact of the reduction of salt from 
three or four dollars to fifty cents per bushel on the Ohio 
river, and seventy-five in the interior. This was alto- 
gether owing to the increase of the home manufacturer. 
He knew that prejudice existed against provisions put up 
with any other than alum salt. He- believed that it was 
only necessary to employ a small additional quantity of 
salt made by artificial heat to secure the preservation of 
meat. One of the most experienced men that ever lived 
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in the West, long engaged in-the preparation of beef and 
pork, assured him that when the salt was properly ap- 
plied, in barrels sufficiently seasoned and properly made, 
the common salt of the country preserves as well as the 
best alum salt. The salt of the Onondaga works in 
New York already hasfound its way into the heart of Ohio 
through their canal, and when that noble work is com- 
pleted, in the course of the next year, it will be dis- 
tributed on the Ohio river, and transported even to St. 
Louis. So far from the Western farmers being able to ex- 
change their pork*and beef for alum salt, the British na- 
tion will not purchase our beef and pork, although cured 
with salt from their own possessions. With respect to 
the drawback, it will be a proper consideration with the 
Committee on Manufactures, whether that should be al- 
lowed on the exportation of pork and beef. In every 
view of the subject, the importance of the manufacture, 
the essential value of the article, the recent passage of a 
law reducing the duty, not yet gone ito effect, Mr. C. 
thought we should proceed with caution, and he hoped 
the Senate would assign the bill to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

Mr. BENTON said it was true the price of salt was 
higher now in the West than for some years past. The 
reason was, because the importations were diminished. 
This the custom-house returns showed us. It would not 
do to argue that the reduction of: the'duty had increased 
the price of the foreign article; that argument would cut 
up the protecting system. The fact was, the effect of 
raising or reducing duties could not be regular at first. 
Adventitious circumstances may control it. When the 
duty on lead was raised to three cents a pound, in-1828, 
the price of lead on the Upper Mississippi fell to one-and 
a half cents. Excessive production produced that effect. 
The late importations of salt were above a million of 
bushels less than two or three years ago, and salt rises; 
when the duty is off entirely, aad salt comes free, importa- 
tions will largely increase, and the price fall in propor- 
tion. 

The question was then taken on the reference to the 
Committee on Finance, and negatived--yeas 17, nays 22, 
as follows: 

YEAS.-—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.--17.4 

NAYS. --Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hanna, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Wil- 
kins. —22. i 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

The Senate adjourned to Tuesday. 


Trcesoar, January 3, 1832. 
AMERICAN STATE PAPERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT communicated the following 
report from the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States: 


The Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of 
Representatives respectfully make report of their pro- 
ceedings under the act of Congress of 2d March, 1831, 
directing a subscription to the compilation of Congres- 
sional Documents, proposed: to be published by Gales 
and Seaton. f 

Immediately after the adjournment of Congress, we 


commenced4he discharge of the duties imposed by the} 


act of Congress, At the very-outset, however, we found 
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great difficulty in ascertaining the extent of the duties re- 
quired of us. Messrs. Gales and Seaton, of their own 
accord, had submitted to Congress a subscription paper, 
proposing to republish the congressional documents ‘for 
the first thirteen Congresses; the volume, ‘the type, and 
the size of the page,.were designated, as well as the. spe- 
cific sam for each volume when delivered. With these 
proposals before them, Congress directed the.Clerk of the 
House of Representatives to subscribe for seven ‘hundred 
and fifty copies, on two conditions: . a, 

1st. The documents to be selected under the direction 
of the Secretary of the- Senate and Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 2d. The price paid for the printing to 
be at the rate not.exceeding that of the price paid to the 
printer of Congress for the printing of the documents. of 
the two Houses. 

At the first view it does not appear difficult to ascer- 
tain the specific duties required from us. The documents 
are to be selected by us. It would therefore seem that 
when we had given the publishers a list of the papers to 
be reprinted, our agency was at an end. Circumstances, 
however, which we willnow explain, rendered it impossi- 
ble that our duties could stop here. , The great mass of 
these documents were to be found only in the archives of 
the two Houses. No complete sets of them existed in any 
other place. They were contained in one hundred and 
sixty octavo and folio printed volumes, eighty large folio 
manuscript records, and in some hundred large files of do- 
cuments. Charged, as we are, with the care and preser- 
vation of all these important documents, ‘we could not, for 
a moment, permit them to go into the hands of others 
over whom we had no control. To make the separation 
of those to be published, without producing disorder, re- 
quired the knowledge and experience, and the most 
patient, persevering industry of the most able of our 
assistants, and of oursélves. Had any one, without that 
knowledge of these things, which can only be obtained 
by long experience, undertaken to separate and arrange 
these documents, he would have been in great danger, of 
reducing the whole to a heap of confusion. In addition 
to this, many of these documents exist only in the manu- 
script records of the two Houses, consisting of large folio 
volumes, substantially bound, and in the best state of pre- 
servation. We could not suffer these valuable records to 
be taken apart, and the portions selected sent to the print- 
ing office. We were also unwilling either to permit them 
to be taken from the office to be copied, or. to permit 
strangers to come into the office and occupy our desks 
and tables in copying them. eens 

From these considerations, (and others ofa similar na- 
ture, not here detailed,). it was evident to us that it was 
our duty, not only to select these documents, but also to 
prepare them for the press. 

Another question then arose, what arrangement: should 
be given to these documents in the proposed publication? 
Two modes were suggested: Ist. An arrangement, strict- 
ly chronological; or 2d. A division into classes, and each 
class to preserve its chronological order. After much ex- 
amination and reflection, we decided on the second mode, 
and finally adopted the following arrangement: 


Ist. 
2d. 

3d. 

4th. 
5th. 
6th. 
7th. 
8th. 


Forricx RELATIONS; 
INDIAN AFFATRS; 
FINANCES; x 

COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION; 
MILITARY AFFAIRS; 

NAVAL AFFAIRS; 

Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT; 
Pupure LANDS; 
© Oth. CLAIMS; 

10th. MISCELLANEOUS. . 


Each of these ten series to have its own number, run- 
ning from one.upward, and to be printed chronologically. 
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eea “1 Fonzie. RELATIONS.. 
.-Phis-will embrace ọur:foreiga relations. 


interest, -will-be the -first:series. I 
the President of the United States,. from their importance, 


claim a prominent place in this ‘compilation; and their 
proper ‘place is the first of foreign relations, to follow each 


other ini chronological order: 


f ‘TI. INDIAN Arrarns. ~- 
1st. All documents accompanying Indian treaties; 
«2d. Indian massacres and depredations; 
3d. Indian wars; > ; 


Ath. Efforts made for their benefit, in civilization, agri- 


culture, and the. mechanical arts. 
1 TIT. Finances. © 


This series embraces more variety, consisting of— 
1st. Public debt and public credits. 


2d, Revenue, direct and indirect taxation, embracing 


manufactures; f 
3d. The currency; “ ` 
4th. The Mint of the United States; ‘ 
5th. Bank of the United States, and State banks, so far 
as connected with the United States; i 
6th. General principles of the annual Geneon ae 
7th. General principles of the expenses o 
revenue; 
` 8th. One table of receipts and expenditures. 


IV. Commence AND NAVIGATION. 


All external matters of this class to be embraced in 
Foreign Relations. : 


1st. Imports and exports, and all communications and 


reports containing general principles and reasoning; 


2d. The fisheries, and all communications and reports 


containing general principles and reasoning; 
3d. Lighthouse establishment; 
4th. “Improvement of harbors, rivers, roads, and canals; 


5th. Tonnage, and all communications and reports of 


committees containing general principles and reasoning. 


8th. Coasting trade; and all communications and. re- 
ports of Committees containing general principles and rea- 


soning. 
V. MILITARY AFFarrs. i 
lst. Army; 
2d. Military Academy; 
3d. Fortifications; 
4th. Armament, arms; 
5th. National armories; 
6th. Militia. 
. -© VI Navan Arvarrs. 
This presents a subject of much unity: ` 


, Vil. Post Orrick DEPARTMENT. 
This is also a subject.in which there is little or no variety. 


VIH. Puste Laps. 


This will embrace the whole subject of the public do- 
mains, including all claims of individuals and corporations 
for land. - ; . 

IX. Cuaims.. 

Embracing all claims against the United States, except 
claims for land and claims in which foreign relations or 
finances are directly embraced. 


X. MISCELLANEOUS. 


_ Embracing all documents proper to be reprinted, not 
included in the foregoing—each subject to be arranged as 
follows: i g i 
Ist. Chronologically—Messages of the President of the 
United States to both Houses, and documents. 
Do - ‘do to the Senate, do. 


It- presents a 
subject’: of much unity; and, from. the importance of it8} 
The annual messages of 


collecting 


_ Messages of the President of the United States to the 
House of Representatives, and documents. 
Reports from departments to both Houses. 

Do do. to the Senate. _ 

Do do to the House of Representatives. 
2d. Reports of committees of the Senate, the entire 
session together. ` 3 
. 3d. Reports of committees of the House of Represen- 
tatives, the entire session together—and preceded, if ne- 
cessary, in each House, by the petition. 

This arrangement to be made for each session; and the 
separate documents of each item are to follow each other 
chronologically. In all cases where a report of a commit- 
tee of either or both Houses is founded on a message from 
the President of the United States, or on a report from a 
department, a reference. is to be made from the one to the 
Other. ; í 
There are many advantages attending this arrangement, 
which are quite apparent. - The class on Indian Affairs, 
for instance, (the printing of which has been finished, ) is 
contained in a single volume, and, in chronological order, 
presents our entire Indian relations unmixed with other 
matter; Foreign Relations, Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, 
and the Public Lands, each present distinctions strongly 
marked from all the others; and the advantage of hav- 
ing each of these great interests in a separate series is 
very great. Occasionally, however, documents were met 
with, partaking so much of two or more classes, that it 
was difficult to give them a satisfactory arrangement. 
This was more particularly the case with the series of Fi- 
nance and Commerce--some single documents referred 
less or more to both classes. So also of the class of Claims. 
Some of them involved extensive correspondence with fo- 
reign Governments. “These were placed with Foreign 
Relations. Some of them involved our commercial re- 
lations; others, the regulations for the sale of public lands. 


| The cases thus described, however, were not numerous, and 


in every instance of their occurrence, our best judgment 
was exercised in giving them the proper arrangement. 

After we had decided on the foregoing as the principles 
by which the publication should be regulated, we had an 
interview with Messrs. Galesand Seaton. ‘They stated to 
us, at once, that they considered the proviso, that the 
printing shoald be done at the rate of public printing, as 
in a great measure rescinding the details of their propo- 
sals, and that they stood in regard to Congress in some- 
thing of the relation of public printers. That every thing 
performed by them besides the printing would of course 
be a charge against the Government, to be settled and ad- 
justed as Congress might direct. That as we had the care 
of the archives of the two Houses, they could not expect 
that we would entrust them to others, either in the selec- 
tion, copying, or arrangement. That they were willing, 
nay desirous, that we should take the whole control of the 
publication, as far ‘as the labor and responsibility of edi- 
tors were concerned. That the mechanical part, includ- 
ing the paper, the printing, and the binding, would belong 
to them, and for these they would be responsible. 

From all these considerations, it was evident to us that 
if we acted at all under the act of Congress, it was our 
duty to assume the whole responsibility of editing the 
work. Other considerations, besides these mentioned, 
also léd to the same conclusion. We stood in an official 
relation tothe two Houses, and had every possible motive to 
devote our entire ability to the proper completion of the 
work... From long experience and close application to the 


‘\business of Congress, we had a reasonable confidence in 


our ability to do the work justice. We had under our di- 
rection able and industrious men, and whose experience in 
these things was even greater than our own. Much of 
the usefulness of this work will depend upon the indexes; 
and for doing justice to this item, we know. of none so 
capable as. our assistant clerks. We therefore did not 
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hesitate, although the résponsibility was great, and the 
labor great, to act upon the principles thus indicated. 
Another important question, of no little embarrassment, 
was presented in deciding on the sizeof the page. The 
joint resolution of 24th May, 1828, placed that subject 
under our control, and, after much consideration and re- 
flection, and repeated interviews with the publishers, we 
decided on the folio size.. The facility with which the 
numerous tables can be inserted on a folio page, was one 
leading reason for giving it the preferénce. The volumes 
of congressional documents are becoming too numerous 
for easy reference; and we find a great difficulty in keep- 
ing our series perfect. For the public offices, or for 
large libraries, we believed the folio form altogether the 
best. a x 5 
As there was no appropriation in the act of Congress 
. imposing the duty upon us, we were obliged to draw from 
the contingent funds of the two Houses for some expenses 
incident to the selecting, arranging, copying, &c. Al- 


of the seamen froin being imposed’ upon by exorbitant 
prices, and with inferior articles. ach ae : 
The course now pursued created a tendency to abuse, 
by making it an object for the puirsers who received a per 
centage on the articles furnished, to buy at the highest 
prices, and to sell as much as possible; one consequence 
of which was, that the officers in. that employ on board of 
the large ships received a great amount of profits as a 
compensation for their services, while those on board the 
smaller vessels receive but a very inconsiderable sum, 
which rendered it difficult to obtain pursers for the small 
vessels. To obviate this difficulty, and provide’ a guard 
against this liability to abuse and imposition, it was pro- 
posed to fix the salaries of the pursers on board the vari- 
ous public ships—to let the supplies be: procured, as the 
provisions were, under the direction of the Board of Navy 
Commissioners; and to require an exact account of all the 
articles furnished the seamen to be kept by the pursers, mak- 
ing them responsible for the faithful performance of their 


though we found it impossible to dispense with the assist- | duties, and allowing ten per cent. for loss by contingen- 


ance of the clerks in our offices, we did not think ourselves 
justified in exacting from them laborious duties, not belong- 
ing to the respective offices, without compensation. A 
small sum was paid to them in part for these services, and 
also small sums have been paid for copying, &c. Should 
an appropriation be made by Congress for the work ge- 
nerally, we will be prepared to give any explanations 
wanted, respecting the expenses arising from our agency 
in the publication. In selecting the documents for the 
class on Foreign Relations, it was found by the Secretary of 
the Senate that some important documents of an early 
date were upon the executive files of the Senate. ‘Phese 
papers being under the injunction of secrecy, of course 
cannot in this communication be particularly described. 
Generally it may be observed that their publication 
(should there be no objection to removing the injunction 


cies, &c: The advantages to be derived from the plan pro- 
posed, were, that the men on board the ships of. war 
would be supplied with provisions at a cheaper rate and of 
a better quality than heretofore, and equalize the emolt- 
ments of the pursers. The bill had been submitted to the 
present Secretary of the Navy, who approved of its pro- 
visions. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that, in order to give time for 
a consideration of both sides of the question, and from 
observing that a Senator from ‘Virginia [Mr. rate? | 
was not in his seat, who had last year given in a luci 
manner highly valuable details on the subject of the bill, 
he would move that the bill should be postponed, and 
made the order of the day for this day week. ‘To which 
Mr. HAYNE assented, and it was postponed accordingly. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of ex- 


of secrecy) would add much to the value and interest of| ecutive business, and sat with closed’ doors for some 
the work. The Secretary of the Senate will bring this|time; when 


subject before the Senate for their decision respecting it. 
The progress made in the printing will be communicated 
to Congress by the publishers, and specimens of its exe- 
cution will also by them be laid before the two Houses. 
All which is respectfully submitted. 
WALTER LOWRIE, 
MW. ST. CLAIR CLARKE. 
DECEMBER 29, 1831. 


i To the honorable the 


The Senate adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4. 
AMERICAN STATE PAPERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. communicated the 
ing letter: “ : 


Senate of the United States: 


follow- 


The report was ordered to be printed, and referred to} The undersigned respectfully represent, that, encou- 


the Committee on the Library. 
PURSERS IN THE NAVY. 


[raged thereto by the act of Congress of the last session 


| 


authorizing a subscription to the work, they have not only 
made a beginning, but have made considerable progress, 


The bill providing for the compensation of the pursers lin the execution of their proposition for publishing a com- 


in the navy being taken up, 

Mr. HAYNE said that the bill proposed the reformation 
of certain abuses which had been found to exist in rela- 
tion to the sale of necessary articles for the use of the 
seamen on board the vessels of war belonging to the 
United States. The measure proposed a reduction and 
regulation of the prices of articles which were now fur- 
nished by the pursers on board those vessels, and for 
which they had been in the practice of demanding differ- 
ent, and sametimes exorbitant profits. The present bill 
was similar to the one which had been brought forward 
during the last session of Congress, and which had passed 
the Senate, but was not acted on by the other House. 
The motive for introducing it now was, that it might re- 
ceive the reconsideration and revision of the Senate, in 
order that it might again be sent to the-House of Repre- 
sentatives for their concurrence. The principal object of 
the bill was to change the present mode of furnishing 
the sailors with certain suppliés—to prevent the sale of 
them at different rates of profit, which had in some in- 
stances been as high as fifty per cent.; and td establish a 


new practice, which should better provide for the security [` 


rpilation of the public documents of the United States. 
They have now thé pleasure to submit:to the Senate two 
volumes, which, excepting the indexes thereto, not yet 


jteady for the press, and the title-pages, which are but 


temporarily composed, they respectfully submit as sam- 
ples of the whole work. a . 

In the arrangement as well as the selection of the ma- 
terials of this great national work, they have been govern- 
ed by the decisions of the Secretary of-the Senate and 
the Clerk of the House of. Representatives, under whose 
directions, moreover, exclusively, the materials-of it have 
been prepared for the press. To their intelligence, in- 
dustry, and discrimination, and that of the gentlemen in 
their respective officcs, it will owe whatever value it pos- 
sesses beyond that of a mere print and reprint of the do- 
cuments on the files of the two Houses of Congress. The 
caution of Congress, in committing these matters to their 
ability and discretion, rather than. to that of the publish- 
ers, has, in the opinion of the undersigned, been justified 
in the fullest extent by the order, and the form and pres- 
sure which have been given to the work. 

In the arrangement of the documents, the principle of 
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_ State Claims, 


A 


willt 


of the 14ttt Congress, to which date. (4th March, 1815, 
inclusive) the plan of the present series extends. 
other is the first volume of the-class of Finance, the whole 


of which occupies two volumes. ` When indexes, copious 


and well digested, such as are in preparation, are added 
to these volumes; they will afford a facility to the investi- 


gations of our. legislators,.whether in debates or in com- 
mittee business, which will amply compensate for the ex- 
pense of the publication, without adverting to their value 


as national memorials, which. of itself, it is respectfully 
submitted, would have fully justified the sanction which 
has been given to this undertaking. ` 

The two volumes herewith presented comprise about 


one-half of what has been already done in the printing of 
the work, which is in the course of steady prosecution, and 


of which it is hoped eight or ten volumes may bé ready 
for delivery before the close of the present Congress. 


Of the execution of this work, for which alone the un-; 


dersigned have ‘any right. to credit, they beg leave to 
observe, only, that they have endeavored to make it such 
as should be creditable to the Government, and as should 
justify the liberal confidence which, by the act of the last 
session, Congress has reposed in the undertakers. They 


confidently submit its merits to a comparison with those of 


any other work of the like nature, ever published in this 
or-any other country. 

“A superficial examination of these sample volumes will 
suffice to satisfy the intelligent observer.of the importance 


of the work to the public service, and to the history of 


the country. Documents of the highest interest will be 
found in it, which were either before unknown to the 


present generation, or forgotten by it, though yet of 


modern angau Some,, which have lain buried under 
the mass of less important papers. which it has not been 
deemed useful to include in this publication, are such as 
enlighten obscure passages in our civil history, and add 
new motives for the veneration with which the memory 
of the early actors in the Government is habitually che- 
rished. The class of Foreign Relations, first in order, but 
suspended in its execution to await the decision of the 
Senate in regard to the publicity of some of the docu- 
ments which it would appear properly to comprise, will, 
when completed, be one of the most interesting and in- 
structive works that-has issued from the press within the 
last thirty years, possessing all the attraction of fiction, 
sanctified by all the fidelity of truth. : i 
The undersigned will only add, that the sample volumes 
herewith submitted have been put in different: bindings, 
with a view to consult the general opinion as to which 
description is preferable. f 
All which is respectfully submitted by the publishers. 
: GALES & SEATON. 
On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the letter was 


ordered to be printed, and was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 


STATE CLAIMS. - 


The bill providing for -the final settlement of the claims 
of States for interest on advances to the United States 


made during the last war, was taken up in Committee of 


the Whole. - 

Mr. CHAMBERS said that a bill of this character had 
twice before passed the Senate, but had not received the 
concurrence of the other House. The object of the bill 
was to remunerate the several States for the interest 


ation shag. been”adopted, the advantages of which 
ADe apparent upon:the slightest examination of the 
samples of it. herewith transmitted. The two. volumes 
`: prigw presented are.nog the first inthe series, but are those 
‘" wahioh..have been mošt -easily collated. . One of them, it 
will be dispoyerei , comprises all the. congressional docu- 
ments Upon Indian. Affairs, (one of thè classes, } fromthe 
beginning of. the Government up to the commencement 


The 


which was due on the several advances made in paying the 
militia, and furnishing them supplies during the last war, 
the principal of which had been heretofore allowed and 
paid. The bill proposed to.allow interest on these loans, 
in the.same-ratio as would have been allowed if the ad- 
vances had been. made in money directly to the General 
Government... Mr. C. said.this class of claims was first 
brought forward by the State of Maryland, and her ex- 
ample was followed by other States. He was not in pos- 
session of much information on the subject in regard to 
the other States, and. wished that any gentleman that was 
acquainted with important facts in relation to those claims, 
would communicate them to the Senate. 

Mr. FORSYTH rose to ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land whether the present bill was intended to cover all 
cases of advances made by the several States during the 
war. The reason for asking this question was, to learn 
whether a claim due to the State of Georgia was included 
in the present bill. 

Mr. CHAMBERS replied ‘that the particular claims for 
which the.present bill provided, were those of which the 
principal had been adjusted by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department, and paid. . It did not embrace 
the principal of any claim, nor the interest: of any of 
those claims which were still unliquidated by the United 
States, but those only which had been adjusted and 
allowed, and the States had received credit from the 
United States for. This bill was designed to arrange. and 
provide for paying the interest due on claims of this last 
mentioned description. Therefore, if the claims to which 
the gentleman from Georgia had alluded were of the class 
described, they were of course included: that is, if they 
had been adjusted and allowed by the officers of the 
Treasury Department, and the payment of the principal 
assumed by the Government. The sums advanced by the 
State of Maryland had not been all paid by the United 
States, and therefore were not all included in the provi- 
sions of this bill, although that State had complained of 
the injustice done it, and had requested that the claims 
should be allowed. The present bill did not provide for 
the adjustment of the question, whether they should or 
should ñot be allowed. The accounting officers of Go- 
vernment had ascertained the interest proper to be allow- 
ed only on those claims for money borrowed and lent to 
the Government. The Auditor had not allowed to the 
State of Maryland the interest, except on those loans. 
That State, and others, had sold stocks yielding six per 
cent. for the purpose of advancing tothe public service; and 
therefore it was considered the same to the State as if it 
had borrowed thé money at that interest. He was of 
opinion that the United Statesshould not in one case pay 
the six per cent. interest, and in another withhold it. 
This was contrary to every principle.of justice or equity, 
and the present bill was intended to rectify this error. 

Mr. FORSYTH said that he perceived by the explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland, that the claim, of 
Georgia, to which he had alluded, was not embraced m 
this bill, and he rose to ask whether the bill could not 
be so amended as to embrace it. The history of the 


{transaction which gave rise to that claim was, that the 


United States’ contractor for furnishing supplies to the 
army, had not received funds from the General Govern- 
ment to fulfil his contracts, and the Government of Georgia 
had furnished the necessary amount—the contractor being 
unable to procure it otherwise. This claim had not been 
allowed by the General Government, and no interest had 
of course been received upon it. Mr. F. said that ‘if 
interest was allowed to other States on their claims against 
the United States, he considered that the State of Georgia 
had also a right to the same allowance. His only object 
now was, to ascertain whether this bill could not be made 
to include that claim. f 

Mr. CHAMBERS replied that several acts had been 
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passed in relation to allowances of this kind. He hoped 
the Senator from Georgia would consent that the bill 
should pass as it then stood. 

Mr. FORSYTH making no further opposition, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. - f 

The bill to provide for.the distribution of the duties of, 
the commissioners of the navy, and for other purposes, 
was tread the second time; and, on motion of Mr. HOLMES, 
postponed to, and made the order of the day for Monday 
next. 

The bill supplementary to the act for the relief. of cer- 
tain surviving officers and soldiers of the revolution, w: 
next taken up; and A > 

Mr. FOOT stated that, as some Senators were absent 
from indisposition, he would not press the consideration 
of the bill at this time, but move that it lie on the table; 
promising to give two days’ notice of the day when he 
should move its consideration. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


. 
Tacrspay, JANTARY 5. 


DUTY ON INDIAN BLANKETS. 


The bill-to reduce the duty on Indian blankets, and 
certain other Indian goods, [introduced yesterday, on 
leave, by Mr. Bexroy,] was read the second time; when 

Mr: BENTON moved to refer it to the Committee on 
Finance. He thought, in justice and propriety, the bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs for con- 
sideration; but he yielded to the opinions of others, and 
consented to refer it to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DICKERSON moved to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

Mr. BENTON said that he perceived that the gentle- 
man was disposed to have the present bill to take thé same 
course that the salt bill heretofore introduced had taken. 
He was of opinion that there was another committee, be- 
sides that of Finance, that should take precedence of the 
Committee on Manufactures. He alluded to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. That committee had the concerns 
of the Indians, and the trade of the United States with’ 
them, under their supervision; and as the present bill pro- 
posed a measure calculated to affect that trade, it more 
properly belonged to that committee, than to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. It was the province of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to know how the trade with the 
Indians was carried on, whether the articles obtained from 
them were procured by fair and open purchase, or se- 
cretly smuggled from the mouth of the Columbia. This 
bill was, like its predecessor, designed to effect a reduction 
of the public burdens, by diminishing the revenue derived 
from duties on imports; and its connexion with the sub- 
ject of Indian affairs, in his opinion, gave it a fair claim 
to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; but, as 
that committee was likely to bei objected to, he would 
waive this reference, and move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that, in the case of the bill to 
repeal the duty on salt, and also on the present occasion, 
he thought that gentlemen were disposed to have the 
subjects referred to that committee which had the least 
concern, and felt the least interest in them. The argu- 
ment of the gentleman went to show that the reference 
should be to the committee on, the affairs of the Indians, 
because it might have some ‘connexion with them; while 
he was opposed to its reference to the Committee on 
Manufactures, although its adoption would evidently, as 
in the case of the salt bill, have a more decided and im- 
portant bearing on the manufacturing interest, than upon 
any other in the country. Y : i ; 

Mr. D. said that the reasons which had been urged in 
favor of the reference of the salt bill; would apply with 
equal force in the present instance, as they were essen- 


You. VII. ——4 


tially alike; both had itin viewfge r 
which the Government had delidtrygly extended to 
domestic industry of the counti yhli he BH no re 
why it should not be referred muy 
The bill did not confine itself to & 
embraced all kinds that were -man®factu 
fore, if adopted, would prove an inj U4 
general. ; cate 

The question was then taken upon the reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and decided in the negative, 
by yeas and nays, as follows: . ` Ri 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy; Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Marigum, Miller, Moore, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.—17. | 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, ‘Tomlin- 
son, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—25. 

‘The question then occurred on referring the bill to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. BENTON said he should object to this reference. 
He observed that it was the apparent intention of certain 
gentlemen to give every thing into the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures—implying that they alone were 
competent to examine and report’ on questions of great 
national interest or importance. He understood that, by 
the rules of the Senate, bills were to be sent to that com- 
mittee which were friendly to the measure, for the pur- 
pose of receiving amendments, if necessary, and rendered 
as perfect as possible before they were-brought forward 
for a full and final discussion. He should therefore ob- 
ject to the reference. of this bill to the Committee. on 
Manufactures, on the ground ’of its not being the régular 
or correct parliamentary course to refer bills te $ 
mittee known to be directly opposed to their principles 
or objeċts. He would repeat, that all legislative proceed- 
ings of this kind were bottomed on the prinçiple that bills 
on their first introduction should be entrusted to the friends 
of the measure, for the purpose of being corrected and 
rendered as perfect as its friends could make it, before it 
was brought forward to receive the scrutiny of its enemies, 
and pass the ordeal of a public examination. The course 
proposed by the gentleman from New Jersey he con- 
sidered a violation of the established course of all legisla- 
tive proceedings, and contrary to all parliamentary. rules 
relative to the reference of bills. : 

[Herę Mr. B. read from the manual of the rules of the 
Senate, and the usages of the British Parliament, in con- 
firmation of the position maintained, the following extracts: 
4“ Those who would totally destroy, will not amend: 
** the child is not to be put toa nurse that cares not for 
it.”] 

Mr. B resumed. ` A child was not to be put out to a 
nurse who would neglect the care of it, or suffer it to 
die for want of nourishment. Neither was a measure 
proposed in the Senate of the United States to be given 
to its enemies for the purpose of being matured, correct- 
ed, and rendered fit for public examination. The conse- 
quence-of such a course could be easily foreseen: it would 
be suffered to lie neglected until every thing else in their 
hands was finished; and if brought forward at all, it would 
probably be so near the close of the session that. it would 
be lost for want of time; and then so mangled and de- 
formed, that its friends would not be able to recognise it. 
And, therefore, the present bill, together with the bill to 
abolish the duty on alum salt, would die on their hands, 
and be followed to the grave by the gentleman and his 
committee, though not in the character of mourners. 
No, sir, said Mr. B., this bill ought not to be referred to 
a hostile committee, to be returned, with broken limbs 
and mangled features, to this Senate, for their approval. 
Such a committee has nothing to do with it. It ought 


-. even to.refuse té.receiveiit; to show which, he read from 
~ the midnual this sentences, that ‘* when any member who 

', is-against the bill hears:.himself named of its commitice, 
: he’should ask to be excused,” &c. - Mr. B. said that he 
hoped the Senate: would allow the bill to go to the com- 
mittee where it would be perfected and brought forward 
in proper tite. = p° an ; 

i r.. DICKERSON said that he was aware that it was, 
or had been, a rule in the British Parliament, in certain 
cases of reference, to commit the measure to its friends; 
but the practice of the American Senate was different. 
That body had standing committees; and it had not here- 
tofore been their custom to take notice of friends or ene- 
mies in questions of this kind, or to enter into an inquiry 
to ascertain. who were, or ‘who. were not, friendly to the 
proposed measure. He believed it would be a course as 
unacceptable as it was uncommon, to institute an inquiry 
in every case of this kind for the purpose of ascertaining 
who were enemies and who were friends of the measure 
proposed. He would ask the gentleman from Missouri 
how he knew that the Committee on Manufactures were, 
or would be, hostile to the present bill. How does he 
know that the Committee on Indian Affairs, or the Com- 
mittee on Finance, is friendly to it? lt would be a very 
strange course of proceeding, in his opinion, to institute 
such an inquiry. Sir, said Mr. D., a very important ob- 
ject to be attained by referring bills to committees is; to 
enable them to examine, approve, or disapprove of, and 
report accordingly——not finally to decide their fate. For 
instance, if, upon examination and inquiry, they should 
sce that the adoption of the proposed measure would ma- 

- terially injure some important interest, it would be their 
duty to state their views of the subject for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. It was the province of the committee 
simply to report its opinion—not to pass or reject the bill. 
No committee, said Mr. D., can break, suppress, or deform 
a bill, They can only report upon it; and if the report 
does not meet the views of the friends of the bill, they 
are at liberty to oppose it. If the report is delayed be- 
yond the proper. time, they have a right to demand its 
appearance, by a rule of the Senate which authorizes a 
call upon the committee for a report. The committee, 
Mr. D. said, could only modify the bill; they had no power 
to control it. In conclusion, he hoped the Senate would 
follow the usual practice, and refer the subject to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. BROWN said that he rose to protest against the 
custom of referring bills to a committee hostile to its pro- 
visions. He had always understood that it was incumbent 
upon them to refer bills which were introduced, to the 
friends of the proposed measure: until within three or 
four years past, that had been the usual practice. Even 
in the British Parliament, a body certainly not so favora- 
ble to liberty as an American Senate, it was allowed the 
friends of a measure to have the charge of it, and prepare 
it for an attack from its enemies by changes and amend- 
ments, in order to give it all its force.. Shall the Ameri- 
can Senate, said Mr. B., deny them that privilege? Will 
it shut out facts, and smother the subject in its incipient 
stage? Mr. B. proceeded to show that the consequence 
of referring bills to committees adverse to them would 
be an unfavorable report, which would be laid on the ta- 
ble, and thus preclude examination and discussion. He 
said’ that experience during the last session had proved 
to him that this would be the consequence of the refer- 
“ence now proposed. When any question was brought 

forward on any subject, it seemed to be the opinion of 
some gentlemen that the Committee on Manufactures must 
have it, whether it belonged to them or not. 
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-a 
factures—not that he was hostile to that interest, He said 
there was no member of the Senate more favorable to 
its protection, provided it was done properly and con- 
stitutionally. He wished the facts in relation to the pre- 
sent duty to be examined, and the necessity of its conti- 
nuance. 

Mr. BUCKNER, of Missouri, said that his colleague 
[Mr. Bexrox] had made the reference a question of or- 
der, and had appealed to the rules of the House to sus- 
tain his motion for a reference to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. He did not pretend. that his experience «in the 
rules of legislation was equal to that gentleman’s; but he 
had always understood that the rule which the gentleman 
had just read in’support of his argument applied, exclu- 
sively, to select Committees, and could not be made to , 
apply to the present proposed reference to a standing 
committee. But it was maintained that this question should 
be referred to a committee not hostile to the measure. 
He would ask that gentleman how it could be ascertained 
whether a committee was hostile, or otherwise, before it 
had expressed an opinion upon the subject. He was of 
the opinion that the fact of the alleged hostility being 
charged against the Committee on Manufactures, was a 
sufficient ground to establish its claim in favor of the re- 
ference of the bill to that committee. $ 

Why, said Mr. B., have the gentlemen supposed the 
existence of the alleged hostility? Isit not because they 
are conscious that an important interest is concerned, and 
the danger of its being injured by the proposed measure 
would naturally create an opposition? For his part, Mr. 
B. said, he wished to know how far this bill would clash 
with that interest; and, to ascertain this, it would be neces- 
sary to refer it to that committee whose time and attention 
were devoted to the examination of measures relating to 
the interest of manufactures. He was of a different opi- 
nion from the gentleman from Missouri, and should be op- 
posed to the destructive inroad which this bill was calcu- 
lated to make upon domestic manufactures. He felt 
anxious to ascertain how far this measure would affect the 
manufacturing interests of the country, which could be 
done only by a full investigation by the committee charged 
with that subject. He should, therefore, vote for its re- 
ference to that committee. He was of opinion that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs was entirely incompetent to 
undertake the consideration of this subject, in its most 
important bearing. That committee had nothing to do 
with the interests of the manufacturing community. It 
would, therefore, be first necessary to refer it to the other 
committee, in order to discover the effect which the bill 
was likely to produce upon that great interest of the 
country. He was disposed to take into consideration every 
interest concerned, whether agricultural, manufactur- 
ing, or commercial, in their proper order. As to this 
bill, he might, after due inquiry and deliberation, be in 
favor of it; but he wished the subject to be first examined 
by the proper committee, to see that no improper clash- 
ing would ensue toa great interest which it was important 
to sustain. 

Mr. SMITH said that he was opposed to the reference 
to the Committee on Manufactures or Indian Affairs. He 
thought it belonged to the Finance Committee; and wish- 
ed to know whether the reference to the first would pre- 
vent a subsequent reference to the last. 

Mr. TYLER said thatit was the duty of the Committee 
on Manufactures to look after this subject: that they could 
not do it without taking a view of the whole subject. All 
would agree that it was necessary to present a revised 
scheme of revenue, which should be reduced so as to meet 
the wishes and expectations of the country. This sub- 


This marked a new era in our Government, and went |ject, therefore, must be taken into consideration by that 


to show that manufactures alone were to be heard, to the 
neglect of agricultureand commerce. He should, there- 
fore, oppose the present bill to the Committee on Manu- 


committee, whether it was specially referred or not. He 
was of opinion that it was altogether immaterial to which 
committee it was referred now--both committees must 
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take it into consideration, and report upon it. This, he 
could assure the gentleman, would be done by the Fi- 
nance Committee, whether it was referred to them now 
or not. He, therefore, looked upon the debate upon the 


Unless the question is decided by the present Congress, 
no definitive action upon it can be expected until within 
two years of the expiration of the charter—a period be- 
fore which, in the opinion of your memorialists, it is 


reference to be entirely useless—a mere exchange ofjhighly expedient, not merely in reference to the institu- 


words without import—mere dalliance. 

He said that the bill would also affect the trade be- 
tween the United States and the Indian tribes; it would, 
therefore, be necessary to be taken into consideratidén by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, that it might be ascer- 
tained whether the proposed reduction could be made 
without injury to those engaged in the Indian trade; but 
the question of reference be looked upon as a mere sha- 
dow—as perfect moonshine. 

Mr. CLAY said that he did not rise to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the question of reference, but in consequence 
of information given by the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, some ten days ago, in relation to a report 
which that gentleman’ had stated it was the intention of 
that committee to submit to the Senate before this time. 
He rose to inquire whether that report might be expect- 
ed. He had understood the gentleman to say, two weeks 
since, that they might expect, on the Monday following, 
a general scheme of imposts, adapted to the wants of the 
country when the public debt should be discharged. 

Mr. SMITH replied that he did, at the time referred 


tion itself, but to the more important interests of the na- 
tion, that the determination of Congress should be known. 
Independently of the influence which the bank was de- 
signed to possess, and which it necessarily exercises over 
the state of the currency, by which all the pecuniary 
transactions of the community are regulated, its own im- 
mediate operations are connected intimately with the local 
business of almost every section of thé United States, with 
the commercial interchanges between the several States, 
and the intercourse of them all with foreign nations. 

Of the value to the community of the system which, 
after long and anxious efforts, and at great pecuniary 
sacrifices, your memorialists have at length succeeded in 
establishing, it is not for them to speak; their more im- 
mediate purpose is to represent, asthey do, most respect- 
fully, that the continuance or destruction of that system, 
thus widely diffused through all the avenues of the pro- 
ductive industry of the country, affecting all the relations 
of public revenue and private income, and contributing to 
give stability to all the rewards of labor, is an object of 
general solicitude. If, satisfied with the practical opera- 


to, hope to be able to submit. the report before this time; tions of the institution, your honorable body shall deem it 
but that there were some of the committee who were not į worthy of continuance, it seems expedient to relieve the 
willing to submit it until they had received further infor- | country, as soon as may consist with mature deliberation, 
mation on the subject; to obtain which, they had address- | from the uncertainty in which all private transactions, and 
eda letter of inquiry to the Secretary of the Treasury; all public improvements, dependent on the future con- 
and they also expected a report from the convention of dition of the currency, and amount of capital disposable 
New York. He could not tell when the required infor-|for those objects, must necessarily be involved until your 
mation would be received, and, consequently, did not|decision is known. If, on the other hand, the wisdom of 
know when the report would be ready. i Congress shall determine that the bank must cease to. exist, 
The. question was then taken on the reference to the |it is still more important that the country: should begin 
Committee on Manufactures, and agreed to, by yeas and | early to prepare for the expected change, and that the in- 
nays, as follows: 7 stitution should have as much time as possible to execute 
YEAS.—Mcssrs, Bell, Buckner, Clay, Dallas, Dicker-|the duty, always a very delicate and difficult one, of aid- 
son, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, | ing the community to seek new channels of business, and, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, |by gradual and gentle movements, to press with the least 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlin- | inconvenience on the great interests connected with it. 


son, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins. —25. 


Under these impressions, they respectfully request that 


NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, ithe charter of the bank may be renewed. 


Grundy, Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 

Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.--18. 
After the consideration of a number of private bills, 
The Senate adjourned to Monday. 


Moynar, January 9. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DALLAS presented the following memorial from 
the President, Directors, and Company of the Bank of 
the United States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 


By order of the Board of Directors: : 
N. BIDDLE, President. 
Mr. DALLAS said, that being requested to present this 
document to the Senate, praying for a renewal of the ex- 
isting charter of the bank, he begged to be indulged in 
making a few explanatory remarks. With unhesitating 
frankness, he wished itto be. understood by the Senate, 


by: the good commonwealth which it was alike his duty 


and his pride to represent with fidelity on that floor, and 
by the people generally, that this application, at this time, 
had been discouraged by him. Actuated mainly, if not 
exclusively, by a desire to preserve to the nation the prac- 
tical benefits of the institution, the expediency of bring- 
ing it forward thus early in the term of its incorporation, 


The memorial of the President, Directors, and Com-|during a popular representation in Congress, which must 


pany of the Bank of the United States, in the name and | cease to exist some years before that term expires, and 
in behalf of the stockholders of the bank, respectfully [on the eve of all the excitement incident toa great politi- 
Tepresents— cal movement, struck his mind as more than doubtful. 
That the charter of the bank being about to expire | He felt deep solicitude and apprehension lest, in the pro- 
on the 4th of March, 1836, your memorialists deem it/gress of inquiry, and in the development of views, un- 
their duty to invite the attention of Congress to its renewal. |der present circumstances, it might be drawn into real 
The gencral considerations which caused the -establish- jor imagined conflict with some higher, some more favorite, 
ment of the hank, the manner in which it has executed |some more immediate wish or purpose of the American 
the duties assigned to it, and the reasons which recom- people. ; l 
mendits continuance, your memorialists forbear to discuss, | And from such a conflict, what sincere friend of this 
since, of these subjects, your honorable bodies are more [useful establishment would not strive to save or rescue it 
competent and appropriate judges. They will therefore |by at least a temporary forbearance and delay? Never- 
merely state the views which induce their application at |theless, his conscious inexperience in the forms and con- 
this time. tee? tingencies of legislation inspired a distrust of his own 
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judgment on this merely preliminary point. “The deter-| pay or allowances whatsoever, shall be annually as fol- 
mination of the parties interested may be, nay, must'be, | lows, and payable-quarter-yearly, viz. 


wiser and better; and he could not but feel strongly im- 
pressed by the recollection that the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania recently, and, in effect, unanimously, had recom- 
mended the renewal of the charter of the bank. He 
became, therefore, a willing, as he was virtually an in- 
structed agent, in promoting, to the extent of his humble 
ability, an object which, however dangerously timed its 
introduction might seem, was in itself, as he conceived, 
entitled to every consideration and favor. 

Mr. D. concluded by moving that the memorial be read, 
and be referred to a select committee of five in number, 
and that the committee haye-power tg send for persons and 
papers. 

The memorial having ‘been 
agreed to, 

Mr. DALLAS moved that the appointment of the com- 
mittee be postponed till to-morrow. 

Mr. BELL said he was not aware of any reason for 
the postponement; and as none had been assigned for it, 
he could perceive no propriety in the postponement. It 
would, also, be a thing unprecedented in the Senate; and 
unless some reasons were adduced in favor of the post- 


read, and the reference 


ponement, he should prefer that the Senate should, ac- 


cording to its usage, proceed at once to the appointment 
of the committee. 

The question being put on the postponement, it was 
negatived—yeas 15, nays 24, 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for the committee, 
and the following gentlemen were chosen to compose it, 
viz. Mr. Dantas, Mr. Waensren, Mr. Ewinc, Mr. HAYNE, 
and Mr. Jounsron. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. CLAY laid on the table the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the existing duties upon articles import- 
ed from foreign countries, and not coming into competi- 
tion with similar articles made or produced within the 
United States; ought to be forthwith abolished, except 
the duties upon wines and silks, and that they ought to 
be reduced; and that the Committee on Finance be in- 
structed to report a bill accordingly. 

The bill for the erection of barracks, quarters, and 
storehouses, and the purchase of a site, in the vicinity of 
New Orleans, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole; the blank in the bill was, on motion of Mr. JOHN- 
STON, filled with the words ‘*one hundred and twelve 
thousand dollars,” to. carry the provisions of the act into 
effect; it was then reported to the Senate, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

[A good deal of debate tock place on this bill, growing 
out of some objections to it on the part of Mr. FORSYTH, 
not to, the object, if it could be shown to be fecessary, 
but because nothing appeared on the face of the bill to 
show where the barracks were to be placed, or that the 
troops could not, for all the“ defensive purposes of the 
city, be as well quartered in the fortifications erected in 
the. neighborhood of the city; and because, moreover, 
the Senate was in possession of no information to show 
that it was the intention of the Government to keep a per- 
manent force at the city of New Orleans, requiring the 
erection of permanent barracks, &c. The objections of 
Mr. F. were replied to by Mr. BENTON, chairman of the 
Military Committee. He was answered also, and the bill 
strenuously supported by Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. CLAY, 
and Mr. WAGGAMAN. j ` 

NAVY AGENTS. 

The Senate next resumed the consideration of the fol- 
lowing bill: F 

Be it enacted, €c.. That, from and after the first day of 
June next, the compensation to each permanent navy 
agent, in full of per centage, clerk hire, rent, and all other 
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To the navy agent at Portsmouth, N. H., $1,300. 
To the navy agent at Charlestown, Mass., $3,500. 

To the navy agent at Brooklyn, New York, $3,500. 

To the navy agent at Philadelphia, $2,000. 

To the navy agent at Baltimore, Md., $1,500. 

To the navy agent at Washington, D. C., $2,500. 

To the navy agent at Norfolk; Virginia, $3,800. 

To the navy agent at Charleston, S: C., $500. 

To the nayy agent at Savannah, Georgia, $250. 

To the navy agent at Pensacola, Florida, $2,500. 

Sxc. 2. And be it further enacted, That, from and after 
the passage of this act, the commander of the navy yard 
at the city of Washington shall cease to act as navy agent; 
and that portion of the act of the 27th of March, 1804, 
which made it his duty so to do, shall be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed; and a separate and permanent agent 
shall be appointed,.as in other cases, in the same man- 
ner, and under the same responsibilities, and to be go- 
verned by the same Jaws and regulations which now 
are, or may hereafter be, adopted for other navy agents. 
And it shall be his duty to act as agent, not only for the 
navy yard in this city, but for the Navy Department, under 
the direction of the Secretary thereof, in the payment of 
such accounts and claimsas the said Secretary may direct. 

Mr. HAYNE read a document from the Navy Depart- 
ment, which showed the reasons on which the bill was 
founded. The allowances now are various, and have 
grown up during a long time, and are of doubtful legality. 
They have also exceeded the estimates of every year, and ` 
there are now large claims on the department in favor of 
different agents. To remove the inconvenience and un- 
certainty of the present allowances, and to afford to the 
navy agents a compensation proportioned to their services, 
this bill was framed. ‘The second section put the navy 
agency of Washington on the same footing with other 
agencies. This last measure had been delayed, because 
it was not thought of sufficient importance to adopt it as 
a separate measure; but as other agencies were now to be 
regulated, this agency was embraced in the bill. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading. 


COMMISSIONERS Of THE NAVY. 


The bill to provide for the distribution of the duties of the 
commissioners of the navy was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HAYNE said this bill was recommended by the 
Navy Department with a view to divide the duties of the 
board among its several members, instead of requiring as, 
under the present law, the joint action of the board 
upon every subject. It also authorized the President to 
make other regulations respecting the board. One clause 
has been introduced by the Sccretary of the Navy, the 
object of which was to give the board the power to ex- 
tend the time or alter the manner of fulfilling navy con- 
tracts. This provision was thought to be necessary for 
the purpose of settling a difference of opinion which had 
arisen between the board and the Fourth Auditor as to the 
powers of the board. To explain the operation of the 
clause, he read a report upon the petition of Nathaniel 
Bryce, a contractor, from which it appeared that the pe- 
titioner-had an equitable claim upon the department, 
which the accounting officers would not pay, because the 
power of the Board to allow an extension of the time for 
the fulfilment of the contract had beenbrought into doubt 
by a decision of the Attorney General. 

Mr. CHAMBERS asked whether the repeal of the 
law authorizing the establishment of the board, which 
forms a clause of the bill, does not abolish the board. He 
was unwilling to legislate these valuable officers out of 
office, and he suggested whether a bill could not be 
drawn, which would be free from this objection, and at 
the same time mect the objects in view. 
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Mr. HAYNE doubted whether the construction put 
upon the first section by the gentleman was correct; but 
whatever might be the legal effect of the clause, it was 
not the intention of the department or of the committee 
to legislate the present commissioners out of office. He 
was not unwilling, however, to strike out the first section, 
and alter the second section. 

Mr. CHAMBERS moved an amendment accordingly; 
and suggested that, if it was thought expedient hereafter 
to fill the vacancies occurring in the board by nominating 
its members to the Senate, the object might be provided 
for in a distinct section. 


Mr. FOOT could not conceive, he said, how a bill, of 


seven sections, could be required for the purposes. pro- 
posed. In one section the whole object of the bill could 
be provided for. He moved that the bill lie on the table, 
for the purpose of further investigation. This motion he 
withdrew, at the request of . 

Mr. WEBSTER, who drew the attention of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to the provision of the sixth 
section of the bill. These contracts are made by the 


navy board; and this section provides that the board shall) 
have power to extend the time for the fulfilment ofj 


the contracts, and to fix the manner in which the con- 
tracts should be executed. Now he never entertained 
the least doubt that those who made the contract neces- 
sarily had the power toalterits terms. He thought, also, 
that the powers of the board should not be limited, in the 
terms of the bill, to the extension of the time of thecon- 
tracts, and the manner of their execution; but that the 
power to alter the terms of the contract. should be made 
commensurate with the former to make the contracts. He 
suggested, also, that ifthe bill was passed giving this power 
to one department of the Government, it would be found 
necessary to give it to all others. 

Mr. HAYNE held the same opinion in regard to the 
construction of the law which was advanced by the 
gentleman from Massachus<tts. But that opinion cannot 
prevail. There must be legislation on the subject, in 
consequence of the Attorney General. He did not object 
to the proposition of the Senator from Connecticut to 
postpone the bill for the purpose -of investigation. He 
moved that the bill be postponed to, and made the order 
of the day for Friday next. ‘The motion prevailed, and 

‘The Senate then adjourned. 


Turspay, January 10. 


THE TARIFF. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Cray being 
taken up, 
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BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following motions: 

Resowed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to furnish the Senate with the names and titles of 
the foreign stockholders in the Bank of the United States, 
if any document in his office will afford that information; 
and, if not, to endeavor to obtain that information from 
the bank aforesaid, and lay it before the Senate as soon as 
possible, with the amount of stock held by each. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to lay before the Senate information, first, of the amount 
of debt due from individuals and bodies corporate to the 
Bank of the United States and its branches, distinguishing 
the amount secured by mortgage from that secured by 
personal security alone; and what portion of said debts 
are considered as standing accommodations to the custom- 
ers of said bank and its branches. . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to lay before the Senate a list of the directors of the 
Bank of the United States, and of the several branches, 
and a statement of the stock held by citizens of the United 
States, with the number of shares held by each, and the 
State or Territory of their residence; also, the amount of 
specie, according to their last return, in the vaults of the 
bank and its branches, distinguishing the part which be- 
longs to the bank, the portion belonging to individuals, 
and to the United States. - 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to lay before the Senate the monthly statements of 
the affairs of the Bank of the United States for the year 
1831, . 

PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 


The bill for the erection of barracks, quarters, and 
storehouses, and the purchase of a site, in the vicinity of 
New Orleans, was read the third time, passed, and sent to 
the other House. 

When this bill was put on its passage, 

Mr. SMITH, of Maryland, rose to offer some remarks 
in reply to assertions which had been made by gentlemen 
on a former occasion, touching the public expenditures. 
He began by saying he was in favor of the present bill, 
because it appropriated money for an object essential to 
the interests of a weak part of the Union; and no fear of 
censure for increasing the annual expenditure of the na- 
tion would deter him from supporting measures which he 
considered necessary and conducive to the public welfare. 
Our duty, said Mr. S., is paramount to every considera- 
tion of this kind. I care not whether the expenses 
of the present administration have, or have not, exceeded 
that ofany other administration; my sole view is to provide 


Mr. CLAY said that the gentleman from Maryland, the| for what is necessary, and the provisions of this bill ap- 


chairman of the Committee on Finance, having expressed 
a wish not to have the resolution acted upon to-day, he 


pear to me to be of this character. 
On a late occasion, said Mr. S., a bill in which I felt a 


would not ask the Senate to go into the consideration of| deep interest, was rejected on the ground that it increased 
it at this time. But from his extreme desire for the early| the public expenses. It did not. It merely authorized an 
expression of the opinion of the Senate on the proposi-| appropriation of two hundred thousand dollars per annum, 
tion, and for the views and wishes of those gentlemen| instead of the annual sum of one hundred thousand dollars, 
who might oppose the resolution, he wished its conside-|and would have enabled the Executive to arm. the fortifi- 
ration with as little delay as possible, and suggested | cations in ten instead of twenty years. The argument was 
whether it might not be made the order of the day for to-| then urged, that the annual expenses of the Government 
morrow. went on increasing. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

No objection being made, the resolution was postponed! Benrox] distinctly said ‘that the expenditures of the 
to, and made the special order for to-morrow. Government had nearly doubled since he took a seat in 

The following motion, yesterday submitted by Mr.|the Senate.” This assertion was considered essentially 
TazEWELL, was considered and agreed to: j correct by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Harne. ] 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- The assertion thus broadly made by Senators of such high 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending | standing, and generally so very correct—by Senators who 
the judiciary act, as to authorize the judges of the dis- are so highly appreciated, could not fail to have great 
trict courts, in vacation, to order any vessels, cargo, or|influence on this body. I confess, Mr. President, that I 
other property, to be delivered to the claimants, upon) then thought they were mistaken, and I answered them 
bail or stipulation, or to be sold, when necessary, in the|guardedly. I did not positively deny the assertion. I 
nal manner as the said courts are now authorized to dof somewhat doubted my own opinion, when opposed to the 
m term time, 
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respect. When the Senate adjourned on that day, I re- 
marked to a Senator that I thought those gentlemen had 
committed a great error. He replied that. he thought 
their statements correct. This induced me to reflect on 
the subject, and to see whether J could not ascertain the 
truth or fallacy of the assertion.. I found that the Senator 
[Mr. Bewron] had taken his seat in the Senate at the ses- 
sion of 1821-’22; of course the expenditures for the year 
1822 were those which he asserted had been nearly 
doubled since he came into the Senate. I saw how I 

Į caused a state- 


positive assertions of gentlemen for whom Lentertain : 


could obtain the desired information. 

ment to be made from the annual reports of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, from the year 1822 to 1830, both years 
inclusive. In order to avoid any error in this statement, 
I sent it to the treasury for the purpose of being minutely 
examined. It has been returned to me as -perfectly cor- 
rect; and I was referred to the book called ‘* Receipts and 
Expenditures for the year 1830,” lately delivered to each 
Senator, for a full view of the expenses for a series of 
years, and I found a perfect accordance with the state- 
ment I had prepared, So that the exposé which I pro- 

pose to give, is, I may truly say, founded on facts, leaving 

nothing vague or derived from conjecture. The book to 

which I have alluded, I immediately sent to the Baltimore 

library without inspecting it. I had no idea of looking in 

it for the detailed statement of our expenditures. Every 

Senator has the book, and can, at his leisure, campare it 

with the view which I propose to give; in which I flatter 

mysclf I shall be able to show that the Senators from 

Missouri and South Carolina have been mistaken; that the 

expenses have not nearly doubled, nor increased—in fact, 

if the expenditure in one year exceed thirteen millions, 

the next year falls below that amount; and that the average 

expenditure of the last nine years, say 1822 to 1830, both 

inclusive, amounts only to the sum of twelve million three 

hundred and seventy thousand four hundred and thirty- 

one dollars. 

A superficial reader, Mr. President, when he looks at 
the public expenditures, most gencrally will look at the 
sum total of each year, and will conclude that the ex- 
penses have been higher or lower than usual. He has no 
particular object in view, and will not give himself the 
trouble to investigate the causes which create the large or 
small expenditures of any one year. Thus, he may look at 
the expenses of 1817, and will find the total amount to 
have been the enormous sum of $40,877,646. He then 
‘turns to the year 1818, and finds the total expenditures of 
that year to amount to the sum of $35,104,875. He takes 
the year 1819, and finds the expenses only $24,004, 199, and 
concludes in his own mind that the Congress of 1817 and 
1818 must have been extravagant in their appropriations 
of the public money, and the Executive no better. ‘When, 
if he had investigated the subject fully, he would have 
found that there had been paid in 1817, towards the 
extinguishment of the public debt, the unusual sum of 
$25,423,336, thus reducing the ordinary expenses of the 
Government to the sum of $15,454,609; that, in the year 
1818, there had been paid towards the redemption of the 
public debt the sum of $21,296,001, thus making the or- 
dinary expenditures of the Government amount to the 
sum of $13,908,673. The expenditure, independently 
of the payment on account of the debt, amounted to 
$16,300,273 in the year 1819. This increase arose from 
various causes not necessary to detail. There was paid 
towards the public debt in the year 1819 the sum of| 
$7,703,926 only. This diminution of payment is attribu- 
table to the fact that there was little of the principal of 
the public debt then payable. 

I will now come, Mr. President, to my principal object. 
It is the assertion, ‘that, since the year 1821, the ex- 
penses of the Government had nearly doubled;” and I 
trust I shall be able to show that the Senator from Mis- 


souri [Mr. Benton] had been under some misapprehen- 
sion. The Senate are aware of the effect which such an 
assertion, coming from such high authority, must have 
upon the public mind. It certainly had its effect, even 
upon this enlightened body. I mentioned to an honora- 
ble Senator a few days since, that the average ordinary 
expenditure of the Government for the last nine years 
did not exceed the sum of twelveand a half millions. But, 
said the Senator, the expenditures have greatly increased 
during that period. [told him I thought they had not; 
and I now proceed to prove, that, with the exception of 
four years, viz. 1821, 1822, 1823, and 1824, the ex- 
penditures of the Government have not increased. I shall 
endeavor, to show the causes of the reduction of expenses 
during those years, and that they afford no criteria by 
which to judge of the necessary expenses of Government, 
and that they are exceptions to the general rate of ex- 
penditures, arising from particular causes. But even they 
exhibit an expenditure far above the one-half’ of the pre- 
sent annual ordinary expenses. 

In the year 1822, which was the period when the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Bznron] took his seat in the 
Senate, the ordinary expenses of the Government amount- 
ed to the sum of $9,827,643. The expenses of the year 
1823 amounted to $9,784,154. I proceed, Mr. President, 
to show the cause which thus reduced the ordinary ex- 
penses during these years. Ispeak in the presence of 
gentlemen, some of whom were then in the House of Re- 
presentatives, and will correct me if my recollection 
should lead me into error. During the session of the 
year 1819-20 the President asked a loan, I think, of five 
millions, to defray the expenses of the Government, 
which he had deemed necessary, and for which estimates 
had, as usual, been laid before Congress. A loan of three 
millions only was granted; and, in the next session, another 
loan of, I think, seven millions was asked, in order to 
enable the Executive to meet the amount of expenses 
estimated for, as necessary for the year 1821. A loan of 
five millions was granted, and in the succeeding year 
another loan of five hundred thousand dollars was asked, 
and refused. Congress were dissatisfied that loans should 
be required in time of profound peace, to meet the com- 
mon expenses of the nation, and they refused to grant the 
amount asked for in the estimates, although this amount 
would have been granted if there had been money in the 
treasury to mect them, without resorting to loans. The 
Committee of Ways and Means (and it was supported by 
the House) lessened some of the items estimated for, and 
refused others. No item, except such as was indispensa- 
bly necessary, was granted. By the adoption of this 
course, the expenditures were reduced, in 1821, to 
$10,723,479, and to the sums already mentioned for the 
two years, 1822 and 1823, and the current expenses of 
1824, $10,330,144. The consequence was, that the trea- 
sury was restored to a sound state, so that Congress was 
enabled, in the year 1825, to appropriate the full amount 
of the estimate. The expenditures of 1824 amounted to 
$15,330,144. This large expenditure is to be attributed. 
to the payment made to Spain in that year, of $5,000,000 
for the purchase of Florida. {entertained doubts whether 
I ought to include this sum in the expenditures, but, on 
full consideration, I deemed it proper to include it. It 
may be said that it was an extraordinary payment, and 
such as could not again occur. So is the payment on ac- 
count of awards under the treaty of Ghent, in 1827 and 
1828, amounting to $1,188,716. Of the same character, 
too, are the payments made for the purchase of lands 
from the Indians; for the removal of the Indians; for pay- 
ments to the several States for moneys advanced during 
the late war; and a variety of other extraordinary charges 
on the treasury. The payment on account of the pur- 
chase of Florida happened in the last seven years; and if 
this sum were deducted from the expenditures of 1824, 
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it would exhibit a great reduction in the expenses of the 
last seven years, when contrasted with those of the seven 
years between 1817 and 1823, both years inclusive. The 
comparison of average expenses between the first seven 
years, contrasted with the last seven years, would then 
amount to $12,733,337 for the first period, and $12,388, 868 
for the latter period; which would show an actual average 
decrease of $344,469 between these periods.. This de- 
crease could be rendered much greater, if the other extra- 
ordinary expenditures to which I have referred were also 
deducted.in the comparison. The subsequent years be- 
ing years when no deductions were made from the esti- 
mates, it will be seen to vary alternately. 


In the year 1825, the expenses were’ $11,490,450 
> - - 13,062,316 
1827, . 12,653,095 _ 
1828, - >>= 13,296,041 
1829, < - = 12,660,490 
1830, 2 13,229, 533 


It may be proper for me to show that the average ex- 
penditures of the Government for these nine years, say 
from 1822 to 1830, both inclusive, amount only. to the 
sum of $12,370,431. A considerable part of these ex- 
penditures has arisen from extraordinary charges on the 
treasury, such as, for the removal of the Indians; the pur- 
chase of their lands; the payment of the States for the 
advances made by them during the late war; for property 
destroyed by ‘the enemy; and for payment of awards un- 
der the first article of the treaty of Ghent, amounting to 
$1,188,716. A navy has been created, and our national 
flag floats proudly on every sea. Immense fortifications 
have been erected. Arsenals have been built in different 
parts of the Union, and filled with small arms and the 
munitions of war. The only wonder is, that so much has 
been done, with such limited expenditures. - 

1 think T have shown, Mr. President, ‘that the ex- 
penditures of the Government have not nearly doubled 
since the year 1821,” nor do I think that there has been 
any increase. If there had been any, the fault would 
rest with Congress. 

It has been said, Mr. President, ‘that the expenses of 
the Government increase annually, and go on increasing.” 
With a view of testing this assertion, and also of elucidat- 
ing the subject, I trust I shall be permitted to institute a 
few comparisons. The first will be between the expendi- 
tures of the four years, 1817, 1818, 1819, and 1820, with 
those of the four years, 1827, 1828, 1829, and 1830. I 
find, on examination, that, the average expenses of the 
first four years amount to the sum of $14,699,521, and of 
the last four years to the sum of $12,959,790, showing a 
decrease in the public expenditures exceeding a million 
and a half of dollars; thus amply contradicting the asser- 
tion, that the public expenditures “go on increasing.” 
The second comparison I shall make will be between the 
four years, 1823, 1824, 1825, and 1826, with those of 
1827, 1828, 1829, and 1830. I find that the average 
expense ‘of the first four years amounts to the sum of 
$12,416,768, and the last four years to $12,959,790, show- 
ing an average increase of $543,022, or an annual average 
increase of $135,755, inconsiderable in amount, and aris- 
ing from the reduced expenditures in the year 1823, the 
cause for which has been already stated, and to the pay- 
ment in 1830 of the Massachusetts militia claim of four 
hundred and thirty thousand dollars. Were it not for the 
payment of this latter claim in 1830, the comparison would 
have shown a different result. The true test is to be 
found in comparing the expenditures of the Government 
in those years when Congress were not restricted in the 
expenditures by reason of a scanty treasury. z 

The next comparison I offer, will be the expenditures 
ofthe seven years from 1817 to 1823, both yearsinclusive, 
with those of the seven subsequent years, beginning with 
the year 1824 to 1830, both inclusive, and I find that the 


annual average expenditure of the first seven years 
amounts. to $12,733,337, and of the last seven years to 
the sum of $13,103, 154—presenting an inconsiderable 
increase, which is entirely attributable tothe fact that re- 
ductions had. been made in the years 1821, 1822, 1893, 
and 1824, on account of a scanty treasury, which reduc- 
tions, in the ordinary expenses of the Government, had 
had a tendency to cause an increase of expenditures in 
the succeeding years. These reductions were not savings; 
they were a mere temporary diminution of necessary ex- 
penditures. . The majority of the objects thus reduced, 
or altogether refused, were, in the subsequent years, pro- 
vided for. ~ a i 

It isperfectly fair, Mr. President, to compare a series of 
years with an equal number of years; butit is neither fair 
nor just to select one year, and to compare it with another. 
Ispeak with reference to the annual ordinary expenditures. 
Would it be fair towards the late President Monroe, to 
compare the expenses of the last year of his administra- 
tion, amounting to $15,330,144, with the first year of Mr. 
Adams’sadiministration, which amounted only to 11,490,549 
dollars? Would it be proper to compare the expenditures 
of the last year of Mr. Adams’s administration, which 
amounted to $13,296,041, with the first year of President 
Jackson’s administration, which was $12,660,490? Certain- 
ly not. Todo so, would be committing an act of political 
injustice, and yet I have seen this done. But, if you 
compare the last year of Mr. Adams’s administration with 
the secand year of President Jackson’s, ($12,229, 533,) 
little difference in the expenses will be found to exist. 

I have, Mr. President, shown to my own satisfaction, 
and, I trust, to that of the Senate, that the expenses of the 
Government have not only not nearly doubled since the 
year 1821—(unless it can be demonstrated that 13,296,041 
dollars, being the expenditures in 1828, be nearly double 
the sum of $9,827,643, the amount of expenditures of 
1822)—have not increased, and, on the contrary, have 
actually decreased. I have taken for the investigation of 
the subject the eight years of the late President Monroe’s 
administration, the four years of the administration of 
Mr. Adams, and the two years of President Jackson’s 
administration, to which the accounts are made up at the 
treasury; and in this investigation and comparison I have 
carefully avoided every thing of a party complexion. 

Having been a member of, and for several years chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means in the House of 
Representatives, and having also been chairman of the 
Committee on Finance in the Senate, I consider it an im- 
plied reflection on those committees that they had scen 
with indifference the expenses of the Government annu- 
ally increasing, and actually nearly doubling in nine years. 
I have therefore deemed it incumbent upon me, in parti- 
cular, to make the necessary investigation of this subject, 
and to present to the Senate the extensive view I have 
submitted in relation to a matter which has so frequently 
been misrepresented, and which I trust will be considered 
a sufficient apology for having occupied so much of the 
time of the Senate. 


EXHIBIT, showing the expenditures of the Government 
of the United States, exelusive of the payments on 
account of the public debt, from the year 1817 to 1830, 
both inclusive. 


Years. Expenditures. | Years. 

1817 - $15,454,609 92 | 1824 

1818 - 13,908,673 78 | 1825 ~ 11,490,459 84 
1819 - 16,300,273 44 | 1826 - 13,062,316 27 
1820 - 13,134,530 57 | 1827 - 12,653,095 65 
1821 - 10,723,479 07 | 1828 - 13,296,041 45 
1822 - 9,827,643 51 | 1829 - 12,660,490 62 
1823 - 9,784,154 59 | 1830 - 13,229,533 33 


a nn a aS 
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Mr. BENTON rose in reply to the Senator from Mary-|the expense of working the machinery of the Government 


land. Mr. B. said that a remark of his, in a former 
debate, seemed to have been the occasion of the elaborate 
financial statements which the Senator from Maryland had 
just gone through. Mr. B.,said he had made the remark 
in debate; it was a general one, and not to. be treated as 


at the period which I had in my eye. But the pensions 
have not yet totally ceased; they are rhuch diminished 
since 1822,.1823, and in a few years must cease. The 
revolutionary pensioners must now average seventy years 
of age; their stipends willsoon cease. I hold myself well 


an account stated by: an accountitig officer. His remark| justified, then, in saying, as I did, that the expenditures of 


was, that the public expenditure had nearly doubled since. 
he had been a member of the Senate, - Neither the words 
used, nor the mode of the expression, implied the accuracy 
of an account; it was a remark to signifya great and 
inordinate increase in a comparatively short time. He had 
not come to the Senate this day with the least expectation 
of. being called to- justify that remark, orto hear a long 
arraignment of it argued; but he was ready at all times 
to justify, and he would quickly do it. Mr. B. said that 
when he made the remark, he had no statement of ac- 
counts in his eye, but he had two great and broad facts 
before him, which all the. figures and calculations upon 
earth, and all the compound and comparative statements 
of arithmeticians, could not shake or alter, which were— 
first; that since he came into, the Senate.the machinery of 
this Government was worked for between eight and nine 
millions of dollars; and, secondly, the actual payments 
for the last year, in the President’s message, were about 
fourteen millions and three-quarters. The sum estimated 
for the future expenditures, by the Secretary of the 
Treasuty, was thirteen and a half millions; but fifteen 
millions weré recommended by him to be levied to meet 
increased expenditures. Mr. B. said these were two great 
facts which he had in his-eye, and which he would justify. 
He would produce no proofs as to the second of his facts, 
because the President’s message and the Secretary’s re- 
port were sorecently sent in, and so universally reprinted, 
that every person could recollect, or turn to their contents, 
and verify his statement upon their own examination or 
recollection. He would verify his first statement only by 
proofs, and for that purpose would refer to the detailed 
statements of the public expenditures, compiled by Van 
Zandt and Watterston, and.for which he had just sent to 
the room of the Secretary of the Senate. Mr. B. would 
take the years 18223; for he was not simple enough to 
take the years before the reduction of the army, when he 
was looking for the lowest expenditure. Four thousand 
men were disbanded, and had remained disbanded ever 
since; they were disbanded since he came into the Senate; 
he would therefore date from that reduction. This would 
bring him to the years 1822-3, when you, sir, (the Vice 
President, ), was Secretary of War. What was the whole 
expenditure of the Government for each of those years? 
Itstood thus: _ 
1822, $17,676,592 63 
1823, 15,314,171 .00 

These two sums include every head of expenditure— 
they include’ public debt, revolutionary and invalid pen- 
sions; three hieads of temporary expenditure. The pay- 
ments on account of the public debt in those two years, 
were—— 


In 1822, . $7,848,919 12 
1823, 5,530,016 41 
Deduct these two sums from the total expenditure of 
the years to which they refer, and you will have— 
For 1822, $9,727,673 41 
1823, 9,784,155 59 
The pensions for those years were— 


Revolutionary. Invalid. Aggregate. 
1822, $1,642,590 94 $305,608 46 $1,947,199 40 
1823, 1,449,097 04 331,491 48, 1,730,588 52, 


Now, deduct these pensions from the years to which 
they refer, and you. will have just about $8,000,000 as 


the Government have nearly doubled in my time. ‘The 
remark had no reference to administrations, There was 
nothing comparative in it; nothing intended to put up, or 
put down, any body. The burdens of the people is the 
only thing I wishto put down. My service in the Senate 
has extended under three administrations, and my periods 
of calculation extend to, all three. My opinion now is, 
that the machinery of this Government, after the payment 
of the public debt, should be worked for ten millions or 
less, and two millions more for extraordinaries; in, all 
twelye millions; but this is a point for future discussion. 
My present object is to show a great increase ina short 
time; and to show that, not to affect individuals, but to 
show the necessity of practising what we all profess~= 
economy. Iam against keeping up a revenue, after the 
debt and pensions are paid, as large, or nearly as large, as 
the expenditure was in 1822, 1823, with these items in- 
cluded. . I am for throwing down my load, when I getto 
the end of my journey. I am for throwing off the burden 
of the debt, when I get to the end of the debt.. The 
burden of the debt is the taxes levied on account of it. I 
am for abolishing these taxes; and this is the great ques- 
tion upon which parties now go to trial before.the Ameri- 
can people. One word more, and I am done for the 
present. The Senator from Maryland, to make up a 
goodly average for 1822 and 1823, adds the expenditure 
of 1824,.. which includes, besides sixteen millions and a 
half for the public debt, and a million and a half for pen- 
sions, the sum of five millions for the purchase of Florida. 
Sir, he must deduct twenty-two millions from that com- 
putation; and that deduction will bring his average for 
those years to agree vety closely with my statement. 

Mr. HAYNE said that he had been called upon unex. 
pectedly.to answer for his remarks made a few days ago.on 
another bill, . If he had been aware of the intention of the 
gentleman from Maryland, he should have taken the pains 
to be prepared with statements to make out the correct- 
ness of the assertion alluded to. He said it must be recol- 
lected that it was not his assertion that the ‘** expenses 
were nearly doubled.” That had been the assertion of 
the gentleman from Missouri; and it had struck him so 
forcibly, that he had merely adverted to the language of 
that gentleman in his subsequent remarks, and added, that 
the expenditures of the Government had been annually 
increasing ever since he had been in the Senate. For this 
additional assertion, and for that alone, he-stood responsi- 
ble; and if he was mistaken in that remark, he was never 
so much mistaken in any point in the whole course of his 
life. He was still confident of its correctness; and he trust- 
ed that, before this matter was done, with, he should be 
able to satisfy the Senate and the country that it was not 
him, but the chairman of the Committee on Finance, who 
was mistaken. He did not intend to do this, however, by 
any comparison ofa series of years and general averages, 
as that gentleman had done, but he should submit a reso- 
lution to the Senate, calling for the necessary information 
in relation to the expenditures during the time mentioned, 
from the proper officer of the department; and if the re- 
sult of that statement did. not make out his assertion to be 
correct, he would acknowledge his crror, and abide by 
that decision; and he expected the gentleman from Mary- 
land would do the same. Mr. H. said that if the event 
should show him in an error, it was that gentleman’s fault, 
for he had led him into the error, if an error it was, which, 
however, he did not believe. He had led him to believe 
that there was an increased expenditure,. by his repeated 
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attempts to justify the fact, by urging the necessity of.an from the lakes to the Gulf, from the Anana ee eas 
increase to-Keep pace with the times. Sir, said Mr. H, sissippi: and besides this quantity. on. eh is ‘apc 
can I forget that it had been publicly stated that, in the | million.of dollars was annually expended either : ine re 
two first years of the present administration, the expendi-|it, or to supply the current use and consumption. ~-A 
tures of the Government on internal improvements were establishment having so much property in energy can 
greater than during the. whole four years of the late ad- edan organization, and this was what: the bil L a a 
ministration? Can {forget the fact I have never -seen | The-first section provided for the enlistment. s WO A 
denied by: the friends of the present administration, though dred and fifty men for the ordnance. service; they would 
repeatedly rung in their ears? - But, on the-contrary, they |supply the place of about that number of Led n Ae 
haveuniformly maintained that this increase was occa- |hired to do the business of soldiers. ‘his. single aet wone 
-sioned by appropriations under the previous administra- [show that the department was withontorgariiya kor. 
tion. Can Iforget that the gentleman from Maryland has:|second section provided for the appointment of-a. ve eri 
told the Senate that it was the intention ofthe Committee sergeant, to take care of the ordnance stores at each post. 
on Finance to reduce the revenue to fifteen millions. after {Such an: appointment was necessary, and would stand a 
the extinction of the public debt, because that sum would |the place of the conductors of artillery, formerly Pond 
probably be wanted to meet the demands of the Govern? |for the same purpose, but.dropped, he believed, from in- 
ment. Where, said Mr. H., shall we find the boasted /advertence, in the repeal of different laws. l Another sec- 
diminution ofthe expenses of this Governmént? Shall we |tion provided for the repeal of existing laws which would 
find it in the civil list, or diplomatic intercourse? Shall [clash with the présent bill:if passed. mtoa law. -The cân- 
we find it in the army, the navy, or in any department of the | cluding section provided for additional officers, and regu- 
Government? On the contrary, has it been our constant |lated their pay. Mr. B. said the present number of 
policy to create new offices, and enlarge the salaries of | officers.was entirely too: few, besides being officers ‘de- 
those already existing? ; z tached from the line of the army, and not:trained to ord- 
But, said Mr. H., we will have this matter determined | nance duties. : TOE Ta an E 
by an appeal to facts which cannot deceive us, which the | These were the brief reasons for- preferring the bul, 
proposed resolution will elicit. oh ae : `~ |which was not a new measure, but had been’ before both 
How can the gentleman suppose that I should imagine | Houses of Congress, and favorably reported by their com- 

the expenditures were not increased,.in the face of all] mittees for several years. The expense was the next item. 

those facts which the gentleman himself has admittéd? |On this head, he said, the enlisted men: would be no addi- 
' Have I not, said Mr. H., risen in my place, repeatedly, |tional expense, but rather an economy, as hired men were 
to oppose the various new.appropriations which have been | now employed. _ The sergeants put on ordnance duty 
called for, and received for answer that the “increased | would be but’ a trifle; and would be some reward toa 
wants of our growing country required them? If mis-|veteran, and stimulate him to act so as to'deserve it. The 
taken, therefore, the fault lies upon those who, having only additional expense was-in the officering the corps, 
our finances in charge, could long since have corrected land that would add about $12,000.of additional expense. 
the supposed error. He was persuaded, however, there | Mr: B. submitted that this was nothing. when the question 
was no error--there could be none. Indeed, ‘he under-| was to provide for the preservation and due accountability 
stood the gentleman himself to show an average increase | of twelve millions of dollars worth of public property, and 
of the expenditures. And how could it be otherwise? to secure the. most skilful and efficient appiicanon of a 
The gentleman from Missouri, in referring back to the | million per annum to the manufacture of arms; and the 
documents this morning, states the average expenditures, acquisition of munitions of war. Mr. B. then said that he 
for some years back, at nine millions; the Senator from |had made this brief statement to apprise the Senate of the 
Maryland gives the average of the few last years atinature of the bill; and he would now comply with the 
twelve millions; and that Senator himself, only a few days request made of him by one of the Senators from. Pennsyl- 
ago, set down the future average at fifteen millions. And vania, [Mr.. Winxrns,] and let the bill lie over a day or 
yet we are gravely told our expenses are not increasing. |two for consideration. When it was called up again, it 

“At the conclusion of the preceding debate, would afford him pleasure to answer any questions which 

Mr. FORSYTH rose, and stated why he (having object- | Senators might put. . TN =- 
ed to the bill yesterday for want of certain information) | Mr. WILKINS expressed. his desire to Have a little time 
should now vote for it, as he had obtained the information to look into the. bill, and it was laid on the table, to be 
which he ‘desired on the subject, (and which he recapitu- |taken‘up-in.a day or two. 


jated to the Senate, ) and was;satisfied of the expediency of |: [The-bill was taken up subsequently, and passed. ]. 
the bill. ` ` k - ‘ 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY il. 
The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. BENTON, . 
were taken up and agreed to.. . S 
. THE. TARIFF. ; 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Cray on 


onday last, -being the special order of the day, was taken 
up for consideration: 


THE ORDNANCE BILL. 


The bill providing for the better organization of the 
ordnance corps was next taken up. i 

Mr. BENTON, as chairman of the Military Committee, 
rose to explain it. He first asked for the reading of a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, to whom the bill had been M 
referred by the committee for his remarks and sugges- te : 
tions. . [The letter was read by the Secretary of the Se-| ` Resolved, That the existing duties upon articles. import- 
nate, and expressed a favorable opinion of the bill.] Mr: led from foreign countries, and not coming in competition 
B. then proceeded with his explanations. - He said the with similar articles made or produced. within the United 
title of the bill was to organize the Ordnance Department; | States, ought to be forthwith abolishe x except the duties 
and the title was right. - The Ordnance Department had upon wines and silks, and that those.aught to be reduced; 
no organization; it had grown up by piecemeal from small land that the Committee on Finance be instructed to re- 
beginnings toa great and important branch of the military |port a bill accordingly. . ins . 
establishment, and needed an organization suited to itsi The resolution having been read, Mr. CLAY rose, and 
present magnitude. Senators could judge of this magni- addressed the Senate as- follows: Ihave a few obsetva-_ 
tude, when he told them that the arms and munitions of'tions, Mr. President, and only a few, to stibmit to the. Se- 
war in the care of this department were now worth twelve nate, on the mieasuré now béfore you; jn doing. which I 
millions of dollars, and were distributed all over the U nion, |have to ask all your indulgence. Tam getting old; F feel 
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yy at 
ing age; and I have been, for some years; very little in 
fhe habit of addressing deliberative assemblies. Fami told 1 


of éxciting expectations, the evidence of which is 
und us.” I regret it; for however the subject on-which 
‘Tam to spéak, in other hands might be-treated to gratify 
or to’ reward the ‘presence and attention now given, ån 
mine [have nothing buta plain, unvarnished; and unam- 
bitious exposition to-make.” - nas: $ 
` It forms no part of my present purpose, said Mr. C., to 
enter into a consideration of the established policy of pro- 
tection.” Strong in the convictions, and deeply seated in 
‘the affe ë Of a large majority of the people of the 
self-Viiidicated, “in the “general 


‘United States, it stands: ‘se 
“prosperity, in the rich fruits which jt has ‘scattered over 
„the land, in the experience of all prosperous and power- 
ful nations, présent and past, and now in that of our own. 
Nor do I think it-necéssary fo discuss that policy on this 


vesolation. = Other gentlemen may think differently, and 
. ‘may choose ‘to’argueé and assail-it. If they do, T have no 
‘doubt that, in all parts of the Senate, members more com- 
petent'than Iam, will be ready to defend and support it. 
My object now is to limit myself to a presentation of cer- 
‘tain ‘views and principles connected with the present 
“firiancial condition of the country. 
-AUA considération of the state of the public revenue has 
‘become: necessary, in consequence of the near approach 


of the entire extinction of the public debt; and I concur! 


“with ‘you, sir, in believing that no season could be more 
appropriate than the present session of Congress to en- 
deavor to make~a satisfactory adjustment of the tariff. 
The public debt chiefly arose out of the late war, justly 
denominated the second contest for national indepen- 
dence. An act, commonly called the sinking fund act, 
s passed by ‘Congress near fifteen years ago, providing 
its reimbursement. That act was prepared and pro- 
‘fiend ‘of yours and mine, whose premature 
T$ Idss merely to bis native State, of which 
“he was one’ of its brightest ornaments, but to the whole 
nation.» ‘No man, with whom I ever had the honor to be 
associated inthe legislative councils, combined more ex- 


a unaffeetedly,:the’ effects of approach-: 


ve been the cause—-the ‘most unwilling cause, if I have’ 


the commencement of Mr- Monroe’s administration. Du- 
ring its continuance of eight years, owing to the embar- 
rassments of the treasury, the ten millions: were not 
regularly applied to the payment of the debt; and, upon 
the termination of that ‘administration, the treasury stood 
largely in arrear to the sinking fund. During the subse- 
quent administration of four years, wot only was the ten 
millions faithfully applied during each year, but- those 
arrears were Brought up, and all previous deficiencies 
made good. So that, when the present. administration 
began, á plain, unincumbered, and well-defined path lay 
directly before it! “Under the measures which have been 
devised, in the short term of fifteen years, the Govern- 
ment has paid nearly one hundred millions of principal, 
and about an equal sum of interest; leaving the small rem- 
nant behind of twenty-four millions. 

Of that remnant, thirteen millions consist .of the three 
per cent. stock created by the act of 1790, which the 
Government does not stand bound to redeem at any pre- 
scribed time, but which it may discharge whenever it suits 
its own convenience; and when it is discharged, it must 
be done by the payment of dollar for dollar. 1 cannot 
think, and, I should suppose, Congress can hardly þe- 
lieve, with the Secretary of the Treasury, that it would 
be wise to pay off a stock of thirteen millions, entitling 
its holders to but three per cent. with a capital of thir- 
teen millions, worth an interest of six per cent.—in other 
words, to take from the pockets of the people two dollars 
to pay one in the hands of the stockholder. 

The moral value of the payment of a national debt con- 
sists in the demonstration which it affords of the ability of 
a country to meet, and its integrity in fulfilling, all its 
engagements. That the resources of this country, in- 
creasing as it constantly isin population and wealth, are 
abundantly sufficient. to mect any debt which it may ever 
prudently contract, cannot be doubted. -And its punctu- 
ality and probity, from the period of the assumption, in 
1790, of the debt of the revolution, down to the present 
time, rest upon a solid and incontestable foundation. The 
danger, perhaps, is, not that it will not fairly meet its en- 
gagements, but that, from an inordinate avidity, arising 
from temporary causes, it may bring discredit upon itself 


“tensive and useful information, with’ more firmness: of by improvident arrangements, which no prudent man, in 


judgment.and blandness of manner, than did the lamented 
Mr: Lowndés.” ‘And when, in the prime of life, by the 
dispensation of an all-wise Providence, he was:taken from 
us, his country had reason to anticipate the greatest bene- 
fits from his wisdom and discretion. “By that act, an an- 
nual appropriation of ten millions of dollars was made 
‘towards the payment of the principal and inteřest of the 
public debt; and alsoany excess which might yearly be in 
the treasury, beyond two millions of dollars, which it was 
thought prudent to reserve for unforeseen exigencics. 
But this system’ of regular and. periodical application 
of public vevenue ‘to, the payment.of =the public debt, 
would have been unavailing, if Congress had neglected to 
provide the necessary ways and. means. © Congress did. 
not, however, neglect the performance of that duty.. By 
“various acts, and more especially by the tariff of 1824— 
“ the abused ‘tariff of 1824—the public coffers were amply 
replenished, and we have been enabled to reach our pre- 
ent proud eminence of financial prosperity. After Con- 
had thus abundantly provided funds, ‘and directed 
systemati¢al application, the duty remained to be 


* perf 


And “ho Executive and no administration can justly claim. 
for itself any other merit in the ‘discharge of thé public 


ed by the Executive was one. simply ministerial. | 


the management of his private affairs, would éver think of 
adopting. : 
Of the residuc of that twenty-four millions of debt, after 
deducting the thirteen millions of three per cent., less 
than two millions are due, and, of right, payable within 
the present yeir. If to that sum be added the moiety 
which becomes due on the 3ist of December next, of the 
four million four hundred and fifty-four thousand seven 
hundred and twenty-seven dollars, created by the act of 
26th May, 1824, we have but a sum of about four millions 
which the public treditor can lawfully demand, or which 
the Government is bound to pay, in the course of this year. 
If more is paid, it can only be done by anticipating the 
periods of its payment, and going into the public market 
to purchase the stock. ` Can it be doubted that, if you do 
sò, the vigilant holder of the stock, taking advantage of 
your anxiety, will demand a greater price than its value? 
Already we perceive that the three per cents. bave Hn 
The 
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derably, the public revenue. In making this inquiry, the 
first question which, presénts itself is, whether it is 
expedient to preserve the existing duties, in order to ac- 


cumulate a surplus in the treasury, for the purpose ofjlantic brethren;. 
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l of their most patriotic sons nobly fell fighting in the-com- 
mon-eause. But. they will also say that these. fraternal 
| and just sentiments ought to be reciprocated by their At- 
that these ought not to-be indifferent to 


subsequent distribution among the several: States. J think | the welfare of the West, and that they have the same ¢ol- 
not. If the collection, for the purpose of such a surplus; | lateral or indirect interest in its: success-and advancement 
is to be made from the pockets of one portion. of the peo-| that the West has in theirs. - That it does not ask internal 


ple, to. be ultimately returned to the same pockets, the 
process would be attended with the certain loss arising 
from the charges of: collection, and with the loss also of 
interest while the money is performing the unnecessary 
circuit; and it would, therefore, be unwise. 
collected from one portion of the people, and igiven to 
another, it would be unjust. If it is to bè given to the 
States in their corporate capacity, to be used by.them in 
their public expenditure, I know.ef no principle in the 
constitution which. authorizes the. Federal Government 
to become such a collector for the States, nor of any prin- 
ciple of safety or propriety which admits of the States 
becoming such recipients of gratuity from the General 
Government. ` 

The public revenue, then, should be regulated and 
adapted to the proper service of the General Government. 
It should be ample; for a deficit in the public income, al- 
ways to be deprecated, is sometimes attended, as we know 
well from history, and from what has happened in our 
own time, with fatal consequences. In a country so rapid- 
ly growing as this is, with such diversified interests, new 
wants and unexpected calls upon the public treasury must 
frequently occur. Take some examples from this ses- 
sion. The State of Virginia has presented a claim for 
an amount but little short of a million, which she press- 
«es with an earnestness demonstrating her conviction of 
its justice. The State of. South Carolina has also a 
claim for no inconsiderable sum, being upwards -of one 
hundred thousand dollars, which she urges with equal 
earnestness. The gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. 
Wirxrys] has brought forward a claim, arising out ofl 
French spoliations previous to the canvention.of 1800, 
which is perbaps not short of five millions, and, to some 
extent, I have no doubt it has -æ just foundation. In any 
provision of a public revenue, Congress ought so to fix it 
as to admit of the payment of honest and proper demands, 
which its justice cannot reject or evade. 

I hope, too, that, either in the adjustment of the public 
revenue, or, what would be preferable, in the appropria- 
tion of the proceeds of the. public lands, effectual and 
permanent provision will be made for such internal im- 
provements as may be sanctioned by Congress. This is 
due to the American people, and emphatically due to the 
Western people. Sir, temporary causes may exact a re- 
luctant acquiescence from the people of the West, in the 
suspension of appropriations to objects of internal improve- 
ment; but as certain as you preside in that chair, or as the 
sun performs its diurnal revolution, they will not be satis- 
fied with an abandonment of the policy. They will come 
here, and tell you, not in a tone of menace or supplication, 
but in the language of conscious right, that they must 
share with you in the benefits, as they divide with you the 
burdens and the perils of a common Government. They 
will say that they have no direct interest in the expendi- 
tures for the navy, the fortifications, nor even the army, 
those greatest absorbents of the public treasure. That 
they are not indifferent, indeed, to the safety and pros- 
perity of any part of our common country. On the con- 
trary, that every portion of the republic is indirectly, at 
least, interested in the welfare of the whole; and that they 
ever sympathize in the distresses, arid rejoice in the hap- 
piness of the most distant.quarter of the Union. And to 
demonstrate that they are not careless or indifferent to 
interests not directly their own, they may triumphantly 
and proudly appeal to the gallant part which they bore in 
the late war, and point to the bloody fields oh which some 


Hf it is to be] © 


| improvements to be exclusively confined to itself, but that 
jit may receive, in. common With the rest of the Union, a 
practical benefit in the only form compatible.with its in- 
terior condition. - mnan T eggina i pya 

the public Jands,: 


The appropriation of the proceeds of t 
or aconsiderablepoftion of them, to that object; would. 
be.a most natural and suitable disposition. And Ido hope, 
sir, that that great resource will be cherished and dedi- 
cated to some national. purpose worthy of the republic. 
Utterly opposed as, I trust, Congress will show itself to 
be to all the mad and wild schemes, but ‘to.that latest, 
but maddest and wildest of all, recommended by the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury, for squandering the public do- 
main, [hope it-will be preserved for the present: genera- 
tion and for posterity, as it has been received from our 
ancestors, a rich and bountiful inheritance, -Tn these hal- 
cyon days-of peace and plenty, and an: overflowing trea- 
sury, we-appear to embarrass ourselves in devising vision- 
ary schemes for casting away the bounties with which the 
goodness of Providence has blessed us. But, sir, the 
storm of war will come when we know not; the day of 
trial and difficulty will assuredly come, and now is the 
time, by a prudent forecast, to husband our resources, and 
this the greatest of them all. Let them not be hoarded. 
and hugged with a miser’s embrace, but liberally used. 
Let the public lands be administered in a generous spirit, 


and especially towards the States within. which they are 
situated. Let the proceeds of the sales. of the public 
lands be applied in a season of peace: to: some great ob- 
ject; and when war does come, by suspendiag that ap- 
plication of them during-its continuance, you will be at 
once put in possession of means for its vigorous. prosecu- 
tion. More than twenty-five years ago, when first I took 
a seat in this body, I was. told, bythe fathers of the Go- 
vernment, thattif we had any thing perfect in our institu- 
tions, it was the system for disposing of the public lands, 
and I was cautioned against rash innovations in it Sub- 
sequent experience fully satisfied me. of the wisdom of 
their counsels, and that all vital changes-in it ought to be 
resisted. : i . 
Although it may be impracticable to say what the ex- 
act amount of the public revenue should-be for the fu- 
ture, and what would be the precise produce of any given 
system of imposts, we may safely assume that the re- 
venue may now be reduced, and considerably reduced. 
This reduction may be effected in various ways, and on dif-. 
ferent principles. Only three modes shall now be noticed. 
Ist. To reduce the duties on all articles in the same 
ratio, without regard to the principle of protection. , 
_ 2d. To retain them on. unprotected articles, and aug- 
ment them on the protected articles. i 
And, Sd. To abolish and reduce the duties on unpro- 
tected articles, retaining and enforcing the faithful col- 
lection of those on the protected articles. _ ; 
To the first mode. there are insuperable objections... “It 
would lead inevitably to the destruction of our home manu- 
factures. It would establish a sort of bed of. Procrustes, 
by which the duties on al] articles should. be blindly mea- 
sured, without respect to their nature: or the extent of 
their consumption. And it would be derogatory from 
every. principle of theory. or practice on which the Go- 
vernment has hitherto proceeded. a 
-'The second would be still more objectionable to the foes 
of the tariff than either of the others, . But it cannot be 
controverted that, by augmenting considerably. the duties 
on the protected class, so as to carry them to the point, or 
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near. to: the. confines of absolute prohibition, the object] _ But if the system:be preserved, it-ought to be honest- 


in view, of effecting the. nécessary reduction of the- pub- 
lic. revenue, may be accomplished without touching: the 


ly, fairly, and faithfully.enforced. : That there do exist 
the most scandalous violations of it, and the grossest frauds 


duties on the unprotected. class.. ~The consequence of; upon the public revenue, in regard to some of the most 


such an-auginentation would be 4 great diminution in the 
importation: of the foreign ‘article, and of course in the 
duties: upon it... But against entire prohibition, except 
perhaps ina few: instances, I have been always, and still 
am, opposed. By-leaving the door open to the foreign 
rival article, the benefit is secured of a salutary competi- 
tion. If it be hermetically closed, the danger.is incurred 
of monopoly. ` 

The third mode is the most equitable and reasonable, 
and it presents’ an undebatable ground, on which I had 
hoped. we ‘could all safely tread without difficulty. It 
exacts no sacrifice of principle from the opponent of the 
American system; it comprehends none on the part of its 
friends. . The measure before you embraces this mode. 
It is simple,.and free from all complexity. It divides the 
whole subject: of impòsts according to its nature. It settles 
at once what ought not to be disputed,.and leaves to be 
settled hereafter, if necessary, what may. be controverted. 

A certain part of the South has hitherto complained 
that it pays a disproportionate amount of the imposts. If 
the complaint. be well-founded, by: the adoption of this 
measure.it will be relieved at once,.as will be hereafter 
shown, from at least: a fourth of its burdens. : The mea- 
sure is in conformity with the uniform practice of the Go- 
vernment from its. commencement, and with the pro- 
fessions. of all the eminent politicians of the South until 
of late. It assumes the right of the Government, in the 
assessment of duties, to discriminate between those arti- 
cles which sound policy requires it to foster, and those 
which it need not encourage. This has been the inva- 
riable principle on which the Government has proceeded, 
from the act of Congress of the 4th of July, 1789, down 
tothe .present time. And has it not been- admitted by 
almost. every prominent Southern politician? Has it not 
been even acknowledged by the fathers of the free trade 
church, in their late address, promulgated, from Phila- 
delphia, to:the people of the: United States? If we never 
hada system of foreign imposts, and were now called 
upon, for ‘the first time, to originate one, should we not 
discriminate between the objects: of our own industry, 
and those produced by foreigners? And is there any dif- 
ference in its application, between the modification of an 
existing system and the origination of a new one? If the 
gentlemen of the South, opposed to the tariff, were to 
obtain complete possession of the powers of Government, 
would they hazard their exercise upon any other princi- 
ple? If it be said that some of the articles which would, 
by this measiire, be liberated from duties, are luxuries, 
the #emark is equally true of some of the articles re- 
maining subject to:duties. . In the present advanced stage 
of comfort and civilization; it is not easy to draw the line 
between luxuries and ‘necessaries... It will, be ‘difficult 
to make the people believe that bohea tea is a luxury, and 
the article of fine broadcloths isa necessary of life: 

In stating that the. duties on the protected class ought 
to be retained, it has been far from my wish to preclude 
inquiry into their adequacy or propriety, If it can be 
shown that, in any-instance, they are excessive or dispro- 
portionately burdensome on any section of the Union, for 
one Iam ready to vote for their reduction or modification. 
The- system contemplatesan adequate protection; beyond 
that itis not necessary to go. Shortof that, its operation 
will be injurious to all parties: l 

The people of this country, or a large majority of them, 
expect that the system will be preserved. - And its aban- 


important: articles, cannot -be (doubted: As to iron, ob- 
jects really belonging to one denomination, to’ which a 
higher duty is attached,.are imported under another name, 
to whicha lower duty is assigned, and the law thus evaded. 
False invoices are made ‘as to woollens, and the classifica- 
tion into minimums is constantly eluded. The success of 
the American manufacture of cotton bagging has been 
such as that, by furnishing a ‘better and cheaper article, 
the bagging of Inverness and Dundee has been almost ex- 
cluded from the consumption of the States bordering on 
the Mississippi and its tributaries. There has not yet been 
sufficient time to fabricate and transport the article in 
necessary quantities from the Western States to the South- 
ern. Atlantic States, which therefore have been almost ex- 
clusively supplied from the Scottish manufactories. The 
payment of the duty is evaded by the introduction of the 
foreign fabric, under the name of burlaps, or some other 
mercantile phrase, and, instead of paying five cents the 
square yard, itis entered with a duty of only fifteen per 
cent. ad valorem. That this practice prevails, is demon- 
strated by the treasury report of the duties accruing on 
cotton bagging for the years 1828, 1829, and 1830. During 
the first year the amount was 137,506. dollars; the second, 
106,068 dollars; and the third, it sunk down to 14,141 
dollars! ; 

The time has arrived when, the inquiry ought to be sé- 
riously made, whether it be not practicable to arrest this 
illegitimate course of trade, and secure. the faithful exe- 
cution of the laws. No time could be more suitable than 
that at which it is contemplated to make a great reduction 
of the public revenue. ‘Two radical changes have pre- 
sented themselves to my mind, and which 1 will now 
suggest “for consideration and investigation. On such a’ 
subject, I would, however, seek from the mercantile com- 
munity and practical:men all the light which they are so 
capable of affording, and should be reluctant to act on 
my. own convictions, however strong. 

The first isto make a total change in the place of valua- 
tion. Now the valuation is made in foreign countries. 
We fix the duties, and we leave to foreigners to assess 
the value on articles paying ad valorem duties; that is, 
‘we prescribe the rule, and leave its execution to the fo- 
reigner, This. isan anomaly, I believe, peculiar to this 
country... It is. evident that the amount of duty payable 
on a given article subject to an ad valorem duty, may be 
effected as much by the fixation of the value, as by the 
specification of the duty. And, for all practical purposes, 
it would be just as safe to retain.to ourselves the ascer- 
tainment of the value, and leave to the foreigner to pre- 
scribe the duty, as it is to reserve to ourselves the right 
to deciare the duty, and allow to him the privilege to assess 
the value. i ; 

The effect of this vicious condition of the law has been 
to throw almost the whole import trade of the country, 
as to some important articles, into the hands of the fv- 
reigner. I have been informed that seven-cighths of the 
importation of woollens into the port of New York, where 
more is received than in all the other ports of the United 
States together, are in hishands. This has not proceeded 
from any want of enterprise, intelligence, or. capital, on 
the part of the American merchant; for, in these parti- 
culars, he is surpassed by the merchant of no country. 
It has resulted from his probity, his character, and his re- 
spect to the Jaws and institutions of his country~-a re- 
spect which does not influence the foreigner. Iam aware 


donment would: produce general surprise, spread desola-|that it is made by law the duty of the appraiser to ascer- 


tion. over the land; and occasion as great a shock as a 


tain the value of the goods.in certain cases. But what is 


_ declaration of war forthwith against the most powerful | his chief guide? It is the foreign invoice, made by whom 


nation of Europe. - 


he knows not, certainly by no person respensible to our 
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unfavorable balance must be made up by & remittance of 
the precious metals: to some extent. Accordingly, we 
find the existence of the other fact to which I allude, the 
high price of bills of exchangé on England. It is, there- | 
fore, fairly to be anticipated that the duties accruing this 
year will be less in amount than those of the past year. 
And I think it would’be unwise’ to rely upon our present 
information as ta the income of either of these two years 
as furnishing a safe guide for the future: The years 1829 
and 1830 will supply a surer criterion.” There isa re- 
markable coincidence in the amount-of the receipts into 
the treasury during those two years, it having beei the 
first from. all sources $24,827,627 38, and the ‘second 
$24,844,116 51, differing only about $17,000. , 

“The modė recommended by the Secretary for the modi- 
fication of the tariff, is to reduce no part of the duties on 
the unprotected articles prior to March, 1833, and then 
to retain a considerable portion of them. And as to the 
protected class, he would make a gradual but prospective 
reduction of the duties. The effect of this would be to 
destroy the protecting systein by a slow but certain poison. 
The object being to reduce the revenue, every descend- 
ing degree in the scale of his plan of gradual reduction, 
by letting in more of the foreign article to displace the 
domestic rival fabric, would increase the revenue, and 
beget a necessity for further and further reduction of du- 
ties, until they would: be ‘carried so low as to end in the 
entire subversion of the system of protection. , 

For the reasons which have been assigned, it would, I 
think, be unwise in Congress at this time to assume, for 
the future, that there would be a greater amount of nett 
annual revenue, from all sources, including the public 
lands, than $25,000,000. Deducting from that sum the 
amount of seven millions which it has been supposed 
ought to be subtracted, if the resolution before you 
should be adopted,. there would remain $18,000,000 as 
the probable revenue of future years. This includes the 
sum of three millions. estimated: as the future annual re- 
ceipt from the sale of the public lands—an estimate which 
I believe will be demonstrated by experience to be much 
too large. “ 

If a reduction so large as seven millions be made at this 
session; and if the necessary measures be also adopted to 
detect and punish frauds, and ensure a faithful execution 
of the laws, we may safely make a temporary pause, and 
await the development of the effect upon the revenue of 
these arrangements: That the authority of the laws 
should be vindicated, all ought to agree. Now, the 
fraudulent importer, after an exposuré of his fraud, by a 
most strange treasury construction of the law, (made, I 
understand, however, not by the present. Secretary,) 
eludes all punishment, and is only required to pay those 
very duties which he was originally bound for, but which 
he dishonestly sought to evade. Other measures, with 
a view to a further reduction of the revenue, may be 
adopted. In some instances, there might be an augmenta- 
tion of duties for that purpose. I will mention the article 
of foreign distilled spirits. In no other country upon 
earth is there’ so much of the foreign article imported. as 
in this. The duties ought to be doubled, and the revenue 
thereby further reduced from $6,000,000 toa million. The 
public morals, the grain-growing country, the fruit-raising, 
and the cane-planting country, would be all benefited by 
rendering the duty prohibitory. 1 have not proposed the 
measure, because it, perhaps, ought. to originate in the 
other House. a AAA es 
- That the measure which I have proposed may be adopt- 
ed without interfering with the plan of the Seċretary of 
the Treasury for the payment of the public debt by the 
4th of March next, I will now proceed to show. The 
Secretary estimates that the receipts of the present year, 
after meeting all other just engagements, will leave asur- 
plus of fourteén millions applicable to the payment of the 


laws. And, if its fairness-be contested, they will bring 
you cart loads of certificates, and affidavits from unknown, 
persons, to verify its exactness, and the first cost of the 
article. b : . 

Now, sir, it séems to mie that this is a staté of things 
to which we should. promptly apply an efficacious reme- 
dy; and no other appears to me, but that of taking into 
our own haiids both parts of the operation, thé ascertain- 
ment of the value as well as the duty to-be paid on the 
goods. If it be said that ‘we might have, in different 

“ports, different rules, the answer is, that there could be 
no diversity greater than that to which we are liable from 
the fact of the valuation being now made in all the ports 
of foreign countries from which we make our importa- 
tions; and that it is better to have the valuations made 
by persons responsible to our own Government, and 
regulated by one head, than by unknown foreigners, stand- 
ing under no responsibility whatever to us. f 

The other change to which I allude, is to reduce the 
credits allowed for the payment of duties, and to render 
them uniform. It would- be better, if not injurious to 
commerce, to abolish them altogether. Now we have 
various periods. of credit graduated according to the dis- 
tance of the foreign port, and the nature. of the trade. 
These credits operate as so much capital, on which the 
foreign merchant can sometimes make several adventures 
before the arrival of the day of payment. There is no 
reciprocal advantage afforded to the American merchant, 
I believe, in any foreign port. As we shall probably 
abolish or reduce greatly the duties on all articles import- 
ed from beyond the Cape of Good Hope, on which the 
longest credits are allowed, the moment would seem to 
be propitious for restricting the other credits in such man- 
ner, that whilst they afforded a reasonable facility to the 
merchant, they should not supply the foreigner, at the 
instance of the public, with capital for his mercantile ope- 
rations. If the laws can be strictly enforced, and some 
such alterations as have been suggested can be carried 
into effect, it is quite probable that a satisfactory reduc- 
tion may be made of the duties upon some of the articles 
falling within the system of. protection. -And, without 
impairing its principle, other modes of relief may possi- 
bly be devised to some of those interests upon which it is 
supposed to press most heavily. 

There remains one view to present to the Senate in 
respect to the amount of reduction of the revenue which 
will be produced by the proposed measure if adopted, 
and its influence upon the payment of the public debt 
within the time suggested by the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury. The estimate which I havé made of that amount is 
founded upon treasury returns prior to the late reduction 
of duties on tea, coffee, and-cocoa. Supposing the duties 
on wines and silks to be reduced: as low as 1 think they 
may be, the total amount of revenue with which the pro- 
posed measure will dispense, will be about $7,000,000. 
The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the receipts of 
the present year from all sources at $30,100,000, and he 
supposes those of the next year will be of an equal 
amount. He acknowledges that the past year has been 
one of extraordinary commercial activity; but on what 
principles does he’anticipate that the present will also be? 
The history of our commerce demonstrates that it alter- 
nates, and that a year of intemperate speculation is usu- 
ally followed by one of more guarded importation. . That 
the importations of the past year have been excessive, I 
believe is generally confessed, and is demonstrated by 
two unerring facts. The first is, that the imports have 
exceeded the exports by about seventeen millions of dol- 
lars. Whatever may be the qualifications to which the 
theory of the balance of trade may be liable, it may be 
safely affirmed that when the aggregate of the importa- 
tions from all foreign countries exceeds the aggregate of 
the exportations to all foreign countries considerably, the 
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ipal of the debt. = With this sum, eight millions | new and most gratifying condition of our affairs?. Upwards 


rir 

P ieh he proposes tọ derive from the sale of the bank-| of $12,000,000 -per annum, nearly one-half of the entire 
stock, and two millions..which he would: anticipate from|amount of the public debt, will (when the debt is paid) 
the revenue of the next year, he suggests that the whole |cease to be a charge upon the country, and to this extent, 
> of the debt remainingmay: be discharged by the. time in-|at.Jeast, the people- have a. right to expect an immediate 


dicated. . The fourteen millions, I understand, (although |réduction of their burdens. -But what does the resolution 
on this subject the. report is not perfectly explicit,) are|now before us propose? That. duties to the amount: of 
recéipts anticipated this year from duties. which accrued | only six-or.seven millions should be taken off, and. that 
last'year. If this be the Secretary’s meaning, it is evident|the reduction shall be- exclusively confined to. articles 
that che wants no part of the duties which may accrue| which do not enter into competition with similar articles 
during the’ current year to execute his plan. But if his| produced at home; in other words, sir, that articles of 
meaning be that the fourteen millions will be composed | universal. consumption, and in relation to which every 
in part of. dtities accruing and payable within the present} class of the people, and. every portion of the country, 
year, then the measure proposed might prevent the pay- | contribute equally, should be rélieved entirely from all 
ment of the whole of the remnant of the debt by the|taxation, while the high duties on the protected. articles 
exact day which has been stated. If, however, the entire | were to remain untouched. Ina word, that the bands of 
seven millions, embraced by the resolution on your table, |that mammoth system of injustice and oppression (he 
were subtracted from the fourteen, it would still leave| meant no offence, but he spoke as he felt) were to re- 
him seven millions, besides the bank stock, to be applied | main unrelaxed—-a system which was felt and acknow- 
tothe debt, and that, of itself, would be three millions ledged in one quarter of the country as a boon anda 
more than can be propertly applied tothe object in the|}bounty, and in another as- an insupportable burden--a 
course of this year, as I have already endeavored to show. | system which, (in the language of the Senator from 
I came here, sir, most anxiously desiring that an ar- Kentucky, ) if it had ‘scattered its rich fruits’? over any 
rangement of the public revenue should be made; which,/ portion of the land, had visited others with its consuming 
without sacrificing any of the great interests of the coun- } curses. 
try, would reconcile and satisfy all its parts. I thought}. It could not be denied that the true question here pre- 
I perceived in the class of objects not produced within|sented was, whether the protecting system was to be 
the country, a field on which we could all enter, in a true} wholly unteuched, and to be riveted upon the. country 
and genuine spirit of compromise and harmony, and agree | beyond all Ropė of relief.. And, in this aspect of the ques- 
upon an amicable adjustment. Why should it not be done? | tion, he must solemnly declare that he considered it as 
Why should those who are opposed to the American | one involving the prosperity, he could say pregnant with 
system demand of its friends an unconditional surrender?! the future destinies of this country; for, however this 
Our common object should be so to reduce the public re- | system may have operated elsewhere, it was the deep and 
venue as to relieve the burdens of the people, if indeed | settled conviction of those whom he represented, that it 
the people of this country can be truly said to be bur-ihad acted upon them as a blight and a pestilence, blasting 
dened: The Government must have a certain amount of|the fairest fields on which the eye of man had ever 
revenue, and that amount must be collected from the im- | rested. 


ports. - Is it material to the consumer, wherever situated, 
whether the-collection be made upon a few or many ob- 
jects, provided, whatever be the mode, the amount of his 


The gentleman from Kentucky had intimated that he 
had hoped that his. proposition might have presented a 
common ground on which all parties ‘might have met. 


contribution to the public exchequer remains the same? | But how was it possible for gentlemen to suppose that we 


If the assessment can be made on objects which will 
greatly benefit large portions of the Union, without injary 
to him, why should he object to the selection of those 
objects? Yes, sir, I came here, in a spirit of warm 


should mect on ground which involved.no concession 
whatever to our views, but which proposed to maintain 
the protecting system in all its unmitigated rigor, thus 
aggravating, instead of diminishing, the inequality and in- 


attachment to all parts of our beloved country, with aljustice of which we so strongly and so justly complained? 


lively solicitude to restore and preserve its harmony, and 
with a firm determination to pour oil and balm into exist- 
ing wounds, rather than further to lacerate them. For 
the truth and sincerity of these declarations, I appeal to 
Him whom none can deceive. I expected to be met by 
corresponding dispositions, and hoped that our delibera- 
tions, guided by fraternal sentiments and feelings, would 
terminate in diffusing contentment and satisfaction through- 
out the land. And that such may be ‘the spirit presiding 
over them, and such their issue, I yet most fervently hope. 

When Mr, Cray took his seat, _ i 

Mr. HAYNE rose. He did not rise, he said, to enter 
at this time into the discussion of the question. Perhaps 
he should riot, -at any time, be disposed to follow the gen- 
tleman through the wide field which he had occupied. 
He certainly had no such intention now: he rose merely 
to make a motion, and should, inthe fewest words possi- 
ble, state the reasons which had induced him to do so. 

Thé question presented by the resolution, Mr. H. said, 
was not only one of deep interest to the whole country, 
but hé was. persuaded it was by far the most important 
that could command the attention of Congress during the 
present session. The period.so long and so anxiously 
looked for and desired, had at length arrived. The pub- 
lic debt was paid, for so gentlemen on all sides had agreed 
to consider it; and the question necessarily arose, what 
adjustment of the tariff of duties was to be made in this 


‘The gentleman had, indeed, said that the propriety of 
some reduction might, perhaps, hereafter. be considered; 
not now, however, when the debt was about to be paid, 
and the tariff readjusted and fixed on a permanent basis, 
but at some future and ‘*‘ more convenient season.” But 
what hope is to be built on this declaration, when the 
gentleman, in the very same breath, tells us that no con- 
siderable or sudden reduction could ever take place. No, 
that would-be destruction; and as to the gradual and 
moderate reduction recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, that would be even worse than the other; it 
would, said the gentleman, be a slow and sure poison, 
leading to inevitable destruction. It follows, then, clearly, 
that we are to have no reduction of the protecting duties 
whatever, either now, or at any future period. In this 
view of the-question, he must repeat that he considered 
it the most awfully momentous subject that had ever been 
presented in the course of the history of this Government; 
and, believing that it required the greatest deliberation, 
he wished the attention of the Senate to be scriously call- 
ed to it, that it might be maturely considered, and wisely 
decided. Inthe presence of this august body, and before 
his God, he would repeat his deep conviction that the 
consequences to grow out of the adjustment of this great 
question involved the future destinies of this country; and 
in order that we should approach it with wary steps and 
becoming caution, he would now move that the further 
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consideration of the resolution should be postponed to,|guments in favor of the American system; «that. the 
and made the order of the day for Monday next. . | protecting. policy stands self-vindicated; that it has 

The motion was agreed to. | ; “scattered. its rich fruits over the whole land, and is. sus- 
tained by the expérience of all powerful and prosperous 
nations.” Sir, we meet these positions at once by assert- 
ing, on our part, that the protecting system stands self- 
condemned; condemned in our own country, by the deso- 
lation which has followed in its train, and the discontents 
it has produced—condemned by the experience of all the 
world, and the alrnost unanimous opinion.of enlightened 
men in modern times. And: now,. having. fairly joined 
issue with the gentleman,- we might. put ourselves Upon 
the country, and submit'the case. without argument; nor 
should I have any. fears for the. result, if the issue was to 
be tried and decided by an impartial tribunal, free from 
the disturbing influence of popular prejudice and delu- 
sion, and the strong bias of interests, personal, pecuniary, 
and political. ` But, situated as we are; I feel and acknow- 
ledge the necessity of making out our case to the con- 
viction of this assembly, and-the satisfaction of the coun- 
try.. We are seeking relief from an abiding evil—redress 
from an existing wrong. We cannot stand where we are. 
We cannot, like the gentleman from Kentucky, rest on 
mere unsupported assertions. We must submit our proofs, 
and maintain our positions if we can. It is greatly to be 
regretted, however, that the gentleman has-not seen’ fit to 
presént some of the strongest arguments in favor of his 
policy, assuch a course might have directed our inquiries 
to a few leading points, instead of making:it necessary. for 
us to wander at large through the wide field of argument 
presented by the protecting system. The gentleman, 
however, has so far favored us as to specify two of the ad- 
vantages which he asserts have been derived from it in 
this country, and in our day; and 1 am perfectly willing to 
try the merifs of the system by these tests which‘he has 
himself proposed. They shall, if the gentleman pleases, 
constitute the standard by which. its true character shall 
be determined. In the first place, then, the gentleman 
asserts, ““ that the much abused policy of 1824 (the pro- 
tecting tariff of that year) has-filled our coffers, and 
enabled us to pay off-the public debt,” a debt of one hun- 
dred millions of dollars of principal, and one hundred mil- 
lions of dollars of interest. Now, sir, if any, thing is 
capable of demonstration, it may be demonstrated. that 
the protecting system could not, by possibility, have con- 
tributed, in the slightest degree, to produce this result. 
One would suppose, indeed, that the very last merit which 
would be ascribed to this system, was its tendency to.fill 
the “public coffers.”. It is, unquestionably, to a tariff, 
arranged and adjusted with a single eye to Tevenue, that 
we ate ‘to. look fór: such a result. The object of a pro- 
tecting tariff, as such, certainly is to diminish or exclude 
importations, and of course to lessen the amount of the 
revenue derived from duties. The very end and aim of 
such a system is to substitute for the imported article, 
paying taxes to Government, the domestic article paying 
satisfy the expectations of those, if any. such there be,/none—to transmuté the duty into a bounty to the manu- 
who have come here to witness the graces of oratory, orj facturers; and just so far as this end is attained, that is to 
to be delighted with the charms of eloquence. I would!say, just so far-as the tariff is protective, must it cut off 
not, sir, on this occasion. play the orator if I could. 1/the public revenue. Do we not all remember that the 
came here to-day for higher and far nobler purposes. 1|Ieading argumcnt in favor of the protecting provisions of 
stand on’this floor as one of the representatives of a high-jthe tariff of 1824 was, that they were necessary ‘to put 
minded, generous, and confiding ‘people, whose dearest} down a ruinous foreign competition?” and did not one of 
rights and interests Iam now to vindicate and maintain. jthe fathers of that bill publicly declare.‘ that the vital 
In such a situation, I would lose every thought of myself! principle of the system was, that the nation should com- 
in the greatness of the cause. Confiding in the indulgence | mand its own consumption, and.that when the nation did 
of the Senate, and deeply sensible of my inability to dojcommand its own consumption, importations and imposts 
justice to the important subject embraced in these resolu-{ would cease?’ Sir, there are two distinct features in the 
tions, I shall proceed at once, in the plain, unadorned lan- | tariff of 1824—-revenue and protection. - It is the former 
guage of soberness arid třuth, to the examination of the that has filled your coffers, and paid:off the public debt; 
question before us. ` : i ~ land, so far as the latter has operated at all, it must have 

The gentleman from Kentucky set out with the declara-| diminished the revenue, and delayed the extinction of that 
tion that he did not deem it necessary. to offer any ar-|debt. Sir, Twill put it to the candor of the gentleman, 


` 


- Tuunspay, JANUARY 12: 


This day’s sitting was spent in acting on petitions, reso- 
lutions, and private bills. 


-Fripay, January 13. 


After the transaction of some private business, and 
spending a considerable time with closed doors, 
The Senate adjourned to Monday: 


` Moypay, January 16-. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate, according to the order of the day, took up 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Crax on the 
10th instant: z < ; k 

Resolved, That the existing duties upon articles import- 
ed from foreign countries, and not coming into competi- 
tion with similar articles made or produced within the 
United States, ought to be forthwith abolished, except 
the duties upon wines and silks, and that. those ought to 
be reduced; and that the CommitteeZon. Finance be in- 
structed to report a bill accordingly. . 

Mr. HAYNE moved the following modification of the 
resolution: — : : 

Strike out all after the word ‘“‘countries,” and insert as 
follows: ‘be so reduced that the amount of the, public 
revenue shall be sufficient to’ defray the expenses of Go- 
vernment according to their present scale, after thé pay- 
ment of the public debt; and that, allowing a reasonable 
time for the gradual reduction of the present high duties 
on the articles coming into competition with similar arti- 
cles made or produced within the United States, the duties 
be ultimately equalized, so that the duty on no article 
shall, as compared’ with the value of. that article, vary 
materially from the general average.” an 

Mr. HAYNE addressed the Senate in support of his 
proposition as follows: l f 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] commenced 
his remarks a few days ago, by complaining of the ad- 
vances of age, and mourned the decay of his eloquence, 
so eloquently as to prove that it was still in full vigor. 
He then went on, sir, to make a most able and ingenious 
argument, amply sustaining his high reputation as an ac- 
complished orator. 

With this example before me, Mr. President, said Mr. 
H., Lam almost deterred from offering” any- apology, lest 
1 should create expectations which it.will certainly not be 
in my power to gratify. And yet, perhaps, it may be 
permitted to one so humble as myself to say that it be- 
longs not to me at any time, or under any circumstances, 
and, least of all, at this moment, and on this occasion, to 
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had"been less, the revenge would not have been greater, 
and.that, too; without adding to, but, on ‘the contrary, 
diminishing the burdens ‘of the people, since they would 
have dined ‘the articles of Teir coùsumption ‘in in- 
creased quantities; and at a cheaper rate, and been re- 
lieved from the heavy tax which they have been compelled 
to pay to thé American fnanufacturers.- Why, sit, the 
policy of 1824 actually taxed to prohibition a large amourit 
of goods formerly imported, From a report made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in January, 1830, it appears 
that these prohibited articles amount to about eight mil- 
lions of dollars per annum, being near one-sixth part of 
the whole of-our imports. Has this part of the policy 
contributed to fill your coffers? Sir, the case is too plain 
for further argument; and tried by this test, the policy 
must be utterly condemned.  ' Reece ae 
The next test by which the gentlernan proposes to try 
this system, is “the rich fruits which it has scattered over 
the country.”? Sir, where are they to be found? ` Is it in 
the West? J appeal to the gentlemen from that quarter. 


ether, if the protecting duties under the tariff ‘of 1824 freight eqüal to the first cost. ‘It is perfectly clear, there- 


fore, that Kentucky has not: realized the promised bless- 
ings of the protecting system; and, I am told that this is 
substantially true of the whole West. But, sir, ifthe West 
has gained nothing by ‘the system, she has had her share 
of the taxes which it imposés—slie has paid her propor- 
tion of duties to thé Government, and bounties to the ma- 
nufacturers, and, in consequence of the dire calamities 
which the system has inflicted on the South, blasting our 
commerce, and withering our “prosperity, the West has 
very nearly been deprived of her:best customer.” When 
the policy of ’24 went into operation, the South was sup- 
plied from the West, through a single avenue, (the Saluda 
Mountain Gap,) with live stock, horses, cattle, and hogs, 
to the amount of considerably upwards of a million of dol- 
lars a year. Under the pressure of the system, this trade 
has regularly been diminishing. It has already fallen off 
more than one-half; and from an authentic return, now be- 
fore me, it appears that it has been further diminished near 
one hundred and fifty.thousand dollars during the last year. 
So much for the rich blessings bestowed upon the West 


We have heard a great deal of the flourishing condition of| by the protecting system. 


the manufacturing establishments elsewhere; but where 
are the manufacturing villages, the joint stock companies, 
the splendid dividends, and other evidences of prosperity 
to be found in the West? `I submit it to the candor of the 
gentlemen, whether thë benefits of the protecting system, 
so far as the West is concerned, do not Test still in hope— 
whether the system would be sustained a day, if it were not 
for its supposed connexion with internal improvements— 
whether it is not indebted for its. popularity in that quar- 
ter, to the unhappy, the fatal marriige between the tariff 
and internal improvements——a union which I yet hope to 
see dissolved. 
riage; and surely those whom God hath not joined, man 
may put asunder. Sir, there are, doubtless, some flou- 
rishing manufactories scattered here and there throughout 
the Western country—chiefly confined, however, to Situa- 
tions beyond the reach of foreign competition, and owing 
nothing to the protecting system. But the West has not 
been rendered prosperous by these establishments. Iap- 
peal confidently to their actual condition at this time. With 
regard to the gentleman’s own State, I will apply a test 
which cannot deceive us. When the policy of ’24 was 
before Congress, the Senator from Kentucky stood forth 


as its champion, and it was my lot to attempt to answer his | 


arguments. It is true, sir, that his speech was made in 
the other House, and mine on this floor; but his argument 
had been sent forth as the manifesto of the party—it was 
printed in pamphlet, and laid on the tables of the Senators; 
and, embodying the views of the tariff party, it was im- 
possible for me to pass it over. I well remember, there- 
fore, that, ón that occasion, the gentleman argued that 
Kentucky’ was to participate in the protecting system, by 
raising large quantities of hemp, and supplying the South- 
ern States with cotton bagging; and he strongly insisted 
that she was then only prevented from so doing, by the 
ruinous competition of the inconsiderable Scotch towns of 
Inverness and Dundee. And what is it, sir, that we hear 
now, after the lapse of eight years? The old story 
repeated. ` Kentucky still deprived of the benefits of the 
protecting system by those’ formidable riyals, Inver- 
ness and Dundee.. They still constitute ‘* the lion 
in the path,” and foreign manufactures ever will be 
“a lion in the path” to those whose prosperity depends on 
the protecting system. We know that the manufacture of 
cotton bagging is a simple process, requiring hardly any 
skill or capital, and yet the great State of Kentucky can- 
not get along with it, in consequence of the formidable 
rivalship of two miserable Scotch towns, the inhabitants 
of which are said to be so poor.and destitute that they dre 
obliged to import their. fuel, and send- tó Dantzic, twelve 


It was a left-handed—-an unlawful mar-| 


We come now to the South. If any portion of the rich 
fruits of this system have been scattered there, they have 
not fallen under my observation. ` Sir, we know them not 
—-we see them not-—-we feel them not. ` It-may be sup- 
posed, however, that we are too full of prejudice, or too 
ungrateful, to acknowledge the blessings it has bestowed 
uponus. Sir, we have heard of men having honor thrust 
upon them, and perhaps there may be such a thing as hav- 
ing benefits thrust upon an unwilling people: yet I should 
think that, even in such a case, they would soon become 
reconciled to their lot, and submit to their fate with a good 
grace. But [ assure the gentleman that the condition of 
the South is not merely one of unexampled depression, 
but of great and all-pervading distress. In my own State, 
the unhappy change which has within a few years past 
taken place in the public prosperity, is of the most appal- 
ling character. If we look at the present condition of our 
cities, (and I will take Charleston by way of example,) we 
find every where the mournful evidence of premature de- 
cay. Sir, the crumbling memorials of our former wealth 
and happiness too eloquently teach us that, without some 
change in your policy, the days of our prosperity ‘‘ are 
numbered.” Sir, itis within my own experience, that, in 
the devoted city in which my lot has been cast, a thriving 
foreign commerce was, within a few years past, carried 
on direct. to Europe. We had native merchants, with 
large capitals, engaged in the foreign trade. We had 
thirty or forty ships, many of them built, and all owned, 
in Charleston, and giving employment to a numerous and 
valuable body of mechanics and tradesmen. . Look at the 
state of things now! Our merchants bankrupt or driven 
away-—their capital sunk or transférred to other pursuits— 
our shipyards broken up—our ships all sold! yes, sir, I 
am told the very last of them was, a few months ago, 
brought to the hammer—our mechanics in despair; the 
very grass growing in our streets, and houses falling into 
ruins; real estate reduced to one-third part of its value, and 
rents almost to nothing. The commerce, which we are 
still permitted to enjoy, diverted from its proper channels, 
carried on with borrowed capital, and through agents sent 
among us, and maintained by the tariff policy, bearing off 
their profits to more favored lands, eating out our sub- 
stance, and leaving to our own people the miserable crumbs 
which fall from the table of their prosperity. If we fly 
from the city to the country, what do we there behold? 
Fields abandoned; the hospitable mansions of our fathers 
deserted; agriculture drooping; our slaves, like their mas- 
ters, working harder, and faring worse; the planter striv- 
ing with unavailing efforts to avert the ruin which is be- 
fore him. ‘It has often been my lot, sir, to see the once 


hundred miles up the Baltic, for their hemp, paying aj thriving planter reduced to despair, cursing his hard fate, 
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gathering up the small remnants of 
and, with his wife and his'little ones, tearing himself from 
the scenes of his childhood, and the bones of his ancestors, 
to seek, in the wilderness, that reward for his industry, of 
which your fatal policy has deprived him. 

Sir, when we look at our fertile fields, and consider the 
genial climate with which God has blessed the South— 
when we contemplate the rare felicity of our position, as 
the producers of an article which, under a system of free 
trade, would command the markets of the world—is it not 
enough to fill our hearts almost to bursting to-find the 
richest blessings that an indulgent Providence ever show- 
ered down upon the heads of any people, torn from us by 
the cruel policy of our own Government, to find the boun- 
ties of Heaven thus blasted by the hand of man? - Sir, E will 
not deny that there are other causes besides the tariff 
which have contributed to produce the evils which T have 
depicted. ‘Trade can, to some extent, be carried on with 
greater facility at New York, and cotton may be raised 
more profitably in-Alabama; but these advantages would 
not have broken up the commerce or depressed the agri- 
culture of South Carolina, while an unrestricted inter- 
course with foreign nations enabled us to realize the most 
moderate profits! Men do not quit their accustomed em- 
ployments, or the homes of their fathers, for any small 
addition to their profits. It is only when restriction has 
reached a point which leaves the door still open to one, 
while it closes it against the other, that this result is pro- 
duced; and, therefore, itis, that a rapid transfer of capital 
and population is now added to the other evils with which 
the old States are afflicted. 

In this condition of the country, where is there to be 
found a fulfilment of the promises held out to the South 
in 1824? We were then told that we had mistaken the 
true character of this system. We were entreated only 
totry it fora short time. We were told that the taxesim- 
posed on foreign articles would be but temporary; that 
the manufactures would want protection but for a short 
time-~only to give them a start--and that they would soon 
be able to stand alone. We were to have had a double 


his broken fortune, | have heard, the rich fruits of the system have been scat- 


tered in this quarter with a profuse hand. We are told 
that manufacturing establishments have sprung up every 
where as if by enchantment. Thriving towns and. beauti- 
ful villages cover the whole face of the land. Millions of 
capital have been withdrawn from other pursuits, and in- 
vested in manufactures. Joint stock companies are re- 
ceiving enormous dividends; and the people (at least in 
the neighborhood of the establishments -built up and 
sustained by the system) are rejoicing in a prosperity un- 
exampled in the history of the world. But, sir, in the 
midst of this universal joy, we hear occasionally the voice 
of lamentation. and complaint. There are those north of 
the. Potomac, wise, and experienced, and patriotic men, 
well acquainted, too, with the actual condition of things, 
who tell us that this apparent prosperity is In a great 
measure delusive; that the system has operated in building 
up a favored class at the expense of the rest of the com- 
Munity; that it has, in fact, made the ‘rich richer, and 
the poor poorer.” I have before me several statements, 
all going to prove these assertions, as to several of the 
most flourishing manufacturing establishments of the North. 
I will trouble the Senate with but one of them, and that 
merely by way of illustration. The article is from the pen 
of one of the ablest political economists in the Union— 
one who has laid his country under a lasting debt of 
gratitude. 

{Mr. Hayne here read a statement from the Banner of 
the Constitution, proving that a flourishing cotton manu- 
factory at the Falls Village, in New Hampshire, was, from 
their own showing, maintained by a tax on the community, 
exceeding the entire profits of the establishment by 
$101,000 per annum; and that, if a purse was made up, 
and every operative man, woman, and child paid.one 
hundred. dollars per annum for standing idle or turning 
grindstones, the public would be gainers by $101,000 
annually. ] i 

It will be seen, therefore, that, with regard to some, at 
least, ofour most flourishing manufacturing establishments, 
the profits derived are drawn from the pockets of the 


market for our cotton--high prices, reviving commerce, | people. * But, it will be said, “here isa case in which the 
and renewed prosperity. Sir, after the experience of| South participates in the bounty; here isa home market 
four years, the tariff of °28 came up for consideration, by | found for three thousand bales of Carolina cotton.” Sir, 
which the protecting system was to be further extended! I seize the opportunity to dispel forever the delusion, that 
and enlarged. And what was found to have been the re-| the South can derive any compensation in a home market 
sult of four years’ experience at the South? Nota hope! forthe injurious operations of the protecting system. The 
fulfilled, not one promise performed—and our condition! case before us affords a striking illustration of this truth. 
infinitely worse than it had been four’ years before. Sir, | The value of the raw material is about one-fourth. part of 
the whole South rose up as one man, and protested against! the manufactured article. Now if the cotton goods 
any further experiment with this fatal system. The whole] manufactured at the Falls Village were imported from 
of the representatives of seven States, Virginia, North Ca-| England, instead of being made in New Hampshire, we 
rolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, andj should find a market for twelve thousand bales of our 
Tennessee, (with, I believe, but three dissenting voices, )| cotton instead of three; so that, instead of gaining a market 
recorded their votes against that bill. Sir, do not gentle-| for three thousand bales of cotton, we have lost a market 
men find in this fact some evidence of the dangerous cha-: of nine thousand. The home market for our cotton is 
racter of that legislation on which this system is based?) not a new, or additional, but a substituted market. If the 
Can it be wise—can it be just—can it be prudent—to adopti trade were free, the goods manufactured in this country 
and enforce a policy so essentially sectional in its charac-j; would be imported from England, and paid for in our 
ter? Can we hope for harmony, peace, and concord, while; cotton; but, in cutting off the imports, you, of course, to 
enforcing a system against which an entire section of your; the same extent, diminish our exports. Now suppose, to 
country so strongly revolts? Itis the essential principle! make this matter too plain for cavil or dispute, that we 
of the representative system, that a mutual sympathy of' | exported to Great Britain one hundred thousand bales of 
feeling and of interest should bind together the people/ cotton, worth {at thirty dollars. bale) three millions of 
and their rulers; and it may be worthy of profound reflec-| dollars, and that we received in exchange three millions 
tion how far that principle is essentially preserved by aj of dollars worth of British cotton goods.- How much of 
scheme of legislation, under which the feelings and inte-| our cotton would it take to manufacture these goods? 
rests of so large a portion of the country are outraged and| Why, just twenty-five thousand bales, while the remaining 
trampled on, when taxes are imposed, not by the repre-| seventy-five thousand would be disposed of on the conti- 
sentatives of those who are to bear the burdens, but of| nent. But suppose the importation of these goods pro- 
those who are to receive the bounty. ` hibited, in order that they should be made at home, what 

Now, sir, let us turn our attention to the North. Andi portion of this cotton would find a home market? Only 
here I cannot speak from my own knowledge, but I am| twenty-five thousand bales, and the remaining seventy- 
free to confess that if we are to credit the accounts wel five thousand must be left on our‘hands. Thus, it will 
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beseen that the effect of substituting a home market in 
the ‘place of a foreign market for our cotton, would be to 
deprive us entirely of a market for’ three-fourths of our 
productions. ‘This result is inevitable, unless the domestic 
manufacturer can efter into competition with the British 
in foreign markets—an idea altogether too extravagant to 
be worthy of serious notice; for surely if any thing can 
be considered. certain; we may safely assume that articles 
which cannot be manufactured at home, without a pro- 
tecting duty of from fifty to one hundred per cent., cannot 
enter into competition with foreign manufactures in the 
markets of the world, where they will, of course, have 
no ‘protection whatever. But to return to the condition 
of the North under: the protecting policy. If the rich 
fruits of the system in that qitarter were greater even than 
they are alleged’ to be, ‘I should still think that they have 
been purchased at too deara rate. It has even there 
depressed our commerce, disturbed all the relations of 
society, and had a tendency to produce that inequality of 
fortunes: which may, one day. or other, be fatal to the 
liberties of this country. — 

` Surveying, with the feelings of an American, the actual 
condition of things, I should certainly be disposed to ex- 
change all the blessings which the protecting system has 
produced, ¢ven in New England, for those which it has 
destroyed. In the place of the splendid villages, flourish- 
ing manufactories, joint stock companies, and lordly pro- 
prietors, clothed in fine linen, and faring sumptuously 
every day, as a patriot, I should be disposed to say, give 
me back the ships which have been destroyed, the mer- 
chants which have been reduced to bankruptcy, the sailors 
that have been forced into foreign service, the ‘* plunder- 
ed ploughmen and beggared yeomanry,” who have been 
driven from the pursuits of their choice into the gloomy 
walls of a manufactory; give me back these; and, above 
all, give me back content; restore the peace and harmony 
which this system has destroyed, and I will consent that 
every manufacturing establishment shall be razed to its 
foundation, which has been built up, and can only be 
sustained, by this accursed system. Sir, if wealth were 
the highest good ef a nation, and pecuniary profit the 
only standard by which a wise policy could be measured, 
it would even then be more than questionable how far 
this system could be justified. But there are higher and 
more sacred principles involved-in this question, which 
cannot be safely disregarded; there are considerations of 
justice and political equality, which rise far above all 
calculations of mere profit and Toss. Sir, what will it 
profit you if you gain the whole world, and lose the 
hearts of your people? This is a confederated Government, 
founded on a spirit. of mutual conciliation, concession, 
and compromise; and it is neither ajust, prudent, nor 
rightful exercise of the high trust with which you are 


grievously oppressed by an unwise and unconstitutional 
system, are. clamoring at your doors for justice, while 
another portion, supposing that they are enjoying rich 
bountiés under it, are treating their complaints with scorn 
andcontempt. God only knows where all this is to end. 
But it ‘will not, and-it cannot, come to good.” We at 
the South still call you our brethren, and have ever 
cherished towards you the strongest, feelings of affection; 
but were you the brothers of our blood, for whom we 
should coin our hearts, itis not in human nature that we 
should long continue to retain for you undiminished affec- 
tion, when all hope of redress shall have passed away, and 
we shall continue to believe that you are visiting us with a 
hard and cruel oppression, and enforcing a cold, heartless, 
and selfish policy. : 

I shall now proceed, Mr. President, to examine the 
character of the protecting system. And here I shall 
assume, that the protection it extends to the American 
manufactures is something substantial, and affords some 
advantage, be it more or less, to the protected interests. 
I shall take it for granted that it is intended to enable the 
American manufacturers to enter into that successful com- 
petition with the foreign, which they could not do without 
such protection; that the effect of the system is to enable 
the American manufacturer to obtain more for his goods 
than he could otherwise command. In a word, that it 
affords substantial protection, and is not like that extend- 
ed to cotton—a mere name. For, on this latter point, let 
it be remembered that the first cotton produced in this 
country found a market abroad; and that, even now, nearly 
the whole of it is disposed of in Europe, where it maintains 
a successful competition against all the world. It is idle, 
therefore, to talk of the benefit of a protecting duty to 
cotton at home. It is beyond all dispute, sir, that, if any 
duty be necessary to protection, it can only be because 
it enables the manufacturer to sell his goods for more 
than he could otherwise obtain for them. Now, in this 
view of the subject, let us see how the question will stand. 
How must such a system operate? First, on the different 
interests, and, secondly, on the different sections of the 
country. We will assume that a particular manufacture 
cannot be produced in the country, within fifty per cent. 
as cheaply at home, as the same article could be obtained 
from abroad, and that a duty which, with charges, should 
be equal to about fifty per cent. was absolutely necessary 
to introduce and to sustain it. Such a duty must operate as 
a tax on every other class in the community, for the 
benefit of the manufacturer; and, supposing it to be im- 
posed, not for revenue, but protection, would be a double 
tax. Suppose the value of the imported article to bea 
million of dollars, the duty would be half a million; and if 
the protection amounted to an equal sum, here would bea 
tax ofa million of dollars imposed upon the whole people, 


invested for the common good, to resort to a system of|to secure a bounty of halfa million to one portion of them. 


legislation’ by which benefits and burdens are unequally 
distributed. Sir, can any gentleman look this subject 
fairly in the face, and not perceive that such a Government 
as ours (instituted for a few detinite purposes, in which 


But itis said the bounty is not confined to the manufactur- 
ers—that other classes participate.. J admit that there isa 
circle embraced within the range of the manufacturing 
influence, that partake of the benefits of the system. 


every portion of the Union must, from the very nature of| Farmers in the neighborhood, who supply the operatives 


things, have a common interest) cannot turn aside from 
their high duties, and undertake to control the domestic 
industry of individuals, without undermining the very 
‘foundations of our republican system? It is contrary to 
the whole genius and character of our institutions, the 
very form and structure of our Government, thatit should 
undertake to regulate the whole labor and capital of this 
extensive country. A perseverance in this course will 
sow the seeds of'dissension broadcast throughout the land; 
and let it be remembered that discord is not a plant of 
slow growth, but one that flourishes in every soil, and 
neyer fails to produce its fruit in due season. What a 
spectacle do you even now exhibit to the world? A large 
portion of your fellow-citizens; believing themselves to be 


with food—mechanics, who construct the buildings and 
machinery—clergymen, physicians, lawyers, and others, 
who make up a manufacturing village, all come in fora 
share of the gains, and constitute, in fact, the protected 
class which enjoy the benefits of the system; but all other 
classes in the community must obviously be laid under 
contribution, to make that a profitable, which would 
otherwise be an unprofitable pursuit; and, in the case as- 
sumed, would be taxed tothe amount of one million of 
dollars, to secure to the favored class a bounty of half a 
million. Now suppose, sir, such a system as this to be 
extended to all the cottons, woollens, iron, and sugar, 
made in any country, and we will take that country to be 
the United States. We will suppose, farther, that cottons 
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could not be profitably manufacturęd without a protecting 
duty of from twenty-five to a hundred per cent. ;. woollens 
from forty-five to two hundred per cent.; iron from one 
hundred to two hundred per cent.; sugar from one 
hundred to one hundred and fifty per cent.;. and that 
these duties were accordingly imposed on these several 
articles, (amounting in the whole to the sum of nine mil- 
lions of dollars annually;) that, in consequence of these 
duties, the protection on all the cottons manufactpred.in 
the country was equal to three cents a yard, and amount- 
ed to six millions of dollars per annum—woollens to eight 
millions—iron to one million—and sugar to a million and 
a half—producing, as the result of the whole system, a 
tax of nine millions on the foreign. article, to secure a 
bounty of sixteen millions and a half to the home manu- 
facturers. I have supposed protection to be the exclusive 
object of this system, and it then clearly follows that all 
other classes would be taxed twenty-five millions of dollars 
per annum, in order to secure to the favored class a pro- 
tection of sixteen millions. The Government would, 
indeed, receive its nine millions: but it would be an ag- 
gravation of the evils of the system, that this amount 
should be levied when it was not wanted, in order to 
secure the protected classes in their monopoly. The rates 
of duties which I have here assumed, are thase now actu- 
ally imposed on the protected articles, (and which it is 
proposed to retain as essential to protection,) and the 
amount of the protection enjoyed by the manufacturers is 
stated at the very lowest that has ever been estimated by 
any person who has undertaken to examine the subject. 
If you suppose half of the duty here stated to be necessary 
for revenue, this would not diminish the weight of the 
burden, though it would lessen to that extent the injustice 
of the tax; and let gentlemen make what deductiors they 
please, either from the duty imposed or.the bounty re- 
ceived, and it will make no. difference whatever in the 
principle. Whether it be one million or twenty, just so 
far as the system is protective in its character, and imposes 
any tax upon the foreign article, and affords any protec- 
tion whatever to the domestic, is the system a tax imposed 
upon the other classes to render profitable the industry of 
the manufacturers. And when this tax amounts, as it un- 
questionably does in the case before us, at the very lowest 
estimate, to twenty or thirty millions a year, it becomes a 
scheme of monstrous injustice and oppression. Now let 
us trace this system one step further. Suppose such a 
system applied to a country of a homogeneous character, 
with the same capacity for manufacturing every where, 
and that manufacturing establishments should consequent- 
ly be equally diffused through every section. The bene- 
fits and the burdens of. the system would, in such a case, 
fall equally upon every portion of the country, though not 
upon the different interests of the State. It has been said 
that, if the profits of manufactures were raised by such a 
system above the average of the profits of the whole 
community, the labor and capital absorbed in other pur- 
suits would flow into the new employment, and that 
the whole would ultimately be equalized. Admit that in 


be necessary. It may be that in the very infancy of a 
manufacture, on its first introduction into a country, a 
small protection fora short time might hasten its advance- 
ment; but, at most, the withholding of such protection 
could have no other effect than to delay its introduction 
for a few years; for the existence, in any country, of un- 
employed capital, and individual sagacity and enterprise 
sufficient to direct it. prudently, would soon lead to the 
introduction of every branch of manufactures for which 
such country was really prepared. But this stage of in- 
fancy once passed, it is preposterous to talk of the neces- 
sity of protecting any article. that- can really be made as 
cheaply at home.as it can be obtained from abroad; and 
to assert that to reduce such protection to twenty or thirty 
per. cent. would be ruinous to any manufacture, is to 
admit at once that such article cannot be profitably 
made at home, and consequently that it can only be sus- 
tained at the expense of the other interests in the commu- 
nity. Now, sir, let us suppose another case, and it is 
unhappily the very case which now exists in the United 
States. We will suppose an extensive country, of which 
one portion is exclusively agricultural, and incapable of 
changing its pursuits; and that the other portion embraces 
within its limits all the manufactures and manufacturing 
capacities of the whole country... The bounty would then 
be exclusively enjoyed by one section, and the other 
would share only in the burdens of the system. To make 
the inequality still greater, it is only necessary to suppose 
that the agricultural section is not only incapable of ma- 
nufacturing at home, but is prevented, by insuperable 
obstacles, from emigrating or removing their property to 
the manufacturing region; that their industry can only be 
profitably employed in exchanging their agricultural 
productions for the very foreign articles which enter 
into competition with the domestic manufactures, and 
which are heavily taxed for the protection of the latter; 
that the effect of such tax is not only to interrupt the in- 
tercourse and impair the profits of their industry, but that 
the agricultural section is thereby exposed to the imminent 
hazard of having the market for their productions entirely 
cut off; and, finally, to cap the climax of this injustice and 
oppression, that the taxes levied on the foreign articles 
are expended almost exclusively in the favored region; 
and you then have, Mr. President, the whole case of the 
South spread open before you. Their pursuits are alto- 
gether agricultural—they cannot change them—they can- 
not transfer their labor and capital to the favored region— 
they cannot find a market for their productions, except 
by exchanging them for the very foreign manufactures 
which are taxed almost to prohibition, and the taxes thus 
raised are expended in other sections. Is there a man 
in this assembly who can lay his hand upon his heart, and 
say that it is a just and equal system? It may be said, 
however, that all this is merely the result of our peculiar 
condition, and the nature of our pursuits. It is not so, 
sir. All we ask, is to be let alone. Leave us to the free 
enjoyment of the bounties of heaven, and the advantages 
of our situation, and we ask no more.. But where is the 


process of time this might be the result; yet it could not|justice and equality of a system of legislation which is te 


take place at once, because men cannot transfer at plea- 
sure their Jabor and capital from their accustomed pursuits 
to others. But if the profits should be thus ultimately 
equalized in a particular community, yet, if the favored 
pursuit was only rendered profitable by the protection 
extended to it, it is clear that the scheme would result 
in an aggregate loss to the whole community, equal to 
the full amount of the bounty. Ihave assumed the case of 
an unprofitable pursuit being rendered profitable by the 
protecting system, for to any other case the system is 
wholly inapplicable. If the domestic manufacturer can 
make his goods as cheaply, and supply the domestic mar- 
ket on as favorable terms, as they could be obtained from 
abroad, then it is clear that no protection whatever would 


make profitable the industry of others by the destruction 
of our own? And by whatright isit that we are to be made 
victims to the prosperity of others? I will here borrow.an 
illustration to make this matter plain. The Southern States 
supply themselves with woollens, cottons, and iron, by rais- 
ing cotton, rice, and tobacco. Now, suppose we should 
exchange a bale of cotton for a bale of coarse woollens, for 
the use of our slaves, containing, we will say, a hundred 
pieces. This bale of cloth is ours. . It is the fruit of our 
own labor, of American capital, and home industry. We 
may be said to have manufactured it, not with the spindle 
and the loom, but with the plough and the hoe. Now, 
sir, we will suppose that a Northern manufacturer has, 
by the application of an equal amount of labor and capi- 


87 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


88 


SENATE. ] The 


Tarif. : j [Jax. 16, 1832 


tal, produced a similar bale of woollens, of precisely the 
same quality and value. In what respect is the manufac- 
turer entitled to bé regarded with more favor than the 
‘planter? Does the freight which.we may have paid to 
the ship owner, and'the employment given to navigation, 
entitle us to less favor in the eyes of the Government? 
Are the plough and the hoe less favored instruments of 
production than the spindle and the loom? Perfect equa- 
lity, sir,-would seem to require that we should stand, at 
least, on-the same footing, and that, whether these wool- 
lens were wanted for consumption or for sale, they should 
be subjected to exactly the same tax. But how are we 
treated by a just and paternal Government, who careth, 
we are told, equally for all her children? Our bale of 
woollens is stopped at the custom-house, and forty pieces 
are taken out as a tax to the Government, whereby our 
stock is reduced to sixty pieces, while the bale of the 
manufacturer is free from all taxation. If these articles 
are wanted for our own consumption, we can consume 
but sixty pieces; while the manufacturer retains his hun- 
dred pieces. If the goods are wanted. for sale, we have 
but sixty pieces to be converted into moncy, or to be ex- 
‘changed for other commodities; while the manufacturer 
has his hundred pieces for the same purposes; and if we 
should happen to meet at the same market, as the two 
articles must sell at the same price, being of the same 
quality, the manufacturer will, of course, realize forty 
per cent. more than the planter. Now, sir, what are we 
to do in this dilemma? How are we to escape this une- 
qual burden? The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,} 
ona former occasion, taxed his ingenuity to provide us 
the means of escape; and I must presume that, if his inge- 
nuity failed, the case is altogether without hope. There 
are four ways, said the Senator, by which the South may 
avoid the tax. First, ‘by abstaining from the purchase 
of the foreign articles.” But, sir, we cannot do without 
them; and this trade, moreover, furnishes the only market 
for our productions. To adopt this alternative, would be 
to. seal our rain. Secondly, said the gentleman, ‘ em- 
ploy the rìivał American fabric.” But, sir, if the manu- 
facturer would (ake our cotton in exchange for his pro- 
ductions, (which he cannot do, except to a very limited 
extent, ) we should pay as heavy a tax in the price of the 
domestic, as in the duty on the foreign fabric; for no one 
will pretend that, if the quality be the same, there would 
be any difference of price in the American market. 
Thirdly, ‘‘ manufacture for ourselves.” Sir, we cannot 
manufacture. Except as to a few coarse articles, slave 
labor is uttérly incapable of being applied to such an ob- 
ject. Slaves are too improvident, too incapable of that 
minute, constant, delicate attention, and that persevering 
industry which is essential to the success of manufacturing 
establishments. It was but the other day that some of 
our New England brethren got it into their heads that 
they understood our institutions better than we did our- 
selves, and undertook to create a splendid manufacturing 
establishment in the district represented by my distin- 
guished and valued friend, [Mr. McDorriz.} It was ac- 
cordingly put into operation, but had gone on but a short 
time, ‘when one of the slaves was tempted to make free 
with the goods, and, to prevent detection, burnt up the 
whole establishment: It might be supposed, sir, that the 
‘people of South Carolina would not have been inclined 
to punish such an offence with great severity; and if the 
culprit had escaped, I presume we should not soon have 
heard theend of it. Notso, sir, however. We have a law 
which punishes arson, whether committed by a black or 
a white man, with death. The offender was brought to 
trial, and, being convicted on the clearest proof, suffered 
the penalty of the law. And, sir, to show how little jus- 
tice is sometimes meted out to the South, I will state the 
fact, that, since I arrived here, E have seen an account 
of this transaction in print, headed, with large capitals, 


‘cruelty to slaves,” and representing that a poor inno- 
cent negro had recently been hanged in South Carolina 
for burning down a building by accident. 1 think, sir, 
the gentleman will now himself admit that, to embrace this 
proposition, would only be, to use an old.adage, ‘‘ jump- 
ing out of the fryingpan into the fire.” The last remedy 
suggested by the gentleman is, that we should ‘* supply 
ourselves with household manufactures.” What, sir, give 
up our foreign trade! Abandon our agricultural pursuits, 
and involve the whole Southern country in desolation and 
ruin! Are we to be driven from the pursuits of our choice, 
in order to promote the industry of the manufacturers? 
The case which I have stated, of the bale of woollens, 
illustrates the unequal operation of this system upon the 
agricultural industry of the South, and the manufacturing 
industry of the North. What is true of asingle bale, is 
true of the whole amount of foreign importations which 
are taxed for the protection of the domestic manufacture; 
true of the eight millions of imports received in exchange 
for the production of South Carolina; and of the forty 
millions received in exchange for the productions of 
the plantation States, or, at least, of so much thereof 
as embrace the protected articles. Our Northern friends 
say, however, that part of our cotton and rice belongs to 
them. Be itso. . Whatever remains to us, and is right- 
fully ours, is subjected. to the unequal system which ¥ 
have above described. Sir, it is put beyond all dispute, 
that the agricultural industry of the South is taxed, une- 
qually, unjustly, enormously taxed inits foreign exchanges, 
in order to render profitable the manufacturing indus- 
try of the North. Taxed, I will not say to what ex- 
tent, but precisely to the amount of the duty imposed for 
protection, and the price added to the domestic article, 
whatever these may be. It is said, sir, that the consumer 
pays the tax, and that the tariff States pay their full por- 
tion of the tax on.their consumption. Sir, I think this 
may be well doubted—-our habits are different. A South 
Carolina farmer, whose crop is worth a thousand dollars, 
sends, perhaps, the whole of it to market, and exchanges 
it for foreign productions, paying, it may be, a duty of fifty 
per cent.: his tax would be five hundred dollars. The 
Northern or Western farmer raising produce to the value 
of athousand dollars, will ecnsume nine hundred of it on 
his farm, and exchange but a hundred for foreign articles, 
and be subjected to a duty of only fifty dollars. This dif- 
ference of habits between the different parts of the coun- 
try is greater than would be supposed possible. ¥ have 
known a wealthy planter in the neighborhood of Charles- 
ton, that did not raise a single article that was not sent to 
foreign markets, and who purchased every thing that was 
consumed by himself or his slaves. His cloth from Eng~ 
land; his wines from France; his horses, mules, and hogs, 
from the West; his corn from Maryland; wooden ware, 
potatoes, and other notions, from New England; and 1 
assure our New England friends, that although we do not. 
relish all of their notions, there are some that we prize very 
highly. But, sir, if the consumer did, in every case, pay 
the whole amount of the tax, and the consumption was in 
exact proportion to population, could gentlemen even 
then fail to see the wide difference in the operation of the 
protecting system on the two sections, when they consider 
that the tariff States are remunerated, and more than re- 
munerated, for any tax which they may pay, in the boun- 
ties they receive, while we receive no remuneration 
whatever? If this be doubted, I will apply a test, which, 
I think, cannot possibly deceive us. Do our New Eng- 
land brethren not understand their own interest? Do 
you think, sir, that they would be very apt to fall in love 
with taxation, and court the impositions of burdens? How 
comes it, then, that they have been taught to believe 
that “taxation is no tyranny,” but, on the contrary, the 
greatest of earthly blessings? Why is it that they would 
regard as the heaviest of calamities the reduction of the 
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to my mind it is clear that, in the actual condition of 
things, the burden falls most unjustly. and unequally on 
the Southern States. T will illustrate this. We will assume 
that South Carolina. annually exchanges eight millions of 
dollars worth of cotton and rice for foreign goods, pay- 
ing a duty of fifty per cent., equal to four millions of dol- 
lars. Now, suppose the consumer to pay the whole tax, 
how would the accountstand? Assume that no more than 
one-half our importations are consumed at home, say 
$4,000,000 


public burdens? Is it not clear, then, that they regard 
the duties as a bounty to their industry, and that they 
know that they have the power to indemnify themselves 
for all that they pay in duties? f E 

But, sir, there is another view of this matter, which de- 
monstrates, I think, still more plainly, the inequality of the 
system. T allude to its effect upon the people of the 
South, as producers of the articles which are exchanged 
for foreign commodities. There are very able men, sir, 
who have undertaken to prove that we suffer from this 
system chiefly in our character as producers. To my 
mind, it is morally certain that the people of the South, 
either as producers or consumers, support a burden 
nearly, if not entirely, equal to the whole amount of the 
tax levied on their importations. The precise manner 
in which this operates, isa problem not so easy of solu- 
tion. Twill endeavor to explain, however, very briefly, 
my conception of the process. = 

We will suppose a perfectly free trade to be carried on 
between the Southern States and Great Britain: that is to 
say, that the articles on both sides were admitted duty free. 
In this state of things, a progressive tax, equal to five per 
cent. per annum, is imposed on British manufactures for 
the protection of our own. The first duty of five per cent. 
would, doubtless, be added to the price. Before this 
progressive duty had advanced many steps, however, the 
period would arrive when no additional charge could be 
sustained by the consumer, without a reduction of his con- 
sumption. The next five per cent. then imposed would 
have to be sustained by the merchant, or the foreign ma- 
nufacturer, or-the producer of the cotton, and would, 
most probably, be divided among them. In this manner, 
as the system progressed, the profits of the merchant 
would be reduced to the lowest scale; those of the manu- 
facturer would also be brought down, and the Southern 
producer would, in his turn, be compelled to submit toa 
reduction in the price of his productions. Each successive 
step in the further progress of the system would sink lower 
and lower the price of his cotton, until it was reduced to 
the very lowest sum that’ would pay the expense of its 


The tax; at 50 per. cent., would be > - -2,000,000 
‘Suppose two millions exchanged with our 
Northern brethren for protected articles, 
the increased price of which would be 
equal to the duty, this would be - - 1,000,000 


Making, - - $3,000,000 
The remaining two millions being exchanged for un- 
protected articles, a tax of one million would be paid on 
the consumption by our Southern and Western brethren. 
From. this state of the case, it would follow that, if the 
consumer pays the whole tax, we would pay, as consumers, 
three millions out of these four imposed upon the foreign 
articles received in exchange for our productions, though 
we should consume only half of them. But if we take it 
for granted that the tax cannot be added to the price, we 
would of course get back no part of the duties paid at the 
custom-house; and, in that case, we should bear the whole 
burden. It has been said that the duties on imported ar- 
ticles fall chiefly on the merchant and the foreign manu- 
facturer; but I hold this to be impossible, for surely two 
or three per cent. is the utmost reduction that can be 
made from the profits of the merchant, and not much 
more could be taken off from those of the manufacturer. 
Indeed, how could it be expected that the American de- 
mand for British manufactures would materially affect 
their price, when not more, probably, than a twentieth 
part of the whole finds.a market in this country? It ison 
the American producer, therefore, that this tax must 
production. The very next step must, of course, annihi-| chiefly fall. Sir, the duties upon imports are either paid 
late the trade, by rendering it unprofitable to all concern-| by the consumer, or they are not. If they are paid by 
ed. Sir, there may be a difference of opinion as to the|him, I have shown that the far greater portion of the du- 
point to which we have now arrived in the progress of| ties on the goods received in exchange for our cotton falls 
this system; (for, let it be remembered that the system is| upon the planter, and that for this he receives no remune- 
still progressing;) but, to my mind, it is clear that wejration whatever. If the duties are not paid by the con- 
have long since passed the point at which any further re-]| sumer—that is to say, if they are not added to the price— 
duction of profits could possibly be extorted from the|then it is manifest that the whole amount of duties falls 
merchant or the manufacturer, and that every successive | upon us, without the possibility of relieving ourselves from 
increase of the tax for years past has fallen almost exclu-jany part of the burden. As to the popular notion that all 
sively upon the producer. i consumers must pay. equally, I will ask any gentleman to 
The proof of this is to be found in the fact that cotton} tell me how it is with those who consume the tax. Here 
has, within a few years, been gradually falling, until it has} is a tax of sixteen millions imposed, directly or indirectly, 
lost more than two-thirds of its value, and now barely pays;upon Southern production. Fourteen millions of this 
the expense of its production, bringing down with it the;amount are transferred to, the North, and there con- 
wages of our agricultural labor and capital to the very{sumed. Are the consumers of these fourteen millions 
lowest point. Some gentlemen insist that the Southern|taxed on their consumption paid as highly as those who 
producer now bears nearly the whole of the tax, while the! have the whole amount? 
gentlemen on the other side contend that it isa maxim| - Sir, I have done with this branch of the subject. Great 
universally true that the ‘ consumer pays the tax.” Ijas are the present evils of the system to the South, there 
am inclined to think the truth lies in the middle. I can|are greater still—in prospect. We are seriously threaten- 
certainly conceive a state of things in which the producer} ed with the entire loss of the foreign markets for our pro- 
would, as such, pay nearly the whole of the tax; but, ex-| ductions. All trade is but an exchange of equivalents, and 
cept where the tax is a very moderate one, or is imposed | is founded on the maxim of * give and take.” If you ex- 
upon the absolute necessaries: of life, it is impossible} clude British goods from our market, you, -in effect, ex- 
that the whole of the weight could be thrown upon the} clude our cotton from their markets. It is in vain to tell 
consumer. No one, surely, would contend, that if any/us that England must have our cotton. You may force 
community were in the habit of consuming fifty millions} her to do without ít. Even now-she supplies herself, to a 
of foreign goods, imported duty free, they could afford | great extent, from other countries; from her East India 
to consume any thing like the same amount under a duty | possessions, Egypt, Brazil, and elsewhere; and you will 
of fifty per cent., if the whole duty were added to the} make it her interest, in the end, to give up the American 
price. But whether the tax be, in general, paid by the| trade entirely. Even now she is looking to this as a possi- 
producer or the consumer, or be divided between them, | ble event. You find her encouraging the production of 
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cottonin the East Indies, by a discriminating duty to which į duce this reduction of prices, the manufacturer, on 
you have forced her, and stimulating the production of|both sides, must be put on an equal footing. What 


the article.in South America, where she is furnished with 
a market for. her. manufactures, almost duty free. Can 
we, then, be blind to the fate that awaits us when the 
American system shall be consummated, and we shall be 
cut.off from. a market for seven hundred thousand bales 
of our cotton?—-an event that it is hardly necessary for me 
to say. would involve the whole South in irretrievable 
ruin. Itis idle for gentlemen to pretend that the North 
can ever furnish a home market for all the cotton of the 
South.. Two or three hundred thousand bales is the ut- 
most extent to which we could find a market in that quar- 
ter. The catalogue of the evils of this system, however, 
is not yet completed. It is not merely the mischief it has 
done, and the still greater evils which it threatens, but it 
has arrested our march to greatness, and prevented us 
from fulfilling our high destinies. What would have been 
the condition of this country now, if we had never been 
deprived of the blessings of free trade? Why is it that 
our tonnage and our exports have not grown with our 
growth, and strengthened with our strength? It is be- 
cause our prosperity has been blasted by the restrictive 
system. Look, sir, at this picture. In 1810, with a po- 
pulation of seven millions, we had a tonnage of one million 


sort of competition is that which is ‘founded -on a dis- 
crimination of fifty per cent.. in favor of one of the par- 
ties? And if, in spite of such a discrimination, the contest 
can be maintained at all, is it not, by that fact, put be- 
yond dispute, that but for the tax the prices would be 
still further reduced? Gentlemen take it for granted that 
the competition among the foreign manufacturers is not 
sufficiently great to reduce the price to the yery lowest 
rate. . They even tell us of combinations among them to 
keep up their prices. Sir, such combinations are utterly 
impossible. How are the manufacturers of iron, in Swe- | 
den, Russia, and England, or the cotton and silk manu- 
facturers of France, to enter into a combination? The 
thing is ridiculous. No, sir, if the duties were taken off, 
the prices of goods would be reduced to their minimum, 
and much lower than they are now in this country; and it 
ig for this reason, and this only, thatthe manufacturers arè 
protesting against it. But, sir, where is the evidence to 
be found that the tariff has produced any reduction what- 
ever in the price of the protected articles? Is there any 
other foundation for the assertion than this: that the prices 
of cottons, woollens, and iron, have actually fallen since 
1824? But all other articles have likewise fallen, pro- 


four hundred thousand. In 1831, with a population of] tected and unprotected. Real and personal estate, cotton, 


thirteen millions, our tonnage is reduced to one million 
two hundred thousand; and, going still further back, in 
the year 1800, our exports amounted to eighty-one mil- 
lions, while now, with a population of thirteen millions, 
our exports are reduced to seventy-two millions. 

Thus, while our population has increased nearly three- 
fold, our foreign commerce has not advanced at all. Sir, 
if Washington’s free trade system had continued unto 
this day, (for be it remembered that Alexander Hamilton’s 
protecting system was essentially a system of free trade, 
imposing duties only of from five to seven and a half per 
cent.) can it be doubted that we should now have had a 
tonnage of two millions and a half, and that our exports 
would have amounted to one hundred and fifty millions? 
I am told that. one of the ablest financiers in this country 
has recently declared that he should consider an average 
duty of twelve or fifteen per cent. ad valorem as abun- 
dantly sufficient for all the purposes of revenue; and that, 
under such a system, our imports and exports would, in 
his opinion, exceed a hundred millions of dollars the very 
first year. I know, Mr. President, that it has sometimes 
been said that the evils under which the South is suffer- 
ing arise from the over-production of cotton; but this is 
not so. Cotton is ‘an article, the production of which can- 
not be overdone. It is the cheapest of all known raw 
materials. It is fast superseding silk, wool, hemp, and 
flax, all over the world. As a proof of this, I will advert 
to the fact that, during a period, in England, when her 
woollen manufactures advanced from five millions: of 
pounds sterling to six, the cotton manufactures progressed 
from one million to more than thirty. If you would take 
off your duties, and throw open to us the markets of the 
world, American cottons would, to a great extent, super- 
sede all others, and we should find a market, not for one, 
but two millions of bales. The whole South would then, 
indeed, become a`“ gardenspot.” But it is insisted by 
the supporters of the protecting system, that its only effect 
is: to make our goods come cheaper. Sir, if this were 
true, I. will venture to assert that the manufacturers 
themselves would be the very first to abandon the system. 
Their object, certainly, is not to lessen, but to increase 
their prices... Even if this were the case, however, I am 
unable to discover how the cotton planter could be com- 
pensated for the loss of his market. How is this suppos- 
ed reduction to'be brought about? By competition, say 
the gentlemen, between the British and the American 
manufacturer. But if it is competition that is to pro- 


flour, and tobacco, all—-all have gone down; and most of 
them have fallen in a much greater degree than woollens, 
cottons, and iron. Has the tariff done all this? What say 
the gentlemen? Ihave here a price current containing 
the prices of 250 articles, in 1816 and 1831. From this 
it appears that there has been a universal reduction in the 
price of articles of every description, and that those ad- 
mitted duty free have been reduced, at least, in an equal 
ratio with those paying duties. Indeed, sir, think that 
a careful examination of this table will show that reduc- 
tion in the protected articles has not been so great as in 
the others. But the reduction has not been confined to 
this country. It has taken place in England, and all over 
the world, in an equal, nay, in a greater degree. ‘The 
very articles most highly protected in this country, cot- 
tons, woollens, andiron, are now selling in England much 
lower than they can be obtained here. This is a fact per- 
fectly notorious to every importing merchant, and I have 
abundant evidence of it now in my hands. Here are state- 
ments showing that such goods have actually ‘been im- 
ported within the last year, in Philadelphia, New York, 
and elsewhere, and, after paying duties of from 50 to 100 
per cent., have been sold as low as the domestic manufac- 
ture. Sir, I ascertained, before I left home, that the 
whole quantity of cotton goods imported into Charleston 
during the last year paid an average duty of fifty per cent., 
and then they were sold as low a8 American cottons of the 
samé quality. But I am really ashamed to argue a qustion 
so. self-evident. How can taxes possibly lessen prices? 
How can protection diminish the cost of production? What 
are the elements of price? Are they not the cost of the 
raw material—the wages of labor—and the interest of 
capital? and how can these be lessened by a tax on the ar- 
ticle? To say so, isto reverse all the rules of proportion. 
Gentlemen might as well contend that two added to five 
make three, as that fifty per cent. added to the cost of an 
imported. article lessens its price. If gentlemen can be- 
lieve this, they may believe any thing. But the truth is, 
Mr. President, this whole matter of the reduction in the 
price of goods is very easily explained. It depends on 
general causes, which have operated to a certain extent 
all over the world. From a thorough investigation of the 
subject, which has taken place in Great Britain, itis found 
to have resulted from the appreciation of the currency, 
improvements in machinery, and the general restoration 
of peace. The resumption of specie payments, and the 
diminished supply of the precious metals, is calculated to 
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have lessened the circulating medium to the amount ofup- 
wards of £500,000,000. The effect of this single cause 
has been, within the lást ten years, the reduction of prices 
in that country to the amount of thirty-five per cent., 
to which fifteen per cent. may be added for the other 
causes above mentioned—making inthe whole a reduction 
of almost fifty per cent. in the money price of all articles. 
The same thing has taken place in this country; and, 
therefore, when gentlemen allege that the price of manu- 
factures has fallen, the naked fact proves nothing, unless 
they can show that they have fallen in a greater degree 
than other articles in this country, and similar articles 
abroad. But this is so far from being the fact, that the 
truth is, that the protected articles have fallen less in pro- 
portion than those which receive no protection. Cotton 
is a striking example, which has, in a few years, fallen to 
one-third of its value, while no protected article has, in 
the same period, fallen one-half. 

I trust, sir, that we have now made out our case; that 
we have shown the unjust and unequal operation, in every 
point of view, of this system, and that, as far as the South 
is concerned, and the West also, though not in the same 
degree, it is an unmitigated system of burdens. And, 
even with regard to the favored section, I would submit, 
how far it is wise to insist upon a system which can only 
be maintained at the expense of other sections. Sir, I feel 


too much confidence in the justice and magnanimity of|terests. 
our Northern brethren, to suffer myself to doubt their wil-| politics of nature. 


lingness to abandon this system if they could sce it in the 
light that we do. It may enrich them for the moment, 
but the prosperity it creates is artificial, and will assuredly 
be unsubstantial. No country can be permanently bene- 
fited by a system of bounties. This system may destroy 
the South, but it will not permanently advance the pros- 
perity of the North. It may depress us, but cannot ele- 
vate them. Besides, sir, if persevered in, it must annihi- 
late that portion of the country from which the resources 
are to be drawn, that are to enrich the Northern manu- 
facturers. And it may be well for gentlemen to reflect, 
whether adhering to this policy would not be acting like 
the man who ‘killed the goose which laid the golden 
eggs.” Let gentlemen be assured that this is a system 
which cannot possibly last. It will, sooner. or later, be 
utterly overthrown. Would it not be well, therefore, for 
them to seize this favorable occasion to make some sacri- 
fice of their peculiar interests to the general welfare? 

In concluding, Mr. President, what I have to say on this 
branch of the subject, I must take the liberty of present- 
ing a few general considerations. In a broad view of the 
question, it never can be expedient to introduce into a 
country the manufacture of any article that cannot be 
produced as cheaply at home as it can be obtained from 
abroad. There are some such now made in this c&ntry, 
and their ability to sustain themselves, without protection, 
is unquestionable. The only exception I would admit to 
the rule 1 have laid down, relates to articles strictly neces- 
sary to national defence. I do not allude to the habili- 
ments of a soldier, or to articles necessary to his consump- 
tion, but to arms and munitions of war. Itis the true 
policy of all nations to ‘buy where they can buy cheap- 
est.” This is the very instinct of our nature; and when 
we depart from it in national concerns, we violate the 
soundest principles of political economy, a science which 
is in fact but the lessons of wisdom and an enlightened ex- 
perience applied to the affairs of nations.. Sir, the re- 
strictive policy is founded on the triumph of the selfish 
principle. It assumes that the natural position of nations 
towards each other is one of enmity and rivalship, founded 
on a supposed opposition of interests. 
the old school was, that what. was gained by one nation 
was necessarily lost by another. 

The plain and seemingly obvious truth, that, in a fair 


a noble discovery of modern times. The contrary prin- 
ciple naturally led to commercial rivalries, wars, and 
abuses, of all sorts. The benefits of commerce being 
regarded as a stake to be won, or an advantage to be 
wrested from others by fraud or by force, Governments 
naturally strove to secure them to their own subjects; and 
when they once set out in this wrong direction, it was 
quite natural that they should not stop short till they ended 
in binding, in the bonds of restriction, not only the whole 
country, but all of its parts. Thus we are told that Eng- 
land first protected by her restrictive policy her whole 
empire againstall the world, then Great Britain against the 
colonies, then the British isles against each other, and 
ended by vainly attempting to protect all the great inte- 
rests and employments of the State by balancing them 
against each other. Sir, such a system, carried fully out, 
is not confined to rival nations, but protects one town 
against another, considers villages and even families as 
rivals, and cannot stop short of ‘* Robinson Crusoe in his 
goat skins.” It takes but one step further to make every 
man his own lawyer, doctor, farmer, and shoemaker— 
and, if I may be allowed an Irishism, his own seamstress 
and washerwoman. The doctrine of frec trade, on the 
contrary, is founded oa the true social system. It looks 
on all mankind as children of a common parent—and the 
great family of nations as linked together by mutual in- 
Sir, as there is a religion, so I believe there is a 
Cast your eyes over this various earth 
—see its surface diversified with hills and valleys, rocks, 
and fertile fields. Notice its different productions—its 
infinite varieties of soil and climate. See the mighty 
rivers winding their way to the very mountain’s base, and 
thence guiding man to the vast ocean, dividing, yet con- 
necting, nations. Can any man who considers these things 
with the eye of-a philosopher, not read the design of the 
great Creator (written legibly in his works) that his children 
should be drawn together in a free commercial intercourse, 
and mutual. exchanges of the various gifts with which a 
bountiful Providence has blessed them? Commerce, sir, 
restricted even as she has been, has been the great source 
of civilization and refinement all over the world. Next to 
the christian religion, I consider free trade in its largest 
sense as the greatest blessing that can be conferred upon 
any people. Hear, sir, what Patrick Henry, the great ora- 
tor of Virginia, whose soul was the very temple of free- 
dom, says on this subject— 

‘Why should we fetter commerce? If a man is in 
chains, he droops and bows to the earth, because his spi- 
rits are broken; but let him twist the fetters from his legs, 
and he will stand erect. Fetter not commerce! Let her 
be as free as the air. She will range the whole creation, ° 
and return on the four winds of heayen, to bless the land 
with plenty.” 2 

But it has been said that free trade would do very well, 
if all nations would adopt it; but as itis, every nation must 
protect itself from the effect of restrictions by counter- 
vailing measures. I am persuaded, sir, that it isa great, a 
most fatal error. If retaliation is resorted to for the ho- 
nest purpose of producing a redress of the grievance, and 
while adhered to no longer than there isa hope of suc- 
cess, it may, like war itself, be sometimes just and neces- 
sary. But if it have no such object, “‘it is the unpro- 
fitable combat of seeing which can do. the other the 
most harm.” The case can hardly be conceived in which 
permanent restrictions, as a measure of retaliation, could 
be profitable. In every possible situation, a trade, whe- 
ther more or less restricted, is profitable, or it is not. 
This can only be decided by experience; and if the trade 


The doctrine of| be left to regulate itself, water would not more naturally 


seek its level, than the intercourse adjust itself to the true 
interests of the parties. Sir, as to thisidea of the regula- 
tion by Government of the pursuits of men, I consider it 


and equal exchange of commodities, all parties gained, is] as a remnantof barbarism disgraceful to an enlightened age, 
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and inconsistent with the first principles of rational liberty. 
T hold Government to be utterly incapable, from its posi- 
tion, of exercising such @ power wisely, prudently, or 
justly. Are the rulers of the world the depositaries of its 
collected wisdom? Sir, can we forget the advice of a 
great statesman to his son——‘‘ Go, see the world, my son, 
that you: may learn with how little wisdom mankind is go- 
verned:” And is our own Government an exception to 
this rule? or do we not find here, as every where else, 
that 

** Man, proud man, 

Robed in a little brief authority, 

Plays such fantastic tricks befure high Heav’n 

As makes the angels weep.” 


The gentleman has appealed to the example of other 
nations. Sir, they are all against him. They have had 
restrictions enough, to be sure; but they are getting hear- 
tily sick of them, and in England, particularly, would 
willingly get rid of them if they could. We have been 
assured, by the declaration of a minister of the Crown, 
from his place in Parliament, ‘that there is a growing con- 
viction among all men of sense and reflection in that 
country, that the true policy of all nations is to be found 
in unrestricted industry.” Sir, in England they are now 
retracing their steps, and endeavoring to relieve them- 
selves of the system as fast as they can. Within a few 
years past, upwards of three hundred statutes, imposing 
restrictions in that country, have been repealed;.and a 
case has recently occurred there, which scems to leave no 
doubt that, if Great Britain has grown great, it is, as Mr. 
Huskisson has declared, ‘not in consequence of, but in 
spite of, her restrictions.” The silk manufacture, pro- 
tected by enormous bounties, was found to be in sucha 
declining condition, that the Government was obliged to 
do something to save it from total ruin. And what did 
they do? They considerably reduced the duty on foreign 
silks; both on the raw material and the manufactured ar- 


ticle. The consequence was, the immediate revival of 


the silk manufacture, which has since been nearly doubled. 

Sir, the experience of France is equally decisive. Bo- 
naparte’s effort to introduce cotton and sugar has cost 
that country millions; and, but the other day, a foolish 
attempt to protect the iron mines spread devastation 
through half of France, and nearly ruined the wine trade, 
on which one-fifth of her citizens depend for subsistence. 
As to Spain, unhappy Spain, ‘fenced round with restric- 
tions,” her experience, one would suppose, would con- 
vince us, if any thing could, that the protecting system 
in politics, like bigotry in religion, was utterly at war with 
sound principles and a liberal and enlightened policy. 
Sir, I say, in the words of the philosophical statesman of 
England, ‘leave a generous nation free to seek their 
own road to perfection.” -Thank God, the night is pass- 
ing away, and we have lived to see the dawn of a glorious 
day. The catise of free trade must and will prosper, and 
finally triumph. 'The-political economist is abroad; light 
has come into the world; and, in this instance, at least, 
men.will not ‘prefer darkness rather thanlight.” Sir, let 
it not be said, in aftertimes, that the statesmen of Ameri- 
ca were behind the age in which they lived—that they 
initiated this young and vigorous country into the ener- 
vating and corrupting practices of European nations— 
and that, at the moment when the whole world were look- 
ing to us for an example, we arrayed ourselves in the 
cast-off follies and exploded errors of the old world, and, 
by the introduction ofa vile system of artificial stimulants 
and political gambling, impaired the healthful vigor of the 
body politic, and brought on a decrepitude and prema- 
ture dissolution? 

I had intended, Mr. President, to-have said something 
of thé constitutional question, but have already taken up 
so much of your time, that I shall not now enter into it. 
1 must be permitted, however, to remark, that the gen- 
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tleman is mistaken in supposing that ‘this objection to the 
protecting system is of recent origin. Up to 1824, the 
question had not been much considered, simply because 
the protection which manufactures had derived was mere- 
ly incidental to duties imposed for revenue. The aet of 
1790 was surely of that character; and even the act of 
1816 provided for a diminution, and not an inerease, of 
duties. But when, in 1824, the true character of this 
system was developed, the constitutional objection was 
plainly and strongly insisted upon... Here is the language, 
sir, that T myself held on that occasion, on this floor: 

«+ Will gentlemen point out to me, if they can, the power 
which this Government possesses to adopt a system for 
the avowed purpose of encouraging particular branches 
of industry? It is my sober and deliberate opinion that 
the Congress of the United States have no more power to 
pass laws for the purpose of directly or indirectly inducing 
any portion of the people to engage in manufactures, than 
they have to abolish trial by jury, or establish the inqui» 
sition.” 

Since that period, the Legislatures of every Southern 
State have denounced this system as a violation of their 
constitutional rights. It was but thelast year that South 
Carolina recorded on the journals of the Senate her so- 
lemn protest against it, ‘¢as utterly unconstitutional, 
grossly unequal, and oppressive, and such an abuse of 
power as is incompatible with the principles of a free Go- 
vernment and the great ends of civil society.” I do not 
know, sir, where the constitutional objections to this sys- 
tem are better summed up, than in the very address of 
the Free Trade Convention of Philadelphia, to which the 
gentleman has referred for another purpose. The gen- 
tleman is certainly mistaken, when he relies on that expo- 
sition as an authority in his favor. Sir, as I understand 
the argument, it is only admitted incidental protection 
may be afforded bysduties imposed only for revenue, but 
that the right is expressly denied of “imposing any ad- 
ditional duty for the purpose of affording that protection.” 
I dismiss this branch of the subject, with the remark that, 
whether we be right or wrong in our views on this ques- 
tion, the opinion is conscientiously and almost universally 
entertained throughout the whole South, that the pro- 
tecting system involves a gross violation of the solemn 
compact which is the bond of our Union. 

I come now, sir, to the question of the policy which 
ought to be adopted at this important era in the history of 
our Government. We have arrived at a most interesting 
crisis in our national affairs—one to which the people 
have been looking up, with intense anxiety, for several 
years past. They have contemplated the extinction of 
the public debt as the great day of jubilee, when they 
were to be relieved from the oppressions which they have 
so long patiently endured. The people of the South, sir, 
like the children of Israel of old, have passed through the 
wilderness, and are now in sight of the promised land. 
They stand on the top of Mount Pisgah, and look, with 
delight, at the goodly prospect before them—and it is for 
you this day to determine whether they shall perish in 
the wilderness, or be permitted to possess and enjoy their 
rich inheritance. Sir, I have shown that the whole sys- 
tem of duties is oppressive and unequal—that the very 
action of the Government is so; yet I do not wish gentle- 
men to suppose that we are disposed to push our claims 
to an immeasurable extent. No, we will not ask that 
Northern manufactures shall be taxed; because duties, to 
whatever extent imposed, operate as a tax upon our in- 
dustry. We are willing to agree that the revenue ne- 
cessary for the ordinary: purposes of the Government shall 
be levied by duties upon imports. The facility with which 
indirect taxes may be collected, affords an argument in 
their favor to which we are willing te yield, though we 
well know that they must operate most injuriously on our 
interests, But, in yielding this much, we have surely a 
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right to expect that no more money shall be levied in this 
way than shall be absolutely necessary. We think we 
have a right to insist that, on the extinction of the public 
debt, the twelve millions of dollars heretofore annually 
appropriated to that. object should no longer be levied; 
and, further, that no more money shall be raised than 
may be necessary to meet the ordinary expenditures of 
the Government. Any other basis of reduction than this 
must be founded on the idea of a contemplated increase 
of the public expenditures. And why should they be in- 
creased? We have rather a right to expect that they 
should be diminished. The principal objects of expen- 
diture, for many years past, have been connected with 
preparations for war; but, with the progress of our works 
of defence, and the increase of our_population, the neces- 
sity for this expenditure will, ina great measure, cease. 
Indeed, it does appear to me that it will be hardly necessa- 
ry, hereafter, to seek other security against invasion, than 
will be found in the strong arms and stout hearts of our 
fellow-citizens. But the gentleman insists that our reve- 
nue shall not be reduced below eighteen millions of dol- 
lars, while we all know that twelve millions have, hereto- 
fore, furnished an abundant supply for every purpose, 
including a million a year for internal improvements. The 
gentleman admits that we ought not to provide for a sur- 
plus, and says, with great force and truth, that a division 
of it among the States would be a departure from all sound 
principles of Government. For, said the gentleman, ‘to 
give it back to the States, or the individuals from whom 
it was drawn, in the same proportion, would be a palpa- 
ble absurdity; while, to distribute it in different propor- 
tions, would be an act of gross injustice.” I submit 
whether this argument is not equally applicable to inter- 
nal improvement. But, waiving this point, I would ask, 
if we are to have no surplus, why raise eighteen millions 
of dollars--six millions more than the ordinary expendi- 
tures of the Government? To provide, says the gentle- 
man, for contingencies. But, sir, is it not morally certain 
that your receipts must exceed your estimates? The 
reduction of duties will increase importations—and, fix 
what standard you will, my life upon it, we shall have a 
surplus, and not a deficit, unless gentlemen mean to pro- 
vide for some new and grand scheme of national expendi- 
ture. Besides, against accidental deficiencies, a sufficient 
provision will be found in the uncalled-for appropriations, 
always to be found in the treasury. Having shown the 
extent to which the revenue oughtto be reduced, I proceed 
to consider the mode in which that reduction ought to be 
effected. The first scheme suggésted by the gentleman 
is a continuance of existing duties on the unprotected ar- 
ticles, and carrying up the duties on protected articles to 
prohibition. The gentleman says, however, that he is not 
in favor of this scheme, because he would put the manu- 
facturers on their good behavior, by exposing them to 
foreign competition. But what sort of competition is that 
to which they are exposed, when entrenched behind a 
protecting tariff, ranging from fifty to two hundred per 
cent.? I have shown that the existing duties are, to a 
certain extent, prohibitory; and, when the gentleman de- 
clares himself against prohibition, he seals the condemna- 
tion of his own resolution, which proposes to retain the 
existing system untouched, prohibitions and all. 

I come now to the schemes advocated by the gentle- 
man himself—to take off the duties entirely from all the 
unprotected articles, except wines and silks, and leave 
them as they are upon the protected articles. 

The first objection to this scheme is, that it is proposed: 
by it to take off only six millions of dollars of taxes, even 
after the treasury is to be relieved from a charge of twelve 
millions of dollars by the extinction of the public debt. 
That it proposes, therefore, to create an annual surplus of 
six millions of dollars beyond the wants of the Govern- 
ment, not only without the smallest necessity, but with the 
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certain effect of changing the character of your Govern- 
ment, and corrupting the people. Why is this surplus to 
be created? Has the gentleman given a single reason in 
its favor; or has he not himself sealed the condemnation 
of his own proposition, when he admitted that no surplus 
ought te be created for distribution? For, if it is not to 
be in some shape distributed, for what purposes is.it to be 
raised? The next objection to this scheme is, that it pro- 
poses to relieve luxurics from all taxation, while the taxes 
on the necessaries of life are to remain just as they are, 
subject to duties of from fifty to one hundred per cent. 
It is true that the gentleman, seeing, I presume, the enor- 
mity of the proposition in its original form, now consents 
that some very moderate duty may be levied on wines and 
silks. But, sir, I should be glad to know in what wines 
and silks differ from the numerous other articles which, 
by the gentleman’s scheme, are to come in duty free. 
Here is a list of some of them, and it will be for the Se- 
nate and the country to say how far it is reasonable or 
just that the consumers of these articles shall contribute 
nothing to the public revenue, while the honest laboring 
man is to be taxed from thirty to one hundred dollars on 
every hundred dollars which he expends on the woollens 
and the flannels, the iron and the sugar, which are indis- 
pensable to the health and comfort of himself and family. 

titis one of the grandest farces ever attempted to be 
played off upon a free people, to see an attempt made to 
veduce the taxes on olives and capers, anchovies and 
brandy fruits, mace, cloves, nutmegs, precious stones, 
alabaster ornaments, cordials, perfumery, artificial flowers, 
billiard balls, battledores and shuttlecocks, coral beads 
and gold snuffboxes, silver spectacles and ivory-headed 
canes, velvets and lace, mull muslins and gros de Naples, 
camel’s hair shawls, morocco and prunella shoes, fine cam- 
brics, plated chafing dishes, porcelain, and china dinner 
and tea sets, gold watches, Cologne water, Champagne 
and Burgundy wines, oranges and pineapples, embroid- 
ery, ivory fans, fine Irish linens, parasols, centre tables, 
gilt books, pier looking-glasses, vermicelli and macaroni, 
Italian marble, mantel ornaments, rouge, essences and 
court plaster, chessmen, sweet scented soap, silk stock- 
ings, gold and silver thimbles, mantel time-pieces, tooth 
powder, wax dolls, and a hundred other things used by 
the rich. We say, it is one of the grandest farces ever 
played off upon a free people, that such articles as those 
we have enumerated should be exempted.” a 

I ask for the reason for this distinction which relieves 
luxuries from taxation, and throws them upon the neces- 
saries of life; which burdens the poor, and exempts the 
rich; and I am told it is necessary to protection. Whose 
protection? Why, the wealthy proprietors of manufac- 
turing stock; men who are realizing enormous dividends, 
drawn from the pockets of the people. ‘Sir, no other 
reason for this distinction has been, or can be, given; for 
it is acknowledged by all the world, that luxuries are the 
proper subjects for taxation, and ought rightfully to be 
taxed higher than the necessaries of life. But here the 
manufacturers interpose their claims, and the claims of 
justice are disregarded. Again, sir, these are articles of 
general consumption, at least among the wealthy, and 
consumed equally, too, all over the country; and yet they 
Must come in duty free, and the whole revenue of the 
country be ‘levied on articles, in relation. to which the 
duties operate most unjustly and unequally; being in truth 
a bounty to certain portions of the people, and a burden 
upon others; and yet the Senator tells us he had hoped 
that such a proposition as this would not only have met 
the approbation of all parties, but would have been re- 
ceived as a concession to the complaints of the South. 
How it was possible for the gentleman to have indulged 
such an expectation, I am utterly unable to comprehend. 
Sir, what single concession, or the slightest approach to- 
wards it, is made by such a proposition? Does it consist 
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in agreeing to take off six millions of taxes, when the de-| and charges on the foreign manufacture will not fall much . 
mands on the treasury are-to-be- reduced. to double that] short of thirty-three and a third percent. ; and surely, sir, 
amount? Has the South ever uttered one word of com-|if, with a protection equal to one-third of the cost of the 
plaint against the. duties. which itis:proposed to reduce? article, our manufactures cannot be maintained, they ought 
No.. These were imposed for revenue; and against duties|to be abandoned at once, since nothing can be clearer 
fairly levied for that purpose, they have never complained. | than that they would then. be sustained at a certain loss to 
It is-against duties, imposed not for revenue, but protec- the country. We..do not insist on an immediate reduc- 
tion, that. they have been so long and so earnestly remon- j ton to the lowest revenue standard. As the public debt 
strating; and, to quiet their discontents, the proposition|is not yet paid, we are willing that the reduction on the 
is gravely submitted, to take off all the revenue duties, | protected articles shouldbe gradual, and spread, if gentle- 
and to leave the protecting duties untouched. Sir, it is; men please, over two or three years; and, if they desire 
not sp much the amount of. this tax, as its inequality and { it, we will not object to making an immediate reduction 
injustice which has roused the whole South to determined jon the unprotected articles, of ten or fifteen per cent, 
opposition. And .how is it proposed to relieve our com-|'The immediate effect of this plan, so far from being in- 
plaints? By aggravating that inequality, and extending į jurious to the manufacturers, will, Iam persuaded, serve 
and perpetuating that injustice. We tell you that the|rather to strengthen them;and even, inits ultimate results, 
protecting duties operate as a tax upon us, and a bounty | no manufacture will be injured that does not depend on 
upon the tariff States. We insist that itis a violation of the [protection for its existence, and is -not sustained at the 
principles on which our Government is founded, and re-|public expense. Suppose the duties on the protected 
duces us to.astate of colonial vassalage; and this it sub- | articles were now reduced ten per cent. below their pre- 
stantially does, if we are not mistaken in its operation, {sent,ates, and by subsequent steps carried down gradually 
and Mr. .Grattan’s definition of a colony is the true one—| to the true revenue standard, what would be the effect of 
tsa country governed in reference to the interests of an- | this first reduction of ten per cent.’ If a yard of Eng- 
other.” . lish cloth cost a dollar, paid a duty of fifty per cent., and, 

Sir, if we are right, this scheme amounts to neither more with the addition of charges, could be retailed at two dol- 
nor less than a proposition to relieve the tariff States from | lars, the effect of this reduction would only be to reduce 
all taxation, and to throw the whole burden of the Go-|the price to one dollar and ninety cents. So that the pro- 
vernment upon the other States, It is admitted that the | tection to the American manufacturer would be lessened 
protection enjoyed by the former even now exceeds the | only five per cent. Now if this provision were accom- 
amount of the taxes which they pay, but still they do pay | panied by an immediate reduction of the duties on the un- 
their equal portion of duties on the unprotected articles. | protected articles from fifty per cent. to fifteen, would 
But when these are taken off, they will be relieved from}not the manufacturers derive some compensation in the 
taxes altogether. Gentlemen who now hear me, well re- | diminished cost of every article which enters into their 
member, that when the tariff of 1828 was under discus-}consumption? And if, in addition to this, there should be 
sion here, a Senator from a tariff State rose in his place, |a considerable reduction of duties on the raw material, I 
and supported the bill on the single ground that it operated | would submit to their serious consideration whether their 
as a bounty of a million of dollars per annum to the State } condition then would be worse than itis now. The true 
he represented. Let us assume that calculation to have | policy of the manufacturers, it appears to me, consists in 
been correct, and that the State in question now pays half obtaining their raw materials cheap, and having their ex- 
a million in taxes on the unprotected articles. When you | penses diminished by taking off unnecessary taxes on their . 
take off the tax and leave the bounty, the bounty will|consumption. Sir, if thisis to become a manufacturing coun- 
obviously be increased by just half a million, and the State | try, we must look to the markets of the world. A feeble 
in question will be relieved entirely from taxation. Such {and sickly existence may be preserved at home by a sys- 
is the compromise proposed to the South. ‘The evils of|tem of protection and of bounties: but to be put on a sure 
which we complain are to be increased—the. protecting | foundation, and toacquire that vigor, strength, and encrgy, 
system is to be riveted upon the country beyond all hope | which will enable them to enter into successful competi- 
of relief; and we are told we ought to receive all this tion abroad. with the manufactures of other countries, it 
as a concession. Sir, we say to you, we are willing to |is necessary they should be prepared for the contest, by 
submit to have the foreign manufactures for which we ex-| being left, in a great measure, to their own unaided ef- 
change our productions taxed for revenue, though we/|forts. In one respect, the United States possesses an ad- 
know that such tax must operate as a bounty to the do. | vantage over all the world, of which it seems to me it 
mestic manufacture, and so far diminish the value of our} would be madness not to avail ourselyes. We can reduce 
productions; but we invoke you not to aggravate the in-} the cost of production in every department of industry, 
justice and inequality of this system, by extending thetax|to the very lowest rates. Our people are not necessarily 
beyond the just revenue standard, and by so arranging | borne down by an almost insupportable weight of taxation. 
the duties as to throw the burden entirely upon the pro-| We have no debt which can never be paid~-no burden- 
tected articles to.rélieve the tariff States from all taxation, |some establishments-—no kings, lords, and commons, to 
and to throw the burden entirely on us. Above all, we|eat out the substance of the people. In this consists our 
call upon you to remember that the British manufactures, | great advantage, and it will be our own fault if we do not 

‘on which you propose to throw almost the whole burden | avail ourselves of it to the fullest extent.. This, sir, isnot 
of the Government, are those which we receive in ex-|only the favorable moment for adjusting this great ques- 
change for our productions; that to burden them is to tion, but, if it be suffered to pass away, it can never be 
burden us; and that the end ofall this may, and probably jre-called. . The manufactures now can be let down with- 
will-be, that we shall be deprived of our best customers, |out a shock, from the position to which they have been 
and-be cut off from the only sure market for our cotton, {so unjustly elevated. They will now be remunerated 
rice, and tobacco. for any diminution of their protection; but if the plan pro- 

The policy proposed in the amendment which I have | posed in the gentleman’s resolution should prevail, the 
submitted, is founded on the just principles I have advo-|immediate effect will be an increase of their protection, 
cated. -The arrangement of the details we are willing tojan enlargement of their bounty, and, of course, if these 
leave to the. committee. We do not propose to destroy, |are to be reduced hereafter, the shock will be much greater 

.or-even-toinjure, the manufacturers. We are willing they | than that to which they would now be subjected. Sir, I do 
should have the incidental protection afforded bya fair.| consider that, in making my proposition, Lam proving my- 
revenue system; and, on any plan of reduction, the duties|self a true friend to the manufacturers—-and that they are 
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their worst enemies (whatever they may themselves be-j gling is there a profitable trade, and that the revenue 
lieve) who would adopt the policy embraced in the gentle-| laws of England are constantly violated with impunity? 
man’s resolution. In this opinion, sir, I find I am not] And how is it in Spain? . A modern traveller asserts that 
singular. The manufacturers themselves, and ‘some of] there are a hundred thousand persons in that unhappy 
their ablest and most zealous advocates, have avowed the] country who live by smuggling, and that there are thirty 
_ same sentiments. In a work just put into my hands, con-| thousand. others paid by the Government to detect their 
taining an exposition of evidence, about to be submitted] practice, but who are in league with the offenders; and 
to Congress, in support of the memorial of the Free Trade} as to the condition of things in our own country, the gentle- 
Convention, lately convened at Philadelphia, (a work to] man has told us a tale this day, which, if he be not himself 
which I earnestly invite the attention of every member of| deceived, shows what fearful progress these practices have 
this body,) I find some extracts from the Register of|already made. The time was when smuggling was abso- 
Hezekiah Niles—certainly one of the most uncompromis-| lutely unknown any where in ‘this country, as it still is in 
ing champions of the protecting system=which furnish|the Southern States. It is your protecting system which 
decisive authority in favor of my opinion. I there find al has introduced it. It is the natural consequence of high 
letter from a person who is represented to be an exten-| duties; the evil was foretold, and, as we predicted, it has 
sive manufacturer, in which he says: come upon us. The protecting system has already, in 
* The only true friends of the manufacturers are those| the minds of many, removed the odium which formerly 
who now seek to repeal the ridiculous tariff of 1828. Put} rested on this practice. It was but the last year that a 
a duty of revenue alone on-cloths, and remove the duty | distinguished Senator rose up in his place here, and held 
on wool. It would be much better for us if we were| this language: ‘Your tariff policy compels respectable 
placed in England; for we could there, with our present} men to violate your law; you force them to disregard its 
hands and advantages, make cloth, send it to New York, | injunctions, in order to elude its oppression. It was his 
pay the duties, and take more money than we now do.| perfect conviction that there was not a virtuous man 
The difference is in the stock; and this difference is attri-j throughout the Union who would now think it criminal to 
butable to the absurdities of the American system, as it| smuggle into the country every article consumed init-— 
stands. The duties on dyestuffs, oil, soap, and wool,|and why? Because you force them to it in self-defence.” 
taken in connexion with the derangement of trade, by| Sir, when these sentiments shall become prevalent, what 
making the manufacturer an exporter, amount to a much| think you will become of that system? How long will it 
higher protection to the foreigner than all the tariff affords] last after the payment of duties shall come to be consider- 
to us. Such are the facts, and such the fruits, of thej edas a badge of servitude? ` 
* system’ which the American manufacturer has toiled to} Mr. President, the proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
support.” tucky is, that the protecting system, as it now stands upon 
Thus, sir, it-will be seen that we who propose to re-| your statute book, shall remain untouched; that all its 
peal the tariff of 1828, «are the only true friends of the] contradictory provisions, its absurdities, injustice, and ine- 
manufacturers,” and that they are the.worst enemies who] quality, shall be maintained inviolate. Let-uslook, then, 
are striving to perpetuate the ‘‘absurdities of the Ameri-| at some of the, existing provisions of this system. Some 
can system.” Next we have the opinions of Mr. Niles] of them, in the exposition to which I have before re- 
himself, «that the act of 1828 was the result of a political] ferred, are detailed with a clearness to which nothing can 
bargain, and passed on principles disreputable to a Con-j be added by me. Here are tables of the duties on wool- 
gress of the United States,” to which the enlightened| lens, flannels, baizes, and carpeting, ranging from forty- 
author of the exposition very justly adds, ‘that nothing] five to upwards of two hundred per cent. I will read a 
can be more obvious than the folly of pretending to en-| few extractsin illustration of the effect of these duties. 
courage manufacturing industry, and at the same time to] {Here Mr. H. read several extracts from the work in 
tax the raw materials, iron, hemp, flax, wool, lead, indigo, | question, showing that the duties on coarse. woollens, such 
and other component parts of manufactures, and consti-} as are used by stage drivers, watermen, and other labor- 
tuting the principal value of them, from fifty to two hun-] ers, for great coats, pea jackets, &c. are so exorbitantly 
dred per cent.” And here I am willing to rest my case. | taxed, as to raise the cost of the articles to about ‘¢ three 
The act of 1828, Mr. Niles affirms, ‘was the result of] times the price which the English laborer has to pay for 
a political bargain, and passed on principles disreputable] the same kind of -clothing;” that the Western farmer, in 
to a Congress of the United States.” .. | consequence of the high duty, is compelled to pay four 
The gentleman complains of frauds upon the revenue, | dollars a yard for cloth which costs the English farmer but 
and fraudulent invoices, and smuggling; but it is his sys-] one dollar seventy-five cents; that flannels, so indispensa- 
tem which has produced these evils. Smuggling, from} ble to all the women and children in the country, are sub- 
the very nature of things, must exist, when the duties ex-| jected to a duty of from ninety to a hundred and fifty per 
ceed the risk and expense of the illicit intercourse. For] cent., whereby an article which cost in England from eight 
a season, sir, the high moral sense of a young and uncor-| to nine cents, is sold here for twenty cents; and that which 
rupted people may oppose some obstacle to these prac-| cost in England twenty-nine cents, our manufacturer can 
tices. No Government on earth can prevent them.| obtain fifty cents for; that cottons are charged with a duty 
Napoleon, in the plenitude of his power, was unable toj of from twenty-five to two hundred per cent., whereby 
maintain -his continental system. His prohibitions and] the cost to the American consumer is, in many instances, 
restrictions were constantly violated with impunity. Yes,| increased one-half; and that the duty upon iron is froma“ 
sir, he who sported with kingdoms, who constructed] hundred and fifty to two hundred and eighty per cent. 
thrones on the ruins of empires, and appointed the offi-| On this point, Mr. H. read from the report on the black- 
cers of his household to fill them; whose armies were hisj smiths’ petition, made to the Senate during their last: ses- 
custom-house officers who drew. his cordons around the| sion, and quoted the testimony of John Sarchet, a witness 
nations which he conquered, was utterly unable .to put] examined on oath before the committee, from which it 
down the great principles of free trade, “It has been well| appeared **that, under the'ezisting rate of duties, a ton 
said, sir, ** that when all Europe was obedient to his nod, | of hammers and sledges can be: imported, for the use of 
the smuggler disputed his commands, set at. naught his] the American manufacturer of those very articles, ata 
edicts, laughed. to scorn-his power, and overthrew his| less cost than the bar iron from which they are made; 
policy.” How is it with England, that sea-girt isle, sur-| that wheel tire has actually been imported, in a finished 
rounded witha thousand ships, and thirty thousand guar-| state, for about forty-seven dollars a ton, while bar iron, 
diaus of her revenue? Sir, do we not all’know that smug-| suitable for the purpose, is selling for about ninety dollars 
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the ton; that tea-trays can be imported- for half the price 
of the raw material out of which they are manufactured; 
knitting needles for.a hundred ‘and forty-three dollars a 
ton less than the raw materials out of which-they are made; 
thata ton of chain cables can now be imported into this 
country at a less cost ‘than the rods out of which they are 
made;.and that the necessary consequence has been, that 
a number of workers in iron, and of mechanics, estimated 
at one hundred thousand, had their profits so diminished, 
that Mr. Sarchet had declared that he had never seen any 
blacksmiths so poor, or carrying on a less prosperous 
business, than those of the United States, owing, as he 
believed, to the high duties they are compelled to pay on 
the raw iron.”?] y 

Look, continued Mr. H., through your whole protect- 
ing system; your duties every where are so arranged as to 
fall most heavily upon the poor. The poor man is taxed 
fiye dollars upon a coat which cost him ten, and a rich 
man ten upon one which cost him forty—a tax of eight 
dollars upon coarse cottons for his wife and children, 
which cost no more than eight; and the rich man but eight 
dollars for, what costs him upwards of thirty. Can any 
thing be conceived more monstrous than the system of 
minimums, to impose'a duty of twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem ori cotton goods, but provide that, if they should 
cost less than thirty-five cents per square yard, they shall 
be deemed and taken to have cost thirty-five cents, and 
pay duty accordingly--to provide that a duty of forty-five 
per centum ad valorem shall be imposed upon woollens, 
but provide that goods which cost more than one dollar, 
shall be deemed and taken to have cost two dollars and a 
half? ‘This is like imposing an income tax of fifty per 
cent., and then providing that every man’s. income shall 
be deemed and taken to be three thousand dollars; or a 
tax of fifty cents per gallon upon stills, and providing that 
every still shall be considered as containing fifty gallons. 
Now, are gentlemen prepared to say that such a system 
as this, with all its imperfections on its head, is to be held 
as sacred as the laws of the Medes and Persians? I trust 
not. . 

Let not gentlemen so far deceive themselves as to sup- 
pose that the opposition of the South to the protecting 
system is not based on high and lofty principles. It has 
nothing to do with party politics, or the mere elevation of 
men. It rises far above all such considerations. Nor is 
it influenced chiefly by calculations of interest, but is 
founded in much nobler impulses. ‘fhe instinct of self- 
interest might have taught us an easier way of relieving 
ourselves from this oppression. It wanted but the will, 
to have supplied ourselves with every article embraced 
in the protective system, free of duty, without any other 
participation on our part than a simple consent to reccive 
them. But, sir, we have scorned, in a contest for our 
rights, to resort to any but open and fair means to maintain 
them. The spirit with which we have entered into this 
business, is akin to that which was kindled in the bosom 
of our fathers when they were made the victims of op- 
pression; and if it has not displayed itself in the same way, 
itis because we have ever cherished the strongest feelings 
of confraternity towards our brethren, and the warmest 
and most devoted attachment to the Union. If we have 
been, in any degree, divided among ourselves in this mat- 
ter, the source of that division, let gentlemen be assured, 
has not arisen so much from any difference of opinion as 
to. the.true character of the oppression, as from the differ- 
ent degrees of hope of redress. All parties have for years 
past been looking forward to this crisis for the fulfilment 
of their hopes, or the confirmation of their fears. And 
God grant that the result may be auspicious. 

Sir, I call upon gentlemen on all sides of the House to 
meet us in the true spirit of conciliation and concession. 
Remove, I earnestly beseech you, from among us, this 
neyer-failing source of contention. - Dry up at its source 


this fountain of the waters of bitterness. Restore that 
harmony which has been disturbed—that mutual affection 
and confidence which has been impaired. And it is in 
your power to do it this day; but there is but one means 
under heaven by which it can—by doing equal justice 
to all. And be assured that: he to whom the country 
shall‘be indebted for this blessing, will be considered as 
the second founder of the republic. He will be regarded, 
in all aftertimes, as the ministering angel visiting the 
troubled waters of our political dissensions, and restoring 
to the element its healing virtues. 

I will conclude by invoking the authority of one whose 
name is deservedly dear to the American people; whose 
life was the practice of virtue; from whose lips there con- 
stantly flowed the lessons of political wisdom, and whose 
example will be to the remotest generations a light to our 
feet, and a lamp to our path. The restorer of that liberty 
which Washington achieved; the man ‘ who saved the con- 
stitution even at.its last gasp”—-I mean Thomas Jefferson. 

In Mr. Jefferson’s inaugural address, he bears the fol- 
lowing strong testimony in favor of the true American 
system: 

“Entertaining a true sense of our equal rights to the 
use of our own, faculties, to the acquisitions of our own 
industry, — * * enlightened by a benign religion 
* ¥* with all these blessings, what more is necessary to 
make us a happy and a prosperous people? 

*¢ Still one thing more, fellow-citizens—a wise and fru- 
gal Government, which, restraining men from injuring 
one another, shall leave them otherwise free to regulate 
their own pursuits of industry and improvement, and 
shall not take’ from the mouth of labor the bread it has: 
earned. This is the sum of good government; and this 
is necessary to close the circle of our felicities.”” 

That God may inspire us, gentlemen, and all who are 
entrusted with the administration of our public affairs, 
with such dispositions, is my constant prayer to Him who 
holds in his hands the destinies of nations. 

Mr. DICKERSON next rose, and said that the exten- 
sive range of facts and arguments taken by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, and the great ability with which he 
had presented them, induced. him to ask for a postpone- 
ment of the discussion till sufficient time was afforded for 
meeting those facts and arguments. In addition to this, 
he required delay for the purpose of calling the Senate to 
avail itself of the views of the intelligent convention lately 
assembted at New York and Philadelphia. The move- 
ments in relation to the tariff in the Southern States had 
resulted in the Philadelphia convention, while the popular 
feelings in the North and West had given rise to the New 
York convention. The Senator from South Carolina had 
been able, in his remarks, to avail himself of the report 
of the Philadelphia convention; and in a few days, he un- 
derstood that Senator to say, the report would be distri- 
buted among the members of the Senate. He had not 
seen that report, and he wished, before the discussion 
went any further, to look atit- He was also anxious to 
see the report of the New York convention, which, he was 
informed, would be here in the course of this week. The 
views of the gentlemen assembled at these conventions, 
representing, as they did, a large portion of our most ac- 
tive and intelligent population in every part of the coun- 
try, were entitled to the deliberate consideration of the 
Senate, He, therefore, moved that the consideration of 
the resolution be postponed to Monday next, and be made 
the special order of the day for that day. 

Mr. HAYNE took occasion, he said, to remark that, in 
the hurry of argument, he had omitted one topic of great 
importance—the constitutional question. He should not 
now enter into it, but would state that it had been his pur- 
pose to show that the South had uniformly considered 
duties for protection as unconstitutional; that he himself 
had uniformly sustained that doctrine; that Congress had 


ments of the convention, took great interest in their pro- 
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Mr. DICKERSON said it appeared to him that the 
Senate must decide which of the propositions before them 
should go to the Committee on Finance. It was the ob- 
ject of the resolution to bring on a discussion. It was ex- 
pected every where inthe Union. This is the occasion, 
now that the public debt is near extinction, which is taken 
for altering the system of protection. We did not now 
deliberate upon and discuss details, but systems. The 
Senator from South Carolina has gone into the whole sub- 
ject, and is he not to be answered? As the discussion had 
begun, he thought it proper that the general principles of 
the tariff should be discussed now; that they should be 
considered in reference to their constitutionality, and to 
their bearings on foreign Powers, and the interests and 
policy of the several States of the Union. When the 
details come up, we can discuss them, He hoped, there- 
fore, that the discussion would go on, and that opportu- 
nity would, by the delay he proposed, be afforded for 
collecting facts to meet those which had this day been 
mulgation. They wished to see them placed before|advanced. : 
Congress, and they could not, he thought, be expected}’ Mr. FORSYTH did not understand, he said, the mover 
before Monday next. of the original resolution as expressing a wish to discuss 

Mr. CLAY certainly would not oppose the wishes of|the question on that resolution. ~- He did not think it im- 
the gentleman; but he expected that, when the subject] portant, on that resolution, to discuss the questions con- 
was taken up again, we should go through it, without|nected with the protective policy. He thought differently. 
further postponement or delay. His object was to explain his own opinions on the finan- 

Mr. FORSYTH said there was no disposition to hinder cial condition of the country, and to throw out some plans 
gentlemen from fully deliberating on the subject; but he|for a conciliation of the conflicting interests and views of 
would suggest whether any good result would follow from|the different sections of the country. But the gentle- 
a continuance of the discussion. By discussing these in-)man from New Jersey thinks we shall not discuss any 
cidental questions, can we settle any principle in refer-| principles in settling these details. His opinion was con- 
ence to the tariff? The proper course, he thought, was|trary to past experience, and would be so to future expe- 
to send both propositions to the Committee on Finance, jrience. We, said Mr. F., will fight from post, to- post, 
and to discuss the questions involved in them, after the]and die in the last ditch. He had come here with the 
committee has reported, or to wait for the bill from the|hope which, as yet, had undergone no abatement, that 
other House. It was proper, he thought, to submit both|this question would be settled at this session, on princi- 
proposition to the Committee on Finance, for we cannot| ples satisfactory to all parts of the Union. To do this, 

ere decide upon either of them. There was another|we must exercise all that justice and moderation which 
consideration; discuss the question as much as you please|ought to characterize the American Senate. With the 
here on these resolutions, still the details are ultimately to| Senator from South Carolina, he would say, that he would 
be arranged; and, when they are considered, the same go as far as a reasonable man can go, in accommodating 
subjects must again be discussed, and the same arguments | this dispute. . 
be again repeated. The feelings, too, of gentlemen] Mr. CLAY replied that, in reference to the resolution 
would become more irritated and aggravated by this| which had produced this discussion, he did state, and still 
course. He moved, therefore, that, without further dis-| thought, thatit was unnecessary, in its consideration, to go 
cussion, the two propositions be submitted to the Com-jinto the general policy of the protective system. But 
mittee on Finance. , he added that he did not prescribe any rule for the course 

The VICE PRESIDENT said that the question of post-| of others, who might think that the policy of the protec- 
ponement had precedence of the latter motion. tive system was involved in the resolution. The first gen- 

_Mr. TYLER said. it occurred to him, that, after all the | tleman who followed him, went into the discussion of that 
discussion, there would be much difficulty in settling the policy in the fullest manner. That argument must go un- 
details. Whether one proposition or the other be adopt-| answered, with the tacit assent of the Senate to the 
ed, not an inch of ground would be yielded-~and the propriety of considering the reduction of the tariff, in 
whole battle must be fought over again, when we come {reference to the revenue alone—and still we were told by 
to details. Is it possible that, in the discussion of this] the opponents of protection, that they will die in the last 
question, you can settle the details belonging to it? If|ditch, yielding no one point in dispute. He was not in 
ever there was a question, and a period operating upon a/the habit of throwing out menaces; but he would tell the 
question. which required deliberation, it was this question | gentleman from Georgia that, with whatever vigor the 
and this period. We had seen how much both parties to| onset should be made against the system, with equal vigor 
the question were interested; we had seen the system of| would the system be sustained. But it is said you will 
protection sustained by one, and by another repudiated; | repeat the same arguments in arranging the details which 
all that ability, research, and experience could elicit, in| you now use in discussing the principles. He did not be- 
reference to either side of the question, had already been | lieve this would be the case. He, for one, should not 
laid before the Senate. Shall we continue to bandy words; | repeat arguments which he now used. He knew not what 
to act the part of mere gladiators? He sincerely hoped the Committee on Finance might be engaged in; but it 
the discussion would now be discontinued. If any thing|had been stated by one of its members that they had 
was to be done in this business, it must be done without|taken up the whole subject of the tariff, which they pro- 
this discussion. ‘The propositions should go to the Com-jposed to arrange. They would, he hoped, persevere. 
mittee on Finance, and he was certain that any reference| But they did not, he thought, act under the authority of 
to them would command their special attention. In the|the Senate, in taking into their hands subjects which had 
expectation, but not so much in the expectation as in the | been committed to the Committee on Manufactures. He 
hope that this momentous question might be settled at this | hoped that the course proposed for the resolution would 
session, he should vote against the motion to postpone. |not be adopted. The friends of the protective system in 


no more power to protect industry by taxation, than they 
had to abolish the trial by jury, or to establish an inquisi- 
tion; and the system was at war with the whole plan of 
our Government. He also had intended to remark that 
the Senator from Kentucky had erroneously understood 
the opinion of the Free Trade Convention to be, that the 
duties on imported articles should be arranged with a view 
to the protection of domestic. manufactures. They had 
only expressed the opinion that the protection incident- 
ally afforded. to manufactures. by a tariff arranged for 
revenue, was not unconstitutional. 

Mr. CLAY doubted, he said, whether so distant a day 
as Monday was required for the consideration of the sub- 
ject. It was now evident that the discussion would cover 
the entire field of argument; and, though not all the in- 
formation would be before us, a part of it would be, 
before Monday next, and the discussion might proceed. 

Mr. DICKERSON said, those who prepared the state- 


107 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


108 


SENATE. | 


Northeastern Boundary. 


(Jan. 17, 18, 1832. 


this, as well as in the other House were placed in a con- 
dition of peculiar embarrassment. It was impracticable 
for them to bring the subject up for discussion and deci- 
sion, without the co-operation of the Committee on Fi- 
nance: for the Committee on Manufactures would view 
the subject in reference only to its bearing on manufac- 
tures, not upon revenue. He had urged a speedy report 
from the Committee on Finance of the Senate, and it had 
been promised from time to time, but had not yet been 
submitted. It was a part of the policy of the opponents 
of protection, to delay any decision of the question, in 
order'that the revenue might accumulate, till its amount 
became embarrassing. He urged, therefore, upon the 
Senate the propriety of expressing its opinion, at once, 
which of the two resolutions should go to the committee, 
as the basis of their bill. We were, indeed, placed ina 
singular situation, if, after the full and able argument of 
the Senator from South Carolina, the subject should be 
suffered to go to the Committee on Finance, and the 
questions which involved millions of property, and the 
future prosperity of the country, be thereby submitted to 
that committee, to be considered by them merely as a 
matter of revenue. This course, he hoped, would not 
be adopted, and the subject would, he trusted, be post- 
poned to a proper day. 

Mr. FORSYTH said it was no part of his purpose to 
prevent a reply to the Senator. from South Carolina, if 
any Senator wished to reply. He proposed only a post- 
ponement of the discussion; and it was of little conse- 
quence whether it was postponed to next Monday, or a 
much longer period, as he proposed. The gentleman 
from Kentucky seemed to think that an assault was to be 
made upon his favorite system, and he has assumed the 
amiable character of a defender. But, in fact, he is him- 
self the assailant; and we know from experience that he 


Camarena 9 
TUESDAY, January 17. 


A message was received from the President of the 
United States, transmitting the annual report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint, exhibiting the operations of that insti- 
tution for the year 1831. i 

[The report states thatthe coinage of the past year 
amounts to $3,923,473 60; comprising $714,270 in gold 


Lcoins, $3,175,600 in silver coins, and $33,603 60 in cop- 


per—consisting, altogether, of 11,792,284 pieces, viz. 
Half eagles, 140,594; quarter eagles, 4,520; half dollars, 
5,873,660; quarter dollars, 398,000; dimes, 771,350; half 
dimes, 1,242,700; cents, 3,359,260; and half cents, 2,200. 
Twenty-six thousand dollars worth of the gold coined was 
received from Virginia; two hundred and ninety-four 
thousand dollars from North Carolina; and from Georgia, 
one hundred and seventy-six thousand dollars worth. Ala- 
bama and Tennessee also furnished gold bullion to the 
amount of about one thousand dollars each, ‘indicating 
(as the report remarks) the progressive development of 
the gold region.” The coinage of copper yielded a pro- 
fit of about ten thousand dollars the last year; and, in 
consequence, reduced the expense of the mint establish- 
ment for that time to twenty-eight thousand dollars.] 

After receiving petitions, and disposing of sundry pri- 
vate bills, the Senate spent two hours in the consideration 
of executive business; and then 


Adjourned. 


Weoxespay, Janvary 18. 
NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 
The following resolutions, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Sprague, were taken up for consideration, viz. 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate all the corre- 


will not relax or desist as long as he has any hope of}spondence between the Executive of the United States 


success. 


and Great Britain, relative to the selection of an arbiter, 


Mr. WILKINS should vote, he said, for the motion of|under the convention of 29th September, 1827; and, also, 


the gentleman from New Jersey. He did not throw any 
indication of his intention to enter. into the discussion, 
though it had become his duty.and his wish to engage in 
it, in consideration of the deep interest which his State 
had in its subject. He wished the consideration of the 
resolution to be postponed, in the hope that some course 
might be stricken out, in accordance with the generous 
offers of the Senators from Georgia and South Carolina, 
by which this question can be harmoniously. settled and 
compromised. If the Senator from South Carolina, and 
his friends, had rested their opposition to the system on 
constitutional ground, there would be no hope of com- 
promise; but, in all questions of. expediency, there is 
room for mutual coricession and compromise. Some pro- 
position would, he hoped, be made by Monday next, 
which. might serve as a basis for the compromise. ` 

Mr. SMITH thought nothing would be gained by the 
_ postponement... He hoped no later day than Thursday 
would be fixed upon. 

Mr. WILKINS again urged the propriety of postpon- 
ing the consideration of the subject, with a view to see 
what conciliation of conflicting interests and opinions in 
regard to it could be effected.. He would say, however, 
that, in proposing a compromise, he had no idea of aban- 
doning the principle of protection. If desolation had 
followed the system in South Carolina, as the gentleman 
had státed, he was certain desolation in his State would 
mark. its abolition. But he still hoped that the principle, 
might be so modified as to meet the views of all sections 
and interests; and, in this hope, he asked for the question 
on the motion to postpone. 

The question being taken on the motion to postpone, 
the further consideration of the resolution and amend- 
ment till Monday next, it was decided in the affirmative. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


i 


the correspondence between the Executive of the United 
States and the King of the Netherlands, relative to the 
acceptance, by the latter, of the office of arbiter, under 
said convention. . . 

Resolved, That the President of the United. States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate the arrangement 
which, in the letter of the Secretary of State to the Go- 
vernor of Maine, under date of the 21st of October, 183], 
is said to have been made between the United States and 
Great Britain, ‘‘for preserving the state of things as it 
then existed on both sides, until a final disposition could 
be made of the question” respecting our Northeastern 
boundary, and all the correspondence in relation thereto; 
and to inform the Senate when, and in what manner, said 
“arrangement between the two nations” was made, and 
when, and in what. manner, it was communicated to the 
Governor of Maine, as mentioned in the said letter of the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. GRUNDY submitted to the gentleman from Maine, 
whether such à call as that embraced in the resolution, 
would be proper, while the Senate, in a capacity differ- 
ent from its legislative, was acting on the same subject. 
Would not the adoption of the resolution have the effect 
of exposing to view matters which it would be injurious 
to the country to make public in their present state? Mr. 
G. thought it would be better to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. SPRAGUE said that he had offered the resolution 
now under consideration, in open Senate, because the 
information requested was, in his opinion, of a character 
that might, without injury to the interests of the country, 
be laid before the Senate and the people. -He was not 
in favor of the custom of keeping the acts of Government 
secret, when there was no sufficient reason for doing so. 
The resolution simply requested the President of the 
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United States to furnish the Senàte with the correspond- 
ence between the Executive of the United States and 
Great Britain on a public question. 
can be given for keéping this correspondence locked up 
in the archives of the Executive, while all the other facts 
relative to the treaty, together with the decision of the 
King of the Netherlands, have long since been laid before 
the nation? The protest of our minister at the Hague, 
and of the Government of Maine, against that decision, 
and the accordance of the Governor of Massachusetts 
with that protest, were also publicly known. . He could, 
therefore, see no reason why the whole subject should 
not be brought to light, nor any impropriety in request- 
ing the information required. If the President should 
think that there was any part of the correspondence that 
it was improper should meet the eye of the ‘public, he 
might send it in a confidential manner. 

He should object to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee to have the resolution laid on the table, 
because, however they might differ in the manner in 
which the communication should be made, he conceived 
that it was highly important to obtain it, which would be 
prevented by such a course. If the gentleman objected 
to the form of the resolution, he was not opposed to hav- 
ing it so modified as to be agreeable to the wishes of all, 
but he wished some other disposition to be made than to 
lay it on the table, which would be in effect giving it up 
altogether. 

Mr. EWING hoped the Senator from Tennessee would 
withdraw his motion. He [Mr. E.] had, on examining 
into the subject of the Northeastern boundary question, 
met with many serious difficulties, arising from the want 
of sufficient information, for which he would have found 
it necessary himself to apply, had he not been anticipated 
by the resolution of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. CLAY was inclined to think, from the general re- 
collection he possessed, not only of that portion of the 
subject embraced in the first resolution, relating to a se- 
lection of an arbiter under the convention, but of that 
portion of it contained in the second resolution, relating 
to the arrangement mentioned in the letter of the Secre- 
tary of State for preserving a status quo until a final set- 
tlement, that no part of them were of such a nature as to 
render their publication injurious to the country. Tf, 
however, there were any doubts whether the President or 
Secretary of State would consider a publication at this 
time inexpedient, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, he would advise a postponement for a few 
days, until a conference could be had with them. 

Mr. GRUNDY said he had no sort of objection to any 
course that might be most agreeable to those interested in 
the resolution, for it was not a matter of any particular 
interest, either to himself or to those he represented; his 
only fear had been, that by calling for information under the 
circumstances he had before adverted to, something might 
be done that would become the subject of after regret. 
As the mover thought no difficulties could arise from the 
publicity of the affair, he would not oppose the resolution, 
but he still thought the most advisable course would be 
for the Senate to obtain the desired information in execu- 
tive session, and then lay it before the public, if no objec- 
tions were found to so doing. 

Mr. CLAY suggested to the Senator from Maine to 
modify the resolution, in accordance with the views of 
the Senator from Tennessee, so as to request the Presi- 
dent, at his option, to send the information cither to the 
open or secret session of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRAGUE then amended both resolutions in con- 
formity with the suggestions of Mr. Cray, and they were 
adopted. 


COLONEL JOHN LAURENS. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of the 


Now, what reason |- 


bill for the relief of the personal representatives of Colo- 
nel John Laurens, deceased. 

Mr. TAZEWELL said that the bill had frequently been 
before Congress, and different committees. had reported 
unfavorably on the claim. He thought the bill ought not 
to pass. ` 

Mr. KANE explained the reasons which had induced 
the committec to report favorably in the present instance, 
and spoke at length in support of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMES observed that this bill was an old friend 
or rather an old acquaintance of that body, and inquired 
whether any new facts favorable to the claim had been 
adduced.” He was not in favor of the bill. 

Mr. ROBBINS rose, and said, John Laurens, whose child. 
and grandchild are before us with this claim, was one of 
those revolutionary patriots who devoted all his faculties 
and all his means to the cause of his country in that arduous 
conflict, and who, to crown his merits, made a sacrifice 
of his life to that cause. Liberty has her martyrs, as well 
as religion; and he was one of them. This claim by his 
family is for expenses disbursed by him while on a special 
foreign mission--a mission which he performed with ex- 
traordinary despatch, and with entire success. Ata pe- 
riod of great difficulty and distress, the then Congress 
took him from the army, 'and sent him to France to solicit 
the means of relief; he prevailed, and obtained them. 
From the time he left the army to go on this mission, to 
the time he resumed his command in the army, after hav- 
ing successfully performed his mission, was less than nine 
months. . 

The reimbursement of these expenses is claimed on the 
ground of such then being the settled usage of the Go- 
yernment. ‘That usage was to allow and pay our foreign 
ministers a sum certain as a salary; and, besides, to 
allow and pay their expenses. The records of all our 
foreign missions at that time will show this to have been 
the settled usage. It was done in the case of Dr. Frank- 
lin, in the case of Mr. Jay, the case of the elder Adams, 
and so of every other foreign minister, down to the time 
when an outfit was allowed in lieu of the allowance of 
expenses. This is the solitary instance in which it has 
not been done; and how it has happened in this instance, 
I will directly endeavor to explain. But, independently 
of this, I consider this reimbursement to have been gua- 
rantied by an express resolution of Congress taken in this 
very case. The resolution is in these words: 

“ Resolved, That in settling the accounts of the late 
Lieutenant Colonel Laurens, as special minister to the 
court of Versailles, he be allowed the same pay that was 
given at that period to the minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States at foreign courts, from his appointment to 
that embassy until his return.” 

Now, said Mr. R., what was that pay? It was, as I have 
before stated, a sum certain as a salary, and, in addition 
thereto, the amount cf his expenses. Jt may scem strange 
that, in stating the accountin this case, the treasury should 
have omitted, as it did, to credit these expenses; a credit 
so manifestly required both by settled usage and express 
authority. A review of the circumstances will account 
for this omission. Let it be recollected that Colonel Lau- 
rens himself never called for pay, either as a soldier or 
as a minister. He had some resources of his own; he had 
larger in the liberality of his opulent father; on these he 
drew. Such was the cast of his mind, that pecuniary 
matters were beneath his thoughts—he thought only, as 
he lived only, for his country and for glory. On his return 
from France, his only petition to Congress was, to be 
permitted to return to his command in the army. He did 
return; and soon after, in the affair at Yorktown, acted 
the distinguished part’ which history has noticed. He 
thence repaired to the standard of General Greene, and 
engaged in the battles of the Southern war. There the 
gallantry of his spirit laid his body in the dust—there 
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terminated the short but brilliant career of the heroic|carried out, nor reckoned, in reckoning up the credits, 


Laurens. At this time, his only child was an infant, in-a 
foreign Jand, and doubly an orphan, the mother having 
previously. deceased. His father, the venerable Henry 
Laurens, was a prisoner in the Tower of London. Then 
there was no one to exhibit and solicit the claim of the 
unfortunate orphan.. On the return of the father, after 
his captivity, and after performing his illustrious: share in 
the great peace-mission to France, among his son’s papers 
he found not a scrap of any account either against or with 
the Government. He knew not how his affairs stood with 
the Government, whether as final debtor or creditor; he 
only knew that he had made him large advances. In this 
situation, he preferred. a memorial to Congress upon the 


The report then makes the gross sum—the amount of the - 
expenses, together with the amount of these errors— 
$7,542. 41. 

This report puts the claim upon the common footing of 
debts then due from the United States, and provides for it 
accordingly; allowing the same interest that was paid to 
the other public creditors, neither more nor less. It 
appears to me that this. principle is the principle which 
ought to govern in this case.. These expenses, paid by 
Colonel Laurens, were paid for the United States; and 
they were as substantially a loan to the United States, as 
if the money had been paid into the treasury of the United 
States, and a loan office certificate had been taken there- 


for. He was to allintents and purposes a public creditor 
to that amount; and to pay interest to the other public 
creditors, and to refuse it to him, would be an act, as it 
appears to me, of gross partiality; would be an outrage 
upon every sentiment of equal justice—and, I may add, 
of national justice, too; for these very expenses, so far as 


subject—not making any claim, but referring the case to 
that body, to be disposed of according to their own sense 
of justice. The memorial was committed; the committee 
reported; and the resolution which I have before recited, 
was adopted upon the report. The resolution, we have 
seen, established the principle by which the settlement of 
the case was to be made, and which principle embraced |they were advances made by his father, (and they mostly 
this claim. This was in 1784. The Government not/were such,) became a debt on interest against him, and 
being in funds, nothing more was done in the case tilljthe amount, both principal and interest, have been de- 
1790, when the new Government began the work of|ducted from the portion of his daughter. Colonel Lau- 
liquidating and providing for the claims of the public}rens then loaned this money to the United States, for 
creditors. Then the statement of the account in this case | which he paid interest; he asks a return of that loan, not 
wasmade, The expenses of this mission were not credited, | with the same interest, but with a less interest, much less. 
because no account of them, owing to the circumstances |I say he~—but I mean his orphan child, who speaks in his 
which I have detailed, had been furnished to the Govern- |name. Were he living, and now here, I think it probable 
ment. The statement was made upon the evidence as it}he would not speak—he was too magnanimous-—too care- 
existed in the Treasury Department; it did not embrace ajless of every thing but virtuous fame, and too much 
credit for these expenses, because as to them the treasury labsorbed in that pursuit; and building fame, as he did, on 
had no evidence. It is apparent that Henry Laurens, the |services and sacrifices to his country, I think it probable 
father, was under the mistake that the expenses could not/that if his country did not think of this debt to him, he 
be claimed, because among his son’s papers he found no|would never speak to put her in mind of it; but, like his 
account, no charge of them against the Government. I|brotherin arms and compatriot, Hamilton, he would place 
say it is apparent, because, though he complained of the |this claim upon the justice of his country, as a resource 
statement as made by the treasury, he did not complain of for them for whom nature had bound him to provide. It 
it on this ground. And in his memorial, before referred [is pleasing to reflect that the distinguished and disinterest- 
to, he states that he did: not know whether his son meant|ed patriot, in this country at least, has this resource, and 
to make any claim. But surely this mistake, as it does not | may look to it with confidence—of which the proofs are 
affect the justice, so it ought not to affect the validity of | many and illustrious. 1 hope this case may furnish another. 
this claim. The Government owes it ‘to itself, it owes it} There are many circumstances in this case, which might 
to its own honor, not to profit by this mistake; especially |be alluded to, recommending this claim to favor, but, 
to the prejudice of an orphan, and more especially to the j perhaps, addressing themselves to our feelings rather than 
orphan of such a parent, to our reason; these, I therefore omit, and content mysclf 
The amount of these expenses, at least the amount re-/ with stating and explaining, as I have done, those grounds 
ported, was $7,335 86. This report. and the report of|only which appear to me to establish the justice of the 
the last session agree in this. The data on which this|claim, and which will control my vote. 
conclusion is founded, seem to me entirely satisfactory.| Mr. KANE, in answer to the gentleman from Virginia, 
The whole of this amount he received, while in France, | went into a full explanation of the grounds on which the 
on this mission, by drafts from his father, and by an order jclaim rested, and. maintained that it was clearly shown 
from Doctor Franklin, except a small sum he received|from the acts of Congress, that the present claim was 
from. the superintendent of finance, Robert’ Morris, in |justly due, and that it had never been paid; explained the 
Boston, on his arrival there from his mission--a smallsum, jreasons why it had been delayed till the present day— 
to enable him to return to his command in the army. It] which delay he considered no sufficient reason why justice, 
willbe found that any reasonable estimate of the necessary {should not finally be awarded in the same manner as it 
disbursements for himself and suite will carry the amount | bad been to other public ministers at the same period. 
at least to that sum. And, collated with the expenses in| Mr. HAYNE answered some of the objections of those 
other parallel cases, the same conclusion will result. On |opposed to the claim, and explained the reason why the 
embarking. for France, he must have taken funds with | former committee, to which it had been referred, had re- 
him, which were all exhausted, but of which no notice is! ported favorably, and why the Senate were almost unani- 
taken in the estimate reported. We may be sure, then, | mous against the report. It was not because they doubted 
that this sum falls within the limits of his actual expenses, |the justice of the claim, but because they differed with 
at least that it does not transcend them. the committee in the amount justly due. Mr. H. went 
, There is another claim, but to a small amount, growing |into an earnest argument in favor of the claim, and of the 
out of errors in the account as stated by the treasury. jdistinguished services and magnanimity of Colonel Lau- 
These errors are apparent to inspection on the face of}rens, whom he represented to have sacrificed not only his 
the account. One is.an item to which the scale of depre- fortune, but his life, in the defence of his country, at a 
ciation was applied, when that item was a special credit;period when, of all others, those sacrifices and patriotic 
due from the United States. The amount of this error!services were most needed. It was from the very circum- 
is $101 85. The other is an item of credit in the ac-! 


‘stance of his patriotic and disinterested devotedness to the 
count, amounting to $104 70, but which amount is notjcause which he had embraced, that the claim was yet 
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unpaid; for Colonel Laurens had, in his zeal for liberty, 
refused to demand the payment for,his services, and fell 
a sacrifice to that cause, without ‘leaving á claim upon the 
Government, or even a statement of his expenditures. ~ 

The question therefore now was, whether Congress 
should refuse justice to an orphan child, because the 
father had too much magnanimity to demand it. He trust- 
ed not. ` 

At the suggestion of Mr. EWING, the bill was then laid 
on the table for the present. . Pi . 


Tuunrspay, January 19. 
Soon after meeting, the Senate went into executive 
business, and remained with closed doors until 4.0’clock; 
and then adjourned. 


Friay, January 20. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BENTON rose to ask leave to introduce the follow- 
ing resolution, of which he had given notice some days 
Ago, Viz. 

A joint resolution declaratory of the meaning of the char- 
ter of the Bank of the United States on the subject of 
the paper currency to be issued by the bank. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House. of Representatives 
af the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the paper currency, in the form of orders, drawn by the 
presidents of the offices of discount and deposite on the 
cashier of the Bank of the United States, is not authorized 
by any thing contained in the charter, and that the said 
currency is, and is hereby declared to be, illegal; and 
that the same ought to be suppressed. 

Mr. BENTON rose to ask leave to bring in his promis- 
ed resolution onthe state of the currency. He said he 
had given his notice for the leave he was about to ask, 
without concerting or consulting with any member of the 
Senate. The object of his resolution was judicial, not 
political; and he had treated the Senators, not as counsel- 
lors, but as judges. He had conversed with no one, nei- 
ther friend nor adversary; not through contempt of coun- 
sel, or fear of opposition, but from a just and rigorous re- 
gard to decorum and propriety. His own opinion had 
been made up through the cold, unadulterated process of 
legal research; and he kad done nothing, and would do 
nothing, to prevent, or hinder, any other Senator from 
making up his opinion in the same way. It was a case in 
which politics, especially partisan politics, could find no 
place; and in the progress of which every Senator would 
feel himself retiring into the judicial office—becoming one 
of the judices selectiand searching into the stores. of 


his own legal knowledge, for the judgment and the rez“ 


sons of the judgment which he must give in this.great 
cause, in which a nation is the party on one side, and a 
great moneyed corporation on the other. He [Mr. B.] be- 
lieved the currency, against which, his resolution was 
directed, to be illegal and dangerous; and so believing, 
it had long been his determination to bring the question of 
its legality before the Senate and the people; and that 
without regard to the powerful resentment, to the effects 
of which he might be exposing himself. He had adopted 
the form of a declaratory resolution, because it was in- 
tended to declare the true sense of the charter upon a 
disputed point.. He made his resolution joint in its cha- 
racter, that it might havethe action of both Houses of Con- 
gress, and single in its object, that the main design might 
not be embarrassed with minor propositions. The form of 
the resolution gave him a right to state his reasons for ask- 
ing leave to bring it in; the importance of it required 
those reasons to be clearly stated. The Senate, also, has 
its rights and its duties. It isthe right of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, as the founder:of the bank cor- 


Vou, VIT.—8 


poration, to examine into the regularity of its proceedings, 
and to take cognizance of the infractions of its charter; and 
this right has become a duty, since the very tribunal se- 
lected by the charter to try these infractions had tried 
this very question, and that. without the formality of a 
scire facias, or the presence of the adverse party, and had 
given judgment in favor of the corporation; a decision 
which he [Mr. B.] was» compelled, by the strongest con- 
victions of his judgment, to consider both as extra-judicial 
and erroneous. f . 

The resolution, continued Mr. B., which Tam asking 
leave to bring in, expresses its own object. It declares 
against the legality of these orders, as a currency.’ Itis 
the currency-which J arraign. © I make no inquiry, for I 
will not embarrass my subject with irrelevant and imma- 
terial inquiries—I make no inquiry into the modes of con- 
tract and payment which are permitted, or not permitted, 
to the Bank of the United States, in the conduct of its 
private dealings and individual transactions. My business 
lies with the currency; for, between public currency and 
private dealings, the charter of the bank has made a dis- 
tinction, and that founded in the nature of things, as broad 
as lines can draw, and as clear’as words can express. 
The currency concerns the public; and the soundness of 
that currency is taken under the particular guardianship 
of the charter; a special code of law is enacted for it: pri- 
vate dealings concern individuals; and it is for individuals, 
in making their bargains, to take care of their own inte- 
rests, The charter of the Bank of. the United States has 
authorized, but not regulated, certain private dealings of 
the bank; it is full and explicit upon the regulation of cur- 
rency. Upon this distinction I take my stand. I establish 
myself upon the broad and clear distinction which reason 
makes, and the charter sanctions. I arraign the curren- 
cy! Leschew all inquiry into the modes of making bar- 
gains for the sale or purchase:of bills of exchange, buying 
and selling gold or silver bullion, building houses, hiring 
officers, clerks, and.servants, purchasing’ necessaries, or 
laying in supplies of fuel and stationery. : 

A preliminary inquiry might have been resorted to, and 
was for some time intended, to know from the-bank direc- 
tory whether these orders were issued as a currency un- 
der the charter, and what exemptions were claimed for 
them from the restrictions provided in the charter, for a 
currency of promissory notes. But this preliminary in- 
quiry has become unnecessary. A decision has been made 
in a high branch of the federal judiciary--the United 
States’ circuit court in Philadelphia—affirming the legality 
‘of this species of currency, and stating the exemptions 
claimed for it; and this decision has been received with a 
degree ‘of approbation by the bank directory, which an- 
nounces it to be accordant with their own opinions. In- 
quiry of the directory is, therefore, unnecessary. A re- 
sort to the opinion of the court, and that opinion has been 
authoritatively published, may be considered as the answer 
of the bank, and, what is far more material, as the law of 
the land until reversed. 

Here is the opinion, that part of it which relates to 
these orders as a currency; for I omit all that relates to 
the trial of the prisoner for the counterfeiting one of these 
orders: 

‘* The only restriction on the issuing of any paper is in 
‘the proviso to the 12th fundamental article in the 11th 
‘ section of the charter. The bank can make no bill obli- 
€ gatory, or of credit, under its seal, forthe payment of a 
‘less sum than five thousand dollars; the bills or notes 
£ issued by order.of the corporation, signed by the presi- 
€ dent and cashier, are made as binding and obligatory on 
€ the bank as those of private persons, but all their bills 
“and notes must be payable on demand, unless of a sum 
* not less than one hundred dollars, and payable to order; 
‘none of these restraints apply to an order or check; the 
€ notes or bills alluded to are. such as contain a promise to 
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«pay money, andthe bills obligatory. are such only as- arè 
‘under seal, and for sums not less than five thousand 
* dollars. sh a 
* o * * eo 

t: The bank is left :free.to contract debts by any other 
+ mode than by theiy promissory note or an obligation un- 
€ der seal; with no other limitation than is contained in.the 
t 8th fundamental article, which .is merely as to amount, 
* the only effect of which is not to exempt the bank from 
< liability for the excesses, but to make the directors, un- 
‘der whose administration it shall happen, personally 
‘liable. : : 
* f x : * ~ w * 

« The act of establishing a branch is, per se, the crea- 
* tion of an agency; itis.an authority not only tothe extent 
‘ of the regulations under which the agent acts, but.to the 
© extent of all acts and, transactions of the officers of the 


‘branches, which the bank have been in the habit’ of 


‘adopting and confirming; on the same principle that in- 
< dividuals are liable on the contracts of their wives and 
< servants, who have been permitted to deal on their credit, 
“and in their names; or.a merchant, whose clerk is in the 
‘habit of writing letters, signing notes, bills, and checks, 
‘in his name, though without any written or express au- 
‘ thority,. by the adoption’ and recognition of which he 
€ authorizes the public to consider hisclerk as his agent, 
* authorized to do in future what he has been in the habit 
‘of doing with his knowledge and assent. It would be 
‘ strange indeed that the bank should not be liable for 
* checks or orders, drawn by its agents, at their own branches, 
< which not only forma very important item in the curren- 
t cy of the country and the operation of the branches, but 
‘which the bank have, for years, daily ratified and sanc- 
< toned by their payment: the uniform course of business 
‘transacted between the bank and its branches furnishes 
* such a strong legal inference and presumption of its being 
* authorized by the regulations under which they have been 
< established, that the burden of proof to the contrary is 
* clearly thrown on the bank, or any other person who 
< would attempt to show that the paper was not obligatory 
‘upon them. It would be a severe reflection on the bank 
“to suppose that they would for a moment refuse payment 
‘ of these checks and orders; and our system of jurispru- 
s dence would deserve little of public respect or confi- 
< dence, if the law would not coerce it. 
* * kd * *” 

“< By the 17th article, the bank is bound to pay in gold. 
“and silver all its notes, bills, and obligations, and all de- 
‘ posites in the bank or its offices; and the proviso. enacts, 
‘that Congress may enforce and regulate the payment of 
“other debis. under the same penalties as are prescribed 
* for the refusal to pay its notes, bills, obligations, and de- 
‘ posites. n3 : 

* 


* * * 


“©The mode in which the bank. contracts a debt, the 
* shape it assumes, or the places where contracted, is of 
‘no importance. The offices being its agents, the debts 
* contracted by them become the debts of the corpora- 
< tion, imposing a duty to pay them, which may be done at 
or by the branches or the bank. If the payment is made 
in coin, the debt is extinguished; if made by a draft, or- 
‘der, or check, the debt remains until they are actually 
‘paid. Unless the holder expressly takes them as pay- 
‘ment, and at his own risk, they create a new duty or 
* obligation, which the bank is.as much bound to perform 
t as the old one for which it is intended to make satisfac- 
‘tion. It is a matter of mutual convenience, whether the 
‘old debt or duty shall be extinguished by payment or 
‘taking paper, whether in their promissory notes of the 
s bank, or orders or checks. drawn upon it. They may be 
‘in large drafts or orders for remittance, or small ones for 
t currency or circulation, and in any form, with or without 
€ ornaments, devices, or marks. 


Whether they resemble, 


‘in these particulars, the notes of the bank, is immaterial; 
< their substance and legal effect are the same; they create a 
“new debt or duty, obligatory on- the bank. {tis bound 
“to honor all the paper which it issues or gets into circulation 
< by its authority or agentis.” ` v 

After reading the extracts, Mr. B. continued. Itake 
the substance‘ of this decision, Mr. President, to be— 

1. That these branch bank orders-are legal currency, 
under the charter of the Bank of the United States. 

2. That the bank may lawfully issue this description of 
currency to the whole amount ofits capital stock. 

3. That this currency is free from every regulation, 
restriction, limitation, and provision, contained in the 
charter, except the single limitation as to the maximum 
amount to be issued, to wit, thirty-five millions of dollars. 

4. That the bank may employ what agents she pleases 
in signing and issuing this currency.‘ 

I take this to be the substance of the decision. Justice 
to that decision, and the fair conducting of my own argu- 
ment, will require me to examine the grounds upon which 
the court proceeded. These grounds are found in two 
clauses of the charter; one clause in the 18th section; the 
other in the 8th fundamental article of the constitution of 
the bank. The penal clause in the 18th section against 
counterfeiting ‘checks or orders,” and the phrase ‘‘ other 
contract,” in the 8th fundamental article, comprise those 
grounds. I will examine each in its turn; but must first 
make a stand in the name of all that is safe and sure in the 
administration of law, protesting, as I do hereby protest, 
against going into a penal ‘section, or into the construction 
of a phrase, to find a power to issue currency, and that 
without restrictions, when the charter had given that power 
in the proper place in express words, and subject to nu- 
merous and vital restrictions. I make this protest, not 
from the least apprehension of finding in a penal clause, 
or in the construction ofa detached phrase, the great power, 
for the exercise of which the bank was created, that of is- 
suing a paper currency to the people of these States, but 
as an act of justice to the constitution.of the bank, to its 
eautious prohibitory preamble, and to its seventeen funda- 
mental articles. I make it in the name and upon the 
behalf of the lawful rights of other parts of the charter. 
Let us now proceed to the examination; and, first, let us 
read this 18th section, the whole of it, as the only fair way 
to find its meaning. 

“ Suc. 18. If any person shall falsely make, forge, or 
‘counterfeit, or cause or procure to be falsely made, forged, 
‘or counterfeited, or willingly aid or assist in falsely mak- 
‘ing, forging, or counterfeiting, any bill or note in imitation 
‘of,or purporting to be a bill or note issuen By onsen of the 
“president, directors, and company of the said bank, on any 
“order or check ox the said bank or corporation, or any cash- 
‘ier thereof; or shall falsely utter, or cause or procure to 
‘be falsely uttered, or willingly aid or assist in falsely alter- 
‘ing, any bill or note 1ssuED BY ORDER of the president, di- 
‘rectors, and company of the said bank, on any order or check 
‘on the said bank, or corporation, or any cashier thereof; 
‘or shall pass, utter, or publish, as true, any false, forged, 
‘or counterfeited Gill or note purporting to be a bill or note 
‘issuxn BY ORDER of the president, directors, and company of 
‘ the said bank, ox any false, forged, or counterfeited order 
‘or check uroy the said bank or corporation, or any cashier 
‘thereof, knowing the same to be falsely forged or coun- 
‘terfeited; or shall pass, utter, or publish, or attempt fo 
t pass, utter, or publish, as true, any falsely altered bil or 
‘note issuzp BY onnER of the president, directors, and com« 
‘pany of the said bank, on any falsely altered order or 
‘check on the said bank or corporation, or-any cashier 
‘thereof, knowing the same to falsely altered, with inten- 
‘tion to defraud the said corporation, or any other body 
‘politic, or person; or shall sell, utter, or deliver, or 
‘cause to be sold, uttered, or delivered, any forged or 
‘counterfeit bill or note rssvzp By onden of the president and 
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c directors of the said bank, knowing the same to be false, 
‘forged, or counterfeited, every such person shall be 
< deemed and adjudged guilty of felony, and being there- 
“of convicted by due course of law, shall be sentenced,” 
‘&e. 

I do deny, Mr. President, that any power, of any kind, 
is given to the bank by this section. - It is a mere provi- 
sion to punish the violation of existing rights. So far as 
the issues of bills or notes are mentioned, it is a recital of 
what the bank was authorized to do in the 12th funda- 
mental article of its constitution; so far as checks and or- 
ders are mentioned, it is a recital of the pre-existing right 
which every depositor possesses. The object of the 
section is to provide for the security of existing rights; 
namely, the chartered right of the bank to. issue bills or 
notes, and the inherént right of depositors to draw for 
their own money. -This is the object of the section; and 
the violation of either of these rights is made felony. Both 
rights are protected, but they are not granted; neither are 
they confounded. The distinction is clear between them, 
between the currency which is to issue from the bank, 
and the orders which are to be drawnuponit. The sepa- 
ration is complete, the contrast is perfect, the antithesis is 
regular, the contradistinction is manifest, between these 
two classes of paper. The. whole frame of the section, 
the structure of every member of the long sentence which 
composes it, the natural and obvious meaning of every 
word in every sentence, establishes and defends this clear 
and emphatic distinction. Five times in five different 
members of the sentence, the same form of expression, 
the same order of construction, and the same repetition 
of words, regularly occur. Five times the line is drawn, 
the distinction is set up, between the bills or notes which 
are to be issued by order of the bank, and the checks 
and orders which are to be. drawn upon it. The two 
classes of paper are kept distinct, and cannot be con- 
founded. Let any gentleman try. Let himinclude, if he 


can, the words ‘*checks and orders” under the action of 
the verb which governs the issuing of the bills or notes of 


the bank. The thing cannot be done. It is a grammati- 
cal impossibility. I repeatit, the clear, undoubted object 
of the section is, not to grant powers, but to protect rights. 
Its object is penal, not concessive; to punish, not to grant. 

This is my view, Mr. President, of the 18th section. 
Does any gentleman doubt the correctness of that view? 
Then let him follow me into the next section--the 19th— 
still occupied with the crime of counterfeiting, and taking 
up the inchoate class of offences involved in the process 
of perpetrating the crime. 
all banks, in all countries, is protected from the process, 
from the progressive course, of being counterfeited, as 
well as from the consummation of the crime itself; but this 
protection is never extended to private and individual 
papers. A man is punished for having in his possession, 
with intent to use it unlawfully, the plate from which bank 
notes are struck, the notes themselves in blank, and even 
the kind of paper which is used for bank notes. Not so 
in the case of private or individual writings. The reason 
is obvious. Banks have peculiar plates and paper for 
their notes which are to constitute currency; neither in- 
dividuals, nor banks, have any thing. peculiar for their 
private and individual writings. The plate and paper with 
which a bank note is to be counterfeited, can be known 
and identified as such; the goose quill pen, the common 
types, and the common writing paper, which are used for 
all the ordinary transactions of life, cannot be known or 
identified. . Upon this distinction turns all the law upon 
the subject of punishing the inchoate offence of counter- 
feiting; upon this distinction turns the 19th section of the 
charter; upon this distinction it is that the currency. of the 


bank, its bills or notes, are protected from the process of 


being counterfeited, and the orders ang ‘checks of deposi- 
tors arè unnoticed, Listen to the séetion: 


The authorized currency of 


‘If any person shall make or engrave, or cause or pro- 
“cure to be made or‘engraved, or shall have tn his pos- 
‘session or custody, any metallic plate, engraved after 
‘the similitude of any plate from which any.mofes or bills 
‘issued by the said corporation shall have: beenj printed, 
‘with intent to use such plate, or to causé or procure the 
© same to be used, in forging’ or counterfeiting any of the 
‘notes or bills issued by the said corporation; or shall have 


«in his-custody or’ possession any BLANK note or notes, bill 


‘ or bills, engraved and printed after the similitude of any 


< notes or bills issued by the said coporation, with intent to 


‘use such blanks, or cause or suffer. the same*to' be used, 
“in forging or counterfeiting any of the notes or bills issued. 
“py the said corporation; or shall have in his custody or 
‘ possession any paper adapted to the making of bank notes 
‘or bills, and similar to the paper upon which any notes or 
‘ bills of the said corporation shall have been. issued; with intent 
“to use such paper, or cause or suffer the same to be used, 
‘in forging or counterfeiting any of the notes or bills issued 
‘by the said corporation, every such person, being there- 
“of convicted by due course of law, shall be sentenced, 
Eke.” 

What fatuity, or unkindness, in the framersöf this char- 


ter! What inattention to this constructive currency, creat- 
ed in the 18th section, and abandoned in the 19th! Eight 
times the bills or notes, issued by order of. the bank, are 
named and protected. Eight times the checks and orders 
are passed over without a word. No protection for them 
against the process of being counterfeited. The plates, 
the blanks, the paper, for their.imitation, may be paraded 


in the face of the world. The :whole process may be 
carried on in the face of the bank; and no legal authority 
to interrupt the forgers, to seize their unfinished work, 
or to arrest their persons. . Can any thing be more em- 
phatic of the sense of the Congress which framed the 
charter? Could words be more-expressive than this. si- 
lence? Could a positive declaration fix these checks and 
orders more completely in the class of those private writ- 
ings which have no peculiar plates, no blanks, no pecu- 
liar paper? : es 8 

The second ground on which the court relied, is the 
phrase, ‘‘other contract,” as used in the 8th fundamental 
article of the constitution of the bank. In resorting. to 
this phrase, the court has at least got into the right chap- 
ter, but missed the verse; it has got into the constitution; 
it has got among the seventeen articles; but it has not got 
to the article which grants powers, but the one which re- 
cites, and that for the purpose of, limitation, the powers 
which are elsewhere expressly granted. . To crown this 
error, the court has again had recourse to construction, 
and has given an import and meaning to the phrase ‘other 
contract,” which it cannot be made to endure, either.in 
common parlance, nor in legal acceptation, nor without 
reducing the rest of the charter to a blank. We will 
read the article. Í ë 

“The total amount of debts which the said corpora- 
tion shall at any time owe, whether by bond, bill, note, or 
€ other contract, over and above the debt or debts due 
‘for money deposited in the bank, shall not exceed the 
*sum of 35,000,000 dollars, unless the contracting of any 
‘ greater debt shall have been previously authorized by the 
‘United States. In case of excess, ‘fhe directors under 
‘whose administration it shall happen shall be lable for 
‘the same in their natural and private capacities; and an 
‘action of debt may, in such case, be brought against 
‘them or any of them, them or any of their heirs, exe- 
< cutors, or administrators, inany court of record in the 
¢ United..States.or either of- them, by any creditor or 
< creditors of the said corporation, and may be prosecuted 
‘to judgment and: execution, any condition, covenant, 
‘contract, or agreement, tô the contrary notwithstand- 
‘ing. But this provision shall not be construed to exempt 
‘the said corporation, or the lands, tenements, goods, or 
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‘ chattels of the same from being also-liable for, and 
€ chargeable with, the said excess. -Such of the said directors 
“as may have been absentawhen. the said excess was con- 
‘ tracted or created, or who may have dissented from the 
‘resolution or act: whéréby.the same was so contracted or 
‘created, may: respectively exonerate themselves from 
‘being so liable, by sontuwrrn giving notice of the fact, 
‘and of. their ABSENCE or DIssENT, to the President of the 
€ United States, and to the stockholders at a general 
‘meeting, which they shall have power to call for that 
* purpose.” 

What is the meaning of this article? Is it to grant au- 
thority to the bank to make bonds, issue bills or notes, and 
form other contracts? No, sir; authority to do all these things 
is elsewheré granted, namely, in the 12th fundamental arti- 
cle; to make bondsand issue bills or notes; in the tenth sec- 
tion, to for other contracts in dealing and. trading in 
bullion and pills of exchange; and in other places, to do 
other things. _ The manifest object of this eighth section is 
to prohibit the bank from owing more debts, at one time, 
on all thesé accounts, than the amount of the capital stock; 
and to make the directors personally liable if they ex- 
ceeded that“amount. The words *‘ other contract” was 
evidently intended to include the individual dealings of 
the bank; to add its private debts to its public ones; and 
to limit the whole to the amount of its capital. Will any 
person undertake to derive. the right of the bank to make 
bonds, and jssue bills or notes, upon the recital of the 
names of. these instruments in this eighth article, and then 
argue that they are free from all limitations, except the 
single one as'to maximum amount found in that article? 


prentices to the law. . What is a contract? The books 
tell us’ it is an agreement, upon a sufficient consideration, 
to do, or not to-do, a particular thing. Now, bring these 
orders to the test of this definition; and for that purpose 
let us read one: 

«c Cashier of the Bank of the United States, 
* Pay to Jas. L. Smith, or order, five dollars. N 
< Office of discount and deposite in Utica, 

‘The 3d day of September, 1831. 

‘JOHN B. LEVING, President. 

EN, V. Grazer, Cashier.” 


And on the back these words: 
ce P, 

Pay to the bearer. JAS. L. SMITH.” 

Here is no agreement, sir! No consideration expressed 
or understood; no promise or undertaking to do, or not to 
do, any thing whatever. It is literally an order, such as 
one neighbor gives to another, and governed by the same 
law. It is the very opposite of a contract, for it isa com- 
mand; it isthe opposite of a debt, for it implies the ex- 
tinction of one. It is a mandate, and that an imperious 
one, froma gentleman in Utica, whose name I cannot read, 
to a gentleman in Philadelphia, who is not named at all, 
to pay five dollars to Mr. Jas. L. Smith, or to the person he 
shall name. . Call this a contract? If so, Mr. President, 
those who studied law twenty-five years ago must burn 
their books, and recommence in the new school. The 
only species of contract that can attach to it is in the im- 
plied one which the law creates between the giver and 
receiver of the order; and that is an implied promise, on 
the part of the giver, that he will pay it if the cashier in 


Certainly not, and yet this would be the precise mode of| Philadelphia does not, provided the receiver of the order 


reasoning with respect to the phrase ‘other contract,” if it 
is to be treated as a grant of power, instead of a reference 
to the various contracts for bullion, bills of exchange, 
buildings, salaries, expenses, &c., which the bank was 
elsewhere authorized to make, and for the form or terms 
of which contracts the charter nowhere made any re- 
gulations or provisions. I repeat it, bonds, bills, or notes, 
are merely recited in this article for. the purpose of adding 
a new limitation and a new penalty; reference to other con- 
tracts is made for the purpose of including them in the 
same limitation,,and subjecting them to the same penalty. 
This is the construction which satisfies the phrase; which 
gives ita full and natural operation, and that without con- 
flicting with any other part of the charter, much less re- 
ducing all the rest to a blank. 

T have given to this phrase, Mr. President, the meaning 
which fairly and naturally belongs to it, and which har- 
monizes it with every other part of the charter. This is 
what the books tell us itis the duty of courts to do in con- 
struing statutes. E will now take three specific objec- 
tions to the courts’ construction, and show it to be erro- 
neous in every point of view ip which it can be examined. 

I. Lobject to it because it authorizes an issue of currency 
upon construction. The issue of currency, sir, was the 
great and main business for which the bank was created, 
and which it is, iñ the twelfth article, expressly autho- 
rizedto perform; and I cannot pay so poor a compliment 
to the understandings of the eminent men who framed that 
charter, as to suppose that they left the main business of 
the bank-to be found, by construction, in an independent 
_ phrase, and that phrase to be found but once in the whole 
charter. I cannot compliment their understandings with 
the supposition that, after having authorized and defined 
a currency, and subjected it to numerous restrictions, they 
had left open the door to the issue of another sort of cur- 
rency, upon construction, which should supersede the kind 
they had prescribed, and be free from every restriction to 
which the prescribed currency was subject. 

2. Lobject to the courts’ assumption that these orders 
are contracts; and this objection leads to a definition, and 
to the recollection of our carly reading, when we were ap- 


will lose no time in going after the money, and bringing 
the order back if he does not get it. 

I object to these orders as coming under the phrase in 
the eighth article, because they are issued from branch 
banks, and by the presidents of these banks, while the 
words and the tenor of the eighth article require the whole 
of the debts which are there referred to; those by ‘other 
contract,” as well as those by bond, bill, or note, to be 
contracted by the directors of the parent bank in person. 
Observethe words. The directors under whose adminisira- 
tion the excess may happen; the exception in favor of those 
who shall have been absent when the excess was contracted; 
the further exception ey of those who dissented from the 
resolution which created the excess; and the qualification of 
both exceptions to u notice forthwith to be given to the Presi- 
dent of the United States und to the stockholders of such dis- 
sent or absence: all these expressions refer to the directors 
of the parent bank, and imply personal presence at the 
formation of every contract, at the creation of every debt, 
those by “other contract,” as welt as those by bond, bill, and 
note, which enters into the aggregate mass of the thirty- 
five millions, which the bank, at any one time, may owe. 
According to the opinion of the court, not only a part, 
but the whole of these thirty-five millions may be con- 
tracted by agents, scattered all over the Union. The 
whole currency of the bank may be issued by Tom, Dick, 
and Harry; and if they issue a thousand millions instead of 
thirty-five, why, the directors are not responsible; the 
corporators are not responsible; the United Statcs of 
America are not responsible; the assets of the bank only 
are liable; and who ever heard of assetsin a broken bank? 
The opinion of the court, that agents may issue currency, 
and create these thirty-five millions of debt, is al war not 
only with the words and tenor of the eighth article, but 
with the whole tenor of the entire charter. By that instru- 
ment, the great business of issuing currency is confided to 
the directors of the parent bank. It is a personal trust 
which they cannot devolve upon agents. There isa per- 
sonal liability attached to the abuse of that trust, of which 
they cannot divest themselves. These directors are to be 
numerous, not less than twenty-five. One-fifth of their 
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number must pass the ordeal of this Senate dpon the no- 
mination of the President of the United States. The 
whole of them must be stockholders. Here is something 
like responsibility. Not so with the president ‘and direc- 
tors of the branch banks. They may be but seven in num- 
ber, and four of thema quorum. None of them required 
to be stockholders; none to pass this body. The Presi- 
dent of the United States has no voice in their appoint- 
ment or removal. They are breath in the nostrils of the 
Philadelphia directors. One breath they are made; an- 
other they ‘are gone. And upon these evanescent and 
shadowy beings the power of issuing a national currency 
is to be devolved! 

This finishes, Mr. President, the examination which I 
have felt it proper to make into the grounds of the de- 
cision pronounced by the federal court in Philadelphia. 
I will now take up the constitution of the bank, and bring 
this constructive currency to the ordeals of prohibitions, 
as well as of the grants to be found in that instrument. 
The Congress of 1816 gave to the Bank of the United 
States a constitution, with a preamble to it, and seventeen 
fundamental articles in it; and if the bank has construed 
itself out of this congressional constitution, it may seem to 
some to be anact of retributive justice on the Congress for 
construing itself out of the constitution of the United 
States to give a constitution to the bank. We will see. 
The preamble stands at the head of the eleventh section, 
and runs thus: 

“The following rules, restrictions, limitations, and pro~ 
‘visions, shall form and be fundamental articles. of the 
‘ constitution of the said corporation.” 

_ This preamble is sufficiently expressive of the inten. 
tion of Congress to bind the bank, and to regulate its con- 
duct, a difficult task, I admit, but bravely attempted by 
the Congress of 1816. -We pass over many regulations 
to come to the main article, the 12th, which applies to 
the currency, and which we will read: 
. “The bills, obligatory and of credit, under the seal of 
f the said corporation, which shall be made to any person 
‘or persons, shall be assignable by endorsement there- 
< upon, under the hand or hands of such person or per- 
f sons, and his, her, or their executors or administrators, 
: and of his or their assignee or assignees, and so as abso- 
‘lutely to transfer and vest the property thereof in each 
: and every assignee or assignees successively, and to ena- 
¿ple such assignee or assignees, and his, her, or their 
; executors, or administrators, to maintain an action there- 
Upon, in his, her, or their own name or names: Provided, 
; That said corporation shall not make any bill obligatory, 
or of credit, or other obligation under its seal, for the 


6 
_ Payment of a less sum than five thousand dollars. And > 
the pints or ores which may be rssvEp..by onver of 


‘the said corporation, signed by the PRESIDENT, and conn- 

tersigned by the principal CASHIER or TREASURER there- 
i Of, PROMISING. THE PAYMENT OF MONEY to any person or 
_ Persons, his, her, or their ORDER, or to BEARER, although 

not under the seal of the said corporation, shall be BINDING 
and osriearory upon the same, in like manner, and 
with like force and effect, as upon any PRIVATE PERSON, 
if issued by him, her, or them, in his, her, or their xa- 
TURAL capacity or capacities, and shall be assignable and 
; negotiable in like manner as if they were so issued by 
: such private person or persons; that is to say, those which 
: shall be payable to any person or persons, his, her, or their 
j ORDER, shall be assignable by endorsement in like manner 

and with LIxe grrecr as ronzrex bills of exchange now 


< 
‘ 


‘are; and thosé.which are payable to nearer shall be as-| 


‘signable and negotiable by »erıvery- only: 


Provided, 


‘That all bills or notes so to be issued by sezd corporation, | 


‘shall be made payable on pemann, other than bills- or. 


‘ notes for the payment of a sum not less than one hundred | 


“dollars each, and payable to the erder of some person or 


“persons; which bills or notes it shall be lawfulfor said.cor- 


£ poration to 


make payable at any time not exceeding sixty 
‘days from the date thereof.” 

This is the article, Mr. President, which authorizes. the 
Bank of the United States to make bonds to individuals, 
and to issue a currency to the public. This is the article 
which prescribes the manner in which the assents of the 
numerous individuals who compose the corporation shall 
be expressed, and their corporate effects bound for: the 
payment of money. This article establishes two species 
of papèr securities; first, bonds under the common seal 
of the corporation; secondly, bills or notes signed cand 
countersigned by named officers: Thus sealed, or signed, 
the article declares these securities to be binding. and. 
obligatory on the corporation; and other articles go on to 
attach a multitude of limitations, restrictions, provisions, 
and penalties, all referring to these bonds, bills, or notes, 
by a precise allegation, and intended. to guard their sol- 
vency, to secure the public in the safe handling of them, 
and to facilitate the recovery of their contents, with heavy 
damages, in the case of non-payment on demand. I here 
remark, for the purpose of freeing a material part of this 
discussion from any ambiguity, that the bills or notes men- 
tioned in this article, and referred to throughout the char- 
ter, are one and the same thing. A bank bill, anda.bank 
note, are equivalent terms in common parlance; they are 
the same thing in legal acceptation; they are the same in- 
strument in the eye of the charter. They are created 
together, and created not as two things, but as one thing, 
having the same origin, the. same qualities, and the same 
design. The bill or note (for the charter never once 
uses the phrase, bill and note) are to be issued by order 
of the president and directors, are to be for the payment 
of money, are to be signed by the same-officers, are to be 
transferable in the same mode, are not to be on.credit for 
a less sum than one hundred dollars, nor for a longer time 
than sixty days, and are subjected toa great variety of 
regulations and restrictions.. The federal court in Phila- 
delphia pronounces these branch bank orders to be free 
from all the limitations, restrictions, and provisions which 
apply to bills or notes; and so do I.. But the court pro- 
nounces these orders to be legal currency under the char- 
ter; I say they are not; and this is the question forthe 
Senate and the American people to decide. I take the 
position, that every species of paper currency issued by 
the bank, upon the construction of words and phrases, 
found in, or out of, penal sections, and differing in form 
or substance from the paper currency prescribed in the 


12th fundamental artigle, or violating the rules and pro- 


visions to which that currency. is subject, is unauthorized 
and illegal. as ` 

How stand these branch bank orders under the enact- 
ments of this fundamental article? I leave out what re- 
lates to bonds in the first clause of the article, for they 
were evidently intended for large operations and special 
transactions, and confine my examination to the issue of 
currency under the second clause. Is this order a bill or 
note promising the payment of money? Itis not. Isit 
signed by the president of the bank, and countersigned 
by the principal cashier? It is not. Is it subject to the 
limitation ‘which prevents a bill or note.of less size than 
one hundred dollars to be on.credit, and that for a longer 
time than sixty days? It is not. Then it is condemned, 
utterly condemned, upon.the words of the 12th funda- 
mental article. In the next place, how does it stand under 
the restrictions, limitations, and provisiońš-which were to 
govern and-control the prescribed currency of the bank? 
We will see, and that in detail; but, first, let us have 
another. quotation from another part of the bank charter. 
< It is in the 7th section, at- the end of the enumeration 
of the general powers ofthe bank. The section begins 
with creating the corporation, giving it a name, and enu- 
merating its powefs; and, after along enumeration, winds 
up in these words: ~ i 
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*¢ And,-generally, todo and execute:all 
“acts, matters, and things which to them it shall or may 
‘appertain to do: subject, nevertheless, to the ‘rules, re-. 
< gulations, restrictions, limitations, and provisions, here- 
‘inafter prescribed and declared.” i need 

Now, Mr. President, it does seem to methat I have the 
advocates of this branch bank currency at a-point from 
which they cannot move, without first admitting that the 
issue of thirty-five millions of currency, for to that amount 
the court says these orders may go, is notan act, is not a 
malier; is not a THING, APPERTAINING to the bank to do: 
for, unless they admit all this, they subject. this currency 
to all the rules, regulations, restrictions, limitations, and 
provisionsfound in the charter after the 7th section; and 
to:thé ordeal-of which it cannot be brought without utter 
annihilation. This. is not the age for admissions, but for 
argument after conviction rather. The progeny of Gold- 
smith’s schoolmaster is not yet extinct. I-will not.pause 
for-admissions; but.will’proceed directly to annihilate this 
currency: by. bringing.it to some of. the tests (a part- only 
of what the charter contains) to which every act, every 
matter, every thing, appertaining to the bank to do, must 
be brought, and must stand, before its legality is admitted. 

The 15th fundamental article provides a guard forthe 
safety of the public, which does not apply to these orders, 
and furnishes an argument. against their legality as cur- 
rency. We will read it. . 

“The officer at the head: of the Treasury Department 
‘of the United States shall be furnished from time to 
‘time, as-often as he may require, not exceeding once a 
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and singular the ing into existence since the year 1826... If any one says 


they are included under the head of notes, then it will be 
confessed that they have worn a name which is not their 
own, and that they are smuggled through the monthly 
returns in the ranks of a company to which they do not 
belong. The directors cannot give a weekly report of 
these orders;-they can never tell ‘how many are issued: 
for the five and twenty branches may bave issued five and 
twenty millions since the last return. But the great point 
is, that the bank -is not obliged to return them, and that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has no right to inspect the 
bank books to ascertain their quantity. It is this which 
makes the test of the 17th article so fatal to their legality. 
And now what becomes of the wisdom of the Congress 
of 1816? What the value of these monthly statements? 
What thë utility of this national sentinel, this standing 
guard, this. permanent supervisor, in the person ef the 
Secretary of the Treasury, over the solvency of the bank? 
All vain and nugatory. His vigilance may cease; his alarm 
bell may sleep; his deep and dismal focsin may never utter 
her fearful, direful sound. He can no longer see the dis- 
proportion between the currency in circulation, and the 
specie in. the vaults. Countless millions of orders may 
flow from the branches; their beggarly coffers may have 
nothing to take them up; no returns to be made; no right 
of inspection; no liability in the directors; no means for 
the country to learn its danger, till the people are roused 
from their sleep by the convulsions of a nation in ruins— 
by the cries of national and individual bankruptcy—by 
the explosions of a Mississippi scheme and a South Sea 


‘week, with statements of the amount of capital stock off bubble. 


‘the said corporation, and of the debts due to the same; 
‘of the moneys deposited therein; of the orrs in cincu- 
“LATION, and of the sprcre in hand; and shall have a right 
“to inspect such general accounts in the books of the 
‘bank as shall relate to said statement: Provided, That 


I proceed to the application of another test. 

The 17th fundamental article contains a limitation on 
the minimum size of the notes to be issued by the bank. 
The object of the limitation is obvious; itis to save the 
country from being afflicted with the pestiferous circula- 


‘this shall not be construed to imply a right of inspecting |tion of a paper currency below the amount of five dollars. 


‘the account of any private individual or individuals with 
Sthe:banki?? = 

Mark, Mr. President, the phraseology of this important 
article. The statement to which the Secretary: of the 
Treasury is entitled, extends to-five points, each of them 


This is the-article: 

‘No note shall be issued of less amount than five dol- 
lars.” ; 

This is the article, the whole article, and nothing but 
the article. Notes alone are mentioned. Why? Because 


essential to the solvency of the bank, and the security of /bank notes alone were to constitute the currency; the 


the public. ; 

1. The capital'stock. 

2. Debts due fo the bank. 

3. Money in deposite. 

4. Notes in circulation. 

5. Specie on hand. 

The right of inspecting the books of the bank, for the 
verification of the statements, extends to these heads, and 
no others. Branch bank’ orders are not included. The 
court at Philadelphia decides that these orders are not 
notes. Every body knows they are not. The bank knows 
it, and makes no réturn of them. Here are the monthly 
statements of the last year to the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury. Itis for the month of December, 1830. It is the 
last which has been communicated to Congress, and 
printed for the use of the members. 


1. Capital stock, : - - $34,996,269 63 
2. Due to the Bank of the United States Ox 

and offices, - - - 18,818,207 65 

3. Deposites, - - = 16,722,701 12 

4. Notes issued, ~ -> - 31,972,247 76 

3. Specie, ~ - - - 10,808,047 07 

This is the statement under the five heads required. 


No return of these branch bank orders! No statement of 
this new-fangled currency, which may be issued to the 
amount of thirty-five millions, and for which there is 
no responsibility if issued to the amount of thirty-five 
myriads, instead of millions. No return of these orders 
up to December, 1830; yet every citizen of the South 
and West knows that they haye been creeping and crawl- 


chimney sweeper. 


currency was the thing which concerned the public; 
and the public was the ward which the framers of the 
charter placed under the guardianship of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Bills of exchange are not included, 
because they cannot circulate; they cannot enter into 
circulation; they are an individual transaction. A bill 
of exchange for a dollar may answer a man’s purpose 
who wishes to send a dollar to a distance. The Bank of 
the United States may condescend to sell it. It is nobody’s 
business. It doesnot annoy the public. It goes straight 
to its destination, fulfils its object, performs its function, 
and dies. The article does not include bonds under seal, 
and upon credit, because already limited. It does not 
include checks and orders, because they are individual 
transactions, and equally individual, whether drawn by a 
natural or am artificial person, by a bank president or a 
A depositor uses checks and orders. 
He draws for the money he has, or wants, be it a dollar or 
an eagle. It is nobody’s business. It does not annoy the 
public. The article does include ‘‘ other contracts,” be- 
cause, as has been shown, they were to consist of indi- 
vidual and authorized transactions, having nothing to do 
with the currency, and enter into no part of the gircula- 
tion. The terms of the limitation do not include checks 
or orders; they cannot apply to currency composed of 
orders; the court at Philadelphia decides that it does not 
apply to the orders in question; their general decision 
covers ‘it, and their specific words reach it. They say 
they may be in large sums for remittance, and in small 


Fones for currency; and they might have carried out the 
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sense, by saying smaller still for change. Under this de- 
cision, the bank may give us thirty-five millions of national 
currency, in sixpenny bills and twopenny tickets; and 
all these on such terms of extended credit as the bank 
chooses to prescribe: for the limitation of sixty days for 
maximum credit.has no more application to these orders 
than the limitation on the minimum size. : 

The 17th section shall furnish us with the next ordeal 
to which we will subject these orders. It runs thus: 

‘That the said corporation shall not, at any time, sus- 
€ pend or refuse payment in gold and silver, of any of its 
“NOTES, BILLS, or OBLIGATIONS; nor Of any moneys re- 
‘ceived upon deposite in said bank, or any. of its offices 
‘of discount and deposite. And if the said corporation 
‘shall, at any time, refuse or neglect to pay, on. demand, 
‘any dill, note, or obligation, issued by the corporation, 
* according to the contract, promise, or undertaking, tHERE- 
‘iw EXPRESSED, or shall neglect or refuse to pay on-de- 
“mand any moneys received in said bank, or any of its 

* offices aforesaid, on deposite, to the person or persons 
‘entitled to receive the same, then, and in every such 
case, the holder. of any such note, bill, or obligation, or 
‘the person or persons entitled to demand and receive 
‘such moneys aforesaid, shall, respectively, be entitled:to 
* receive and recover interest on the said bells, notes, and 
‘ obligations, or moneys, until the same shall be fully paid 
“and satisfied, at the rate of twelve per centum per an- 
‘num from the time of such demand as aforesaid: Pro- 
‘ vided, That Congress may, at any time hereafter, enact 
‘laws enforcing and regulating the recovery of the amount 
‘of the notes, bills, obligations, or other debts, of which 
‘payment shall have been refused as aforesaid, with the 
“rate of interest above mentioned, vesting jurisdiction for 
“that purpose in any courts, either of law. or equity, of 
‘the courts of the United States, or territories thereof, or 
“of the several States, as they: may think proper.” 

This section has no application to a currency of branch 
bank orders. The enumeration excludes them, for they 
are neither bills, bonds, notes, or deposites; the enact- 
ments exclude them, for they contain no promise or un- 
dertaking for the payment of money; no such promise is 
expressed therein. The prohibition to suspend specie 
payment, the right to sue, and to recover twelve per cent. 
damages, are all inapplicable to these orders. This is the 
opinion of the federal court in Philadelphia, and I con- 
cur, in that opinion, with the court. But this might leave 
the holders of the orders in a miserable predicament. 
For their consolation, then, the court goes into the pro- 
viso of this seventeenth section, which reserves to: Gon- 
gress the right to legislate further on the subject, and to 
provide bya future law for putting “other debts”. on-the 
same footing with respect to non-payment- and double in- 
terest, which had just been awarded to debts by bill, note, 
bond, and deposite. Can any thing be more clear to mark 
the distinction between the two classes of debts, the pub- 
lic and the private, the currency and the individual secu- 
rities? The former are provided for; they are taken un- 
der the guardianship of the charter; the prohibition to 
suspend payment, the right to sue, and the right to reco- 
ver double interest for delayed payment, are all secured 
and attached to them; nothing with respect to them, ex- 
cept to give additional remedies to facilitate- recovery, 
namely, summary judgments, is left to future Congresses. 
Not so with respect to the latter class, the other debts,” 
among which this branch bank currency is driven to take 
refuge. They. are left to the general laws of the land, 
and the vigilance of the contracting parties. They are 
private transactions, and the charter does not stand guar- 
dian over them. A provision, in terrorem, only is made. 
Congress is authorized to provide for them hereafter; to 
put them on the same footing with the currency, but not 

even. to do that until after payment shall have been re- 
fused. Now, withdraw the whole currency from the ope- 


< 


ration of the main clause, and bring it under the, proviso, 
as these orders are made to do, and what then? Why the 
whole paper. currency of the bank is left without any 


existing prohibition against suspension of payment, with- 
out any. chartered rightin the holder to sue, and without 
any right to recover twelve per cent. damages for delayed 
payment. « The-whole business of providing for the reco- 
very of the sums due-on this currency is left to future Con- 
gresses, and until after the contingency of suspended. pay- 
ment shall occur. And what may be the condition of 
Congress then? The same with that of the British Parlia- 
ment in 1797, when the Bank of England had more-friends 
in power than the people;. when a suspension:of specie 
payments, instead of being resisted, was sanctioned; in- 
stead of being speedily terminated, was prolonged through 
twenty years; when the whole power of Government, and 
of national legislation, fell into the hands of a moneyed 
oligarchy, already bloated with the wealth and gorged 
with the spoils of a plundered empire. 

The 14th section of the charter furnishes the next or- 
deal, to the test of which this branch bank currency will 
be. brought... A main object in the establishment of the 


‘Bank of the United: States. was to provide a paper -cur- 


rency in which the revenues of the Union could: be safely 
collected. The -14th section makes the bills or notes of 
the bank receivable for that purpose. Listen to it: 

*« That the bills or notes of the said corporation, original- 
‘ly made payable, or which shall have become payable, on 
< demand, shall be receivable in all payments to the United 
€ States, unless otherwise directed by act of Congress.” 

Branch bank ordersare not included. Bills or notes 
only are named. No other bills or notes are intended 
than those prescribed and described in the 12th funda- 
mental article. We have the authority. of the federal 
court in Philadelphia for saying that these orders: are. not 
the bills or notes mentioned inthe 12th article, and in that 
I agree with them. Then, sir, they cannot be receivable 
in payment of the-public revenues! We have the autho- 
rity of the same court for saying that these orders are not 
subject to the restrictions of the charter; and in that I 
agree with them, and add, that, not being subject to the 
restraints, they are not to be:entitled to the privileges of 
the charter. The greatest of these privileges—-the one 
which gives credit and circulation to the paper currency 
of the bank, which almost supersedes the necessity of spe- 
cie capital—is the receivability of it in. paymeht of all 
dues tothe Government. And shall this eminent privi- 
lege be enjoyed by a species of currency not subject to a 
single restriction in the charter, evento the. one which 
would enable‘the Secretary.of the ‘Treasury to know 
whether the revenues were paid--were being paid-in 
the paper of a solvent or insolvent institution? 

“The 14th section is conclusive upon the exclusion of 
these orders from payments to the United States. But it 
is notall. Another clause of statute law bears upon the 
same point, and with equal force and clearness. It is the 
joint resolution of 1816 for the better collection of the 
public revenue. . This resolution was made contempora- 


{neously with the charter. It was made by the same Con- 


gress, and at the same session, which granted the charter. 
It is only twenty, days posterior in date; the charter being 
approved the 10th, the joint resolution the 30th of April, 
1816. Taken as a legislative interpretation, explaining 
the 14th section, or as a legislative enactment controlling 
it, and it is equally decisive of the fate of these orders. 
It will exclude them, irrevocably exclude them, from re- 
venue payments. Here itis: =~ ‘ 

“ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he here- 
€ by.is, REQUIRED and DIRECTED to adopt such measures as 
‘he may deem necessary -to cause, as soon as may be, all 
‘taxes, duties, debts, or sums of money, accruing or be- 
‘coming payable to the United States, to be collected and 
‘ paid in the legal currency of the United States, or treasury 
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‘notes, or notes of the Bank of the United States,-as by. 
‘law provided and declared, ‘or in notes of banks * which 
“are payable, arid paid, on demand, in the said legal cur- 
‘rency of the United States; and‘ that, from and after 
‘the: twentieth day of February next, no such -duties, 
*taxes, debts, or sums of money, accruing or becoming 
€ payable to the United States as aforesaid, ought to be col- 
‘lected or received ‘otherwise than in the legal currency of 
“the United States, or treasury notes, or noves of the Bank 
“of the United States, or in notes of banks which are paya- 
-¢ble, and paid, on demand, in the said legal. currency of the 
£ United States.” . 
Now, Mr.. President, if there is any power in words, 
any virtue in language, any force or strength in legal 
enactments, any. ‘capacity in the Congress of the United 
States to bind the Bank of the United States; if the -sar- 
casm of the Scythian is not true of this young republic as 
well as of the old monarchies to which it was applied, that 
laws are cobwebs, which. catch the weak flies, and let«the 
strong ones go through, then are these orders‘excluded from 
all revenue: payments to the United States. Votes alone 
are receivable under the joint resolution, and these orders 
-are not notes, nor their similitude or equivalent. Then, 
what becomes of the wisdom of the Congress of 1816? 
They created a bank to issue a currency to be received in 
all revenue payments; and that bank issues a currency 
which cannot be received, in a single instance, without vio- 
lating the law of its creation and‘of its contemporaneous 
exposition. 
idiots who counteracted and destroyed their own-work.as 
they made it? or is it already proved that this bank is too 
powerful for the control of laws? 
1816 were not idiots. They were eminent men, and anx- 
ious to accomplish a great public good; but they under- 
took an impossibility! they undertook to bind a great 
moneyed corporation! they stuffed and crammed the char- 
ter of the new bank with new and multiplied provisions; 
they made it three times as long as the charter of 1791; 
many republicans appeased. their own jealous spirits by 
this accumulation of new modifications; and now they 
must be astonished to see the bank slip out of the whole 
of their restrictions as easily as the vernal seńpent slips 
out of its last, year’s skin, 


Yet what is the fact? Is the joint resolution of 1816 


respected or violated? It is doubly violated—I speak of | dicate an argument of its total illegality. 


my own State with perfect knowledge—by receiving in 
payment of public lands these branch bank orders, which 
are not notes of the Bank of the United States, and reject- 
ing the notes of all the specie-paying banks in the Union! 
The execution of the resolution (it would seem) has been 
committed to the Bank of the United States; and she exe- 
cutes it, inthe Northwest at least, to her own advantage, by 
excluding the notes of all other specie-paying banks which 
are receivable under that-resolution, and receiving herown 
branch orders; which are not receivable under it. The 
notes of all the State banks are excluded from reception 
in the Missouri land offices, even those of the. States on 
the Lower Mississippi and in the South, where all our cash 
trade finds its market; from whence the mass of our emi- 
grants come, and-with which we have incessant intercourse 
and immense commerce. They are all excluded from the 
land offices and from the United States’ branch bank, and 
thus become uncurrent; and whatever is brought there by 
misfortune, becomes a prey to the brokers. Twenty-five 
per cent. discount has been exacted in St. Louis for cash- 
ing the notes of the best State banks in the Union. They 
will not pass at all, except at a discount. proportioned to 
the wants of the holder, and the conscience of the broker. 
The very night. I left St. Louis to come on to this place, 
I fellin company with a gentleman from New Orleans—-f 
will name him--Colonel Morgan, the sheriff of the city, 
who informed me that he had in vain offered the best Lou- 
isiana notes in’ paymént of his expenses and purchases in 


Bank of the United States. 


Was the Congress of 1816 an assemblage of |tive enactments! 
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St. Louis;-that he could get nothing for them without 
large discount, not even an empty trunk! And this, Mr. 
President, is whatis called promoting- commerce, and favor- 
ing State banks, and reducing the rates of exchange! 

. Let us recapitulate. Let us sum up the points ofin- 
compatibility between the characteristics of this cur- 
rency, and the requisites. of the charter: let us groupe 
and contrast the frightful features of their flagrant ille- 
gality. 1. Are they signed by the president of the bank 
and his principal cashier? They are not! 2. Are they 
under the corporate seal? Not-atall! 3. Aré they drawn 
in the name of the corporation? By’no means! 4. Are 
they subject to the double limitation of time and amount 
in case of credit? They are not; they may exceed sixty 
days’ time, and be less than one hundred dollars. 5. Are 
they limited to the minimum size of five dollars? Not at 
all! 6. Are they subject to the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury? Not in the least! 7. The prohi- 
bition against suspending specie payments? They are 
not subject to it! 8. The penalty of double interest for 
delayed payment? Not subject to it! 9. Are they pay- 
able where issued? Not at all, neither by their owm 
terms, nor by any lawapplicable to them! 10. Are they 
payable at other branches? So far from it, that they were 
invented to avoid such payment! 11. Are they transfer- 
able by delivery? No; by endorsement! 12. Are they 
receivable in payment of public dues? So far from it, 
that they are twice excluded from such payments by posi- 
13.. Are the directors liable for exces- 
sive issues? Not atall! 14. Has the holder a right to 
sue at the branch which issues the order’ No, sir, he 


Sir, the Congress of|has a right to go. to Philadelphia, and sue the directors 


there! a right about equivalent to the privilege of going 
to Mecca to sue the successors of Mahomet for the bones 
of the prophet! Fourteen points of contrariety and dif- 
ference. Not a feature of the charter in the faces of these 
orders. Every mark, a contrast; every lineament, acon- 
tradiction; -all announcing, or rather denouncing, to the 
world the positive fact of a spurious progeny; the incon- 
testable evidence of an illegitimate and bastard issue. 

I have now, Mr. President, brought this branch bank 
currency to the test.of several provisions in the charter, 
not all.of them, but a few which are vital and decisive. 
The currency fails at every test; and-upon this failure I pre- 
‘Vhus far I have 
spoken upon the charter, and have proved that if this cur- 
rency can prevail, that instrament, with all its restrictions 
and limitations, its jealous, prohibitory constitution, and 
multiplied enactments for the safety of the public, is no- 
thing buta blank piece of paper in the hands of the bank. 
I will now have recourse to another class of arguments 
a class extrinsic to the charter, but close to the subject-— 
indispensable to fair examination, and directly bearing 
upon the illegal character of this currency. 

1.. Jn the first place, I must insist that these orders can- 
not possibly serve for currency, because they are subject 
to the law of endorsable paper. The Jaw which governs 
all such paper is too universally known to be enlarged 
upon here. Presentation for acceptance and payment, 
notice of default in either, prompt return of the disho- 
nored paper, and all this with rigorous punctuality, anda 
loss of recourse for the slightest delay at any point, are 
the leading features of this law. Now it is too obvious 
that no paper subject to the law of endorsement can an- 
swer the purposes of circulation. It will die on the hands 
of the holders while passing from one to another, instead 
of going to the place of payment. Now it is incontesta- 
ble that these orders are instruments negotiable by en- 
dorsement, and by endorsement alone. Whether issued 
under the charter, or under the general laws of the land, 
they are still subject to the law of endorsable paper. 
They are the same in cither case as if drawn by one citizen 
upon another. And this is a point which I mean to make 
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clear: for many worthy people believe there is some pe-|can only be used as the substitute for the seal in the cases 
culiar law for bank paper, which takes it out of the ope- specified inthe exception. ‘The words of the charter in the 
ration of the general laws of the land. Not so the fact. twelfth article are pregnant with law meaning, and im- 
The twelfth fundamental article ef the bank constitution | port a clear declaration that without a statutory substitute 
declares that the bills or notes to be issued by the bank the common seal would be necessary to bind the corporate 
shall be negotiable in the same manner as if issued by a effects. ‘The words are these: “ The bills or notes sign- 
private person; that is to say, those payable to a named | ‘ed by the president, and countersigned by the principal 
person or his order, by endorsement, in like manner and j‘ cashier or the treasurer, although not under the seal of the 
with the dike effect as foreign bills of exchange; ahd those |‘ said corporation, shall be binding and obligatory upon the 
made payable to dearer shall be negotiable by delivery same.” 'Thisis law, not law enacted, but law recognised 
alone; in the same manner, we may add, as asilver dollar. |by the charter. The seal must be used where the sub- 
So much for these orders, if drawn under the charter; stitute is not allowed, and when used it is the equivalent 
if not drawn ander it, they are then issued under the | of the seal, and no more.: Now let us see how far a seal is 
general law of the land, or without any law at all. Taken |necessary in the acts of a corporation aggregate. Let us 
either under the charter or out of it, it comes to the same {refer to books. : 
point, namely, that these orders are subject to the same | Sir William Blackstone says: 
law as if drawn by one private person upon another. “ Corporations have, as incident to them, a common 
This is enough to fix their character, and to condemn ‘seal. For acorporation, being an invisible body, cannot 
them asa circulating medium; it is enough for the peo- ‘manifest its intention by any personal act or oral dis- 
ple to know; for every citizen knows enough of law | ‘course; it, therefore, acts and speaks only by its com- 
to estimate the legal value of an unaccepted order, drawn | ‘mon seal. For though the particular members may 
upon a man five hundred or one thousand miles off! | ‘express their private consents to any act by words, or sign- 
But it has the word bearer on the back! Yes, sir, and|‘ing their names, yet this does not bind the corporation; 
why not on the face as easily as on the back? Our school-| ‘it is the fixing the seal, and that only, which unites the 
time acquaintance, Mr. President, the gentleman from | ‘several assents of the individuals who compose the com- 
Cork, with his coat buttoned behind, had a sensible, and, | ¢ munity, and makes one joint consent of the whole.” 
iwill add, a lawful reason for arraying himself in that] So says Mr. Justice Blackstone, and the uniform, unin- 
grotesque habiliment; but what reason can the bank have |terrupted current of the adjudged cases bears him out. 
for putting bearer on the back of the order, where it hasj I hold it to be clear law that the seal must be used where 
no effect upon its negotiable character, and omitting it on | the statutory substitute is not allowed.. I do not go into 
the face, where it would have governed that character, |trifles: for I know it is admitted, in the same cases, that a 
and secured to the holder all the facilities for the prompt | corporation may act in a small matter; for example, may 
and easy recovery of the contents of a paper transferable | retain a servant, or employ a cook, or a butler, without 
by mere delivery? The only effect of this preposterous | seal; but where an interest is to be vested or divested in 
or cunning endorsement must be to bamboozle the igno-| or out of a corporation, the evidence of the common seal, 
rant--pardon the low word, sir-—to bamboozle the ignorant | or the statutory substitute, is indispensable. F know, 
with the belief that they are handling a currency which may also, that there is a reference, between brackets, stuffed 
at any time be collected without proof, trouble, or delay, |into Matthew Bacon’s abridgment, which seems to the 
while in reality it isa currency which reserves to the bank | contrary in the case of the Bank of England in issuing 
all the legal defences which can be set up to prevent the {her bills or notes; but the contrariety isin the seeming 
recovery of a parcel of old, unaccepted, unpresented, only; the reported case in Peere Williams proves the 
unauthorized bills of exchange. necessity of the seal. But the elucidation of this point 
. 2. Itake a second exception to these orders as a cur- |belongs to the next head of objection, and I will pass it 
ee It is this, that being once paid, they are done jover for the present. I assume the law to be incontro- 
7 oe A note Laem by delivery, may be reissued, | vertible, that a corporation cannot be bound for the pay- 
Bi i s pay ae emanded again, and so on forever. Rut: ment of money except by its common seal or the statutory 
maths bil, roa any paper subject to the same law substitute; and these branch bank orders having neither, 
ayani Ro exe ange, is incapable of reissue, and is|being without the impression of the common seal, and 
ey eat nce. ie payment once made, extinguishes j without the signatures of the officers which was to make 
eenhetbe B paper ae evidenced it is dead in law, and gen binding and obligatory upon the corporation, al- 
a hee peenemat 4 y any act of the parties. That pay- though not under their seal, 1 hold them to be illegal. 
lies i e P pa in ne any future action. Thislawap-| 4. I take a fourth objection to these currency orders, 
ie aes Fe ay orders as welas to bills ofexchange; it|extrinsic to the charter. Jt is this: That the orders are 
app tes to bank checksand orders as well as to those of pri- jnot drawn in the corporate name of the Bank of the United 
He E persons, and this allegation alone would annihilate States. A corporation, Mr. President, must have a name, 
: bi y pi Steneion of these branch bank orders to the cha- jas well asa natural person. Itis an artificial person, con- 
31 tabla hacks re i A stituted of a great nember of natural persons, always 
En rdo joe E to this constructive currency, | varying. The individual names of the corporators cannot 
ies a i a these or ee are not evidenced by any act |be used; but a name must be used, and that name, cari be 
hee. ee the saeni or tie corporators to | no other than that which is bestowed upon it by the foun- 
of moner. Be eol pora ea aie a the payment | der or the Legislature; and this name must be used in all 
tion aggregate; itis com i E ed States is a corpora- corporate acts. Sign who may, affix the seal who may, 
em rie 00 pose of various members; and {still the promise made, the act, the matter, the thing done, 
beet et aay mem p can only oe evidenced, and |or promised to be done, must be done or promised in the 
When ai ee n ing nown to the law. |name of the corporation. . By that name it must call and 
ER oe e eudi of-assent at common [it must answer; sue and be sued; buy and sell; have and 
5 sig s of natural persons are sometimes, and injhold; give and take; bind and loose. Slight variations 
en maane substituted by statute, Thus it is with las of a letter or a syllable, may be tolerated in the case 
a ar he et States. The seal is to be used in|of ancient. corporations whose origin is not known; but 
erie mo St is in others. Bonds are to be sealed, no variation is permitted in the case of modern corpora- 
ie setae: i e n es are to be signed, not sealed. | tions, whose origin 4s within the memory of man, that is 
Te ee n sealis the general mode of evidencing the | io say, legal memory, which dates from the first of Richard 
acts of the corporation; signatures are the exception, and|II. So say all the books. Let us see some of them 
Vou. VUL—9 ` 
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Lord Coke, in his tenth report: 

“< The name of incorporation isa proper name, or name of 
‘baptism; and, therefore, when a private founder gives his 
‘ college orhospital a name, he does it only as a godfather, 
y and. by that same name the King baptizes the incorpora- 
tion. 

Sir. William Blackstone, in his commentaries: 

+t When a corporation is created, a name must be given 
‘to it; and by rar name atone it must sue and be sued, and 
‘do all legal acts; though a very minute variation therein is 
‘not material. Such a name is the very being of its constitu- 
‘tion; and, though it is the will of the King that creates the 
‘corporation, yet the zame is the knot of its combination, 
‘without which it could not perform its corporate functions.” 

Matthew Bacon, in his abridgment: 

«s There is a difference between an ancient corpora- 
‘tion, and a corporation newly created; for an ancient 
‘corporation, by use, may have a special name differing in 
‘substance; but otherwise of a corporation created within 
‘memory; for this regularly can only have the name by 
‘which it is instituted.” 

So say the English books. What says the charter of 
the Bank of the United States? Has it failed to give a 
name? or has it granted a dispensation of its use? Nei- 
ther. It has given a name; and it has ordered that name 
tobe used, The seventh section's wholly taken up with this 
matter, It declares the name of the corporation to be: 
“ The President, Directors, and Company of the Bank of the 
< United States.” Vhis is the name. Now for the use. 
< And by tusr name shall be, and hereby are, made able 
‘and capable in law, to have, &c., to sell, &c., to suc, &e., 
‘to make and use a common seal, &c., to ordain by-laws, 
‘&c., and generally to do and execute all and singular 
‘the acts, matters, and things which to them it shall or may 
‘ appertain to do, &c.” 

This is corroboration, Mr. President, instead of dispen- 
sation, of the common law. And now, sir, I must be 
permitted to say that I see the advocates of this order 
currency penned up in the same narrow corner in which 
I placed them. half an hourago, and from which, J appre- 
hend, they will never come forth. They must say that 
the issue of this currency is not an act, is not a matter, is 
nota thing, appertaining to the bank to do, and, therefore, 
need not be done in the name of the corporation. They 
must say this, or give up the question. For these orders 
are not drawn in the name of the corporation, nor upon 
it. The name of the corporation, the baptismal name of 
the artificial person, begot by the kingly power of the 
Congress of 1816, ‘the president, directors, and company 
of the Bank of the United States,” is not upon the paper, 
neither as drawer or drawee, payer or payee, endorser 
or endorsee; no, not even as an acceptor in the character 
of friend, to save the honor of the drawer. And I hold 
this currency, for that single reason alone, to be invalid 
and illegal; as much:so as the acts of this Congress would 

` be if made in the name of the District of Columbia, instead 
of the name of the United States of America, and signed 
by the mayor and aldermen, instead of the presiding officers 
of the two Houses and the President of the United States. 

But'the federal court in Philadelphia has decided, and 
that, asit would seem, upon the authority of the case of 
the King vs. Bigg, that bank currency may be issued by 
agents, and that these agents may be appointed at the will 

‘of the bank, and without seal, and that the court will 
presume these to be agents whose orders have been paid. 
We will see that case, not in Ist Sir John Strange, where 
it.is briefly and imperfectly reported, but in 3d Peere 
Williams, where the whole case is fully shown. It was a 
criminal case, tried at the Old Bailey as far back as the 
year 1717. The indictment set forth, 


*to sign notes for the said company for the payment-of 
t money by them payable; and, afterwards, the same day 
‘and year, the said Joshua Adams, being so entrusted and 
t empowered by the said company, did make a certain 
€ note under his own hand, and signed by himself, on be- 
‘half of the said company of the Bank of England, did 
* promise to pay to Mr. James. White, or bearer, one hun- 
‘dred pounds sterling -on demand; that, afterwards, on 
‘the 22d day of February, 1714, the sum of ninety 
* pounds sterling, on behalf of the said company of the 
‘ Bank of England, part of the said one hundred pounds 
‘sterling, was paid. to the bearer of the note, and that 
< payment endorsed on the note; that the said John Bigg 
€ erased the endorsement,” &c. with the usual averments. 

The jury brought in a special verdict, finding every 
thing as laid in the indictment, and two additional facts, 
namely, first, that Joshua Adams’s appointment was not 
under the common seal of the company; and, secondly, 
that the endorsement was written, not upon the back, but 
upon the face of the note. Upon this special verdict the 
judgment of all the judges at Sergeant’s Inn, Fleet street, 
was taken upon solemn argument. The main question 
was on the validity of Adams’s appointment without seal, 
and the decision was in favor of that validity; not that the 
seal was unnecessary, but that the court would presume it 
to have been used; that the court would not look into that 
fact; for it would not be allowed that the bank should free 
itself from the payment of notes signed by its agent, by 
showing that they had made an irregular appointment. 
Here is the argument on which the decision turned. 

“In an action brought against the bank upon a bill or 
‘note signed by Adams, when it sball be proved that 
‘ Adams is an agent cntrusted by the bank, and has been 
‘used to sign bills and notes, which from time to time 
‘have been duly paid and answered by the bank; this is 
t evidence, and will carry with it the highest presumption 
‘that Adams was lawfully authorized so to do, and, conste- 
s quently, authorized under the common seal; and at the same 
t time it may be impossible for a third’person, that sucs this 
€ bill or note, to produce such authority under the common 
< seal of the bank, and it would be unreasonable in the court 
€ to put him upon it, in regard the same does not beloug 
‘to him; yet, upon such evidence, it shall be presumed that 
< Adams was well authorized under the common seal to sign 
«such bills or notes, and, consequently, they will be good.” 

This is the case upon which, from the similarity of lan- 
guage and sentiment, the opinion of the federal court in 
Philadelphia seems to have turned; all that part of it, at 
least, which went to support the Bank of the United States 
in employing agents to issue currency, and making the 
bank liable for the currency so issued. It seems to sup- 
port the court, but cognoscere causas rerum-—to know the 
causes of things—is as indispensable in the science of the 
law, as it is desirable in the mysteries of nature. Now, 
sir, observe with what ease one single word will change 
the whole direction of Bigg’s case, will take it from the 
court, and turn it against the court, and annihilate all the 
pretensions of the United States’ bank to issue currency 
through agents. The case of Bigg turned upon British 
statute law; upon an act of Parliament made in 1697, in 
amendment of the charter of the Bank of England, such 
as the Bank of the United States applied for here and 
could not obtain. Thisis the clause: 

“That the forging or counterfeiting of the common 
t seal of said corporation of the governor and company, 
© or of any sealed bank bill made or given out in the name. 
‘of the said governor and company, for the payment of 
“any sum of money, or of any bank note of any sort what- 
‘ever, signed for the suid governer and company of the 
* Bank of England, or the altering or rasing any endorse- 


“That, onthe 19th day of February, 1714, and long |" ment on any bank bill or note of any sort, shall be, and 


t before, one Joshiaa Adams was entrusted and employed 
‘by the governor and company of the Bank of England, 


‘is hereby, declared and adjudged to be hung, without 
* benefit of clergy.” 
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This is the act under which Bigg was indicted. The 
note which he was charged with altering, or rather eras- 
ing a credit from it, was signed by Joshua Adams, and 
Adams was appointed under the clause which authorized 
the Bank of England to get their notes signed for the com- 
pany. Having aright to sign notes by an agent, and the 
notes signed by Adams for the company having been al- 
ways paid at bank, the court would not look into his 
appointment; they would presume him to be the agent of 
the bank, and to be duly appointed; that is, under seal. 
Now, apply this to the branch bank presidents. Who 
authorized them to sign the currency of the Bank of the 
United States? Where is the statute giving the bank 
power to use agents for signing? Thereis none. The 
power was applied for in 1821, and refused; and now it 
must require a power of presumption, equal to the power 
of legislation, to presume that the branch bank presidents 
are agents of the United States’ bank to sign currency, 
when the bank is not allowed to have any agent at all for 
such a purpose. 

The case of Bigg, Mr. President, shows five points of 
difference between the notes he signed and these branch 
bank orders, and every point fatal to the orders. 

First. The Bank of England had statutory authority to 
appoint anagent to sign theirnotes; the Bank of the United 
States has no such authority with respect to their currency. 

Secondly. 'The agent of the Bank of England only sign- 
ed the notes; the branch bank presidents both sign and 
issue these orders. 

Thirdly. The Bank of England’s agent signed the notes 
for and in behalf of the governor and company of the 
Bank of England; the branch bank presidents sign in 
their own names, and on their own account. 

Fourthly. The notes signed by Adams were drawn in 
the corporate name of the Bank of England, and con- 
tained the promise of the governor and company of that 
hank, by their corporate style and name, to pay the 
amount of the note to the bearer, on demand: the orders 
in question are not drawn in the corporate name of the 
Bank of the United States; they contain no promise or ac- 
ceptance of the president, directors, and company of the 
Bank of the United States to pay any thing, to any body, 
at any time whatever. 

Lifthly. ‘The notes signed by Adams were the real 
promissory notes of the Bank of England, such as the 
charter expressly authorized the bank to issue for curren- 
cy; these orders, signed and issued by the branch bank 
presidents, are not authorized to be issued as currency by 
any clause in the charter of the Bank of the United States. 

Upon these five points of difference, each of them sus- 
tained in point of fact, 1, by the indictment against Biggs 
2, by the special verdict; 3, by the argument before the 
court; 4, by the act of Parliament of 1697; and, 5, by the 
judgment of the court, I must insist that the case of Bigg 
is the most complete and perfect authority for the con- 


ceiving them, the grasp and catch of every chain that was 
thrown upon him. 

Mr. President, this finishes my argument. to show the 
illegality of this species of currency; and believing the 
fact of this illegality to be fully and incontrovertibly 
established, I might here terminate my labor, and rest my 
case. But, sir, Í deem nothing in human operations suffi- 
ciently known until the reasons of it are known. I will, 
therefore, advance a step further, and lay open the rea- 
sons and causes for the invention of these branch bank 
orders, and for their imposition upon the public, to the 
exclusion, in many States, of the lawful promissory notes 
of the president; directors, and company of the Bank of 
the United States. To do this I shall have recourse to 
evidence, not to argument; and to make that evidence the 
more easily intelligible, I will rapidly review the three 
great points of history in the career of this bank; namely, 
1. Its apparent but delusive prosperity at the start; 2. Its 
sudden engulfment in the vortex of bankruptcy; 3. Its ap- 
parent but delusive prosperity now. 

The bank went into, operation with the beginning of the 
year 1817; established eighteen branches, half a dozen of 
which in the South and West; issued its own notes freely, 
and made large issues of notes payable at all these branch- 
es. The course of trade carried the branch notes of the 
South and West to the Northeast; and nothing in the course 
of trade brought them back to the West. They were 
payable in all demands to the Federal Government: mer- 
chants in Philadelphia, New York, and Boston received 
them in payment of goods, and gave them—not back again 
in payment of Southern and Western produce—but to the 
collectors of the customs. Become the money of the 
Government, the bank had to treat them as cash. The 
fourteenth section of the charter made them receivable in 
all payments to the Government, and another clause re- 
quired the bank to transfer the moneys of the Govern- 
ment to any point ordered; these two clauses (the transfer 
clause being harmless without the receiving one contained 
in the fourteenth section) laid the bank under the obliga- 
tion to cash all the notes of all the branches wherever pre- 
sented; for, if she did not do it, she would be ordered to 
transfer the notes to the place where they were payable, 
and then to transfer the silver to the place where it was 
wanted; and both these operations she had to perform at 
her own expense. The southern and western branch 
notes flowed to the Northeast; the gold and silver of the 
South and West were ordered to follow them; and, ina 
little while, the specie of the South and West was trans- 
ferred to the Northeast; but the notes went faster on horses 
andin mail stages than the silver could go in wagons; and 
the parent bank in Philadelphia, and the branches in New 
York and Boston, exhausted by the double operation of 
providing for their own, and for southern and western 
branch notes besides, were on the point of stopping pay- 
ment at the end of two years. Mr. Cheves then came 


demnation of this branch bank currency, which the wit of linto the presidency; he stopped the issue of southern and 


man could have devised. Yes, sir, it is omnipotent. It 
opens a battery of thunder and lightning upon the Phila- 
delphia decision. It pulverizes that decision. Yet the 
bank is triumphant! It carries all before it! It bestrides, 
as a Colossus, the prostrate charter which Congress gave 
it. It claps a foot upon a word here, and a phrase there 
—rears her gigantic form above ail law, and boldly places 
an empire at defiance! And yet there are people to talk 
about new restrictions to bind this gigantic power; as if it 
was in the destiny of man that the weaker should ever 
bind the stronger party. No, sir; we are engaged with 


western branch paper, and saved the bank from insolven- 
cy! Application was then made to Congress to repeal 
the fourteenth section of the charter, and thus relieve the 
bank from this obligation to cash its notes every where. 
Congress refused to do so. Application was made at the 
same time to repeal a part of the twelfth fundamental ar- 
ticle of the constitution of the bank, for the purpose of 
relieving the president and principal cashier of the parent 
bank from the labor of signing the five and ten dollar notes. | 
‘Congress refused that application also. And here every 
thing rested while Mr. Cheves continued president. The 


the real presence of that fabled monster—once believed [southern and western branches ceased to do business as 
to be the fubulous creation of frenzied poets—that monster banks; no bank notes or bills were seen but those hearing 
which no art nor power could ever bind! which changed |the signatares of the president and his principal cashier, 
his form, at will, from man to beast—from lion to serpent/and none of these payable at southern and western 
—from serpent to water-—from a river of flowing water to branches. The profits of the stockholders became incon- 
a column of blazing fire; and thus eluded, in the act of re-'siderable, and the prospect of a renewed charter was lost 
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in the actual view” of the inactivity and uselessness ofi“ hundred and fifty thousand dollars,) which arrived very 


the bank in the South and West. Mr. Cheves retired. 
He withdrew from an institution he had saved from bank- 
ruptcy, but which he could not render useful to the South 
and. West; and then ensued a set of operations for enabling 
the bank to do the things which Congress had refused to 
do for it; that isto say, to avoid the operation of the four- 
teenth section, and so much of the twelfth fundamental 
article as related to the signature of the notes and bills of 
the bank. These operations resulted in the invention of 
the branch bank orders. These orders, now flooding the 
country, circulating as notes, and considered every where 
as gold and silver, (because they are voluntarily cashed at 
several branches, and erroneously received at every land 
office and custom-house, ) have given to the bank its pre- 
sent apparent prosperity, its temporary popularity, and 
its delusive cry of a sound and uniform currency.. This 
is my narrative; an appalling one, it must be admitted; but 
let it stand for nothing if not sustained by the proof. Here, 
then, is the proof! i 


Mr. Cusyes’s Rerorr.—Latracts—1822. 


*¢ The bank immediatcly upon its commencement did a 
‘very extensive business, imported vast sums of specie, 
€ paid its notes and those of the offices (without reference 
* to the places where they were payable) at the bank, and 
‘all the principal offices north of the Potomac, while they 
< were (under the, charter) necessarily received every 
‘where in payment of debts to the Government of 
‘the United States; and drafts were given, without 
“limit, on the parent bank, and on the northern offices, 
‘by the western offices, at par, or at a premium merely 
“nominal. As soon as the notes of the southern and west- 
‘ern offices were paid, or reccived by the bank and 
‘northern offices, they were returned to them, and reis- 
“sued in perpetual succession.,............. The result was, 
* that the bank and the great northern offices were drain- 
ted of their capital; and on the 20th of July, 1818, only 
* eighteen months after the institution began its operations, 
‘it was obliged to commence a rapid and heavy curtail- 
€ ment of the business of the bank and its offices. During 
€ this time it had the advantage of immense Government 
‘ deposites, (EIGHT MILLIONS AND UPWARDS. )........-.000+ 
t Curtailments were ordered, from time to time, at the 
* southern and western offices...... EUERE At that moment 
* (Ist of April, 1819) the discount line of the important 
‘ office at Boston was only $94,594 37! and when, in this 
“wretched state, the southern and western circulation 
< was pouring in upon these weak points, (Philadelphia, 
< New York, Boston,) and the Government at liberty, ac- 
* cording to the practice of the time, to draw on either 
< office, or the bank, for the gross amount of its depo- 
s sites throughout the whole establishment, whether South, 
‘North, East, or West.............The specie in the vaults 
€ (at the parent bank in Philadelphia) at the close of the 
«day, on the 2ist of. April, 1819, was only $126,745 28, 
© and the bank owed to the city bank, deducting balance 
t due to it, an aggregate balance of $79,125 99. It is 
“true there were in the mint $267,978, and in transitu 
t (i. e. on the road) from Kentucky and Ohio, two hun- 
‘ dred and fifty thousand dollars; but the treasury divi- 
*dends were payable on that day to the amount of near 
* five hundred thousand dollars, and there remained at the 
* close of the day more than one-half of the sum subject to 
* draught, and the greater part, even of the sum which 
‘had been drawn during the day, remained a charge upon 
‘the bank in the shape of temporary deposites, which 
£ were almost immediately withdrawn. Accordingly, on 
*the 12th of the same month, the bank had in its vaults 
t but $71,522, and owed to the city banks a balance of 
© $196,418..,........:+.,.It must be again remarked, that it 
‘had yet thé sum. before mentioned in the mint, as well 
‘as the sum on the road from Kentucky and Ohio, (two 


€ seasonably on the next day, or a day or two after. The 

* bank in this situation, the office at New York little bet- 

‘ter, and the office at Boston a great deal worse........... 

€ ALL THE RESOURCES OF THE BANK WOULD NoT HAVE SUS- 

$ PAINED IT IN THIS COURSE OF RUSINESS ANOTHER MONTH!! 

es... -SUCh was the prostrate condition of the bank 

€ of the nation, which had, only twenty-seven months be- 
< fore, commenced business, with an untrammelled, active 
< capital of twenty-eight millions of dollars.............. eG 
€ was elected, and took miy scat as president of the board 
© on the 6th of March, 1819............... The southern and 
© western branches were immediately directed not to issue 
‘their notes, and the bank ceased to purchase and collect 
* exchange on the South and West.” 

This was Mr. Cheves’s report to the stockholders; they 
consulted as to the means of relief, especially on the great 
points of signing the currency, and getting rid of the four- 
teenth section. The result was a conviction that Congress 
alone could relieve them; that legislative remedies were 
indispensable; and a memorial was draughted accordingly. 
Its introductory paragraph is remarkable, and deserves to 
be read. 

‘¢ That the institution of which they are managers is 
t laboring under several grievances, not only injurious to 
¢ the bank, but, as they respectfully conceive, to the nation 
€ also, which call for /egislative relief; some of these arise 
‘from the original omissions of appropriate legal enact- 
‘ments, others from certain provisions of the charter, not 
© suited to the condition and cireumstances of the bank, and 
© one of very important character, from a regulation con- 
< cerning the fiscal receipts of the Government of the Union. 
‘For the remedy of these evils, the stockholders of the 
‘ Bank of the United States can only look to Congress.” 

Mark, I beseech you, Mr. President, the plirascology 
of this memorial, and consider who was the man that sign- 
ed it, and most probably drew it. It complains of original 
omissions, and existing provisions in the charter, for the 
remedy of which legislative aid is prayed, and Congress 
declared to be the only power that can grant it. Onc of 
the evils thus complained of was, the labor imposed upon 
the president of the bank, and the principal cashier, in 
signing the five and ten dollar notes; another was the dif- 
ficulty of providing payment for the same note at the branch 
bank which issued it, and at the other branches to which 
it might be carried in the course of trade and business. 
The memorial was accompanied by an argumentative re- 
monstrance, strongly urging Congress to grant the relief 
prayed for.. The appointment of an agent and register 
to sign notes was urgently pressed, for the purpose of re- 
lieving the president from manual labor, that he might 
give his attention to the higher and more important busi- 
ness of the bank, but to no purpose; Congress refused the 
request. The other branch of the memorial shared the 
same fate. It was the main application, and every argu- 
ment was used to induce Congress to grant it, but without 
effect. Mr. Cheves represented, and most truly, that the 
bank could not provide payment for the same note, at the 
same time, in eighteen different places. His language 
was: ‘* To-day, a branch shall have a million of capitul, in 
€ three months it may be without a cent.” Al) this was true, 
is now true, and forever will be true. Rut the bank was 
established to furnish a sound and uniform currency; that 
soundness and uniformity could only be attained by cash- 
ing the notes wherever they were presented; if that could 
not be done, the publie object for establishing the bank had 
failed; and Congress refused to let its branches degenerate 
into local institutions, issuing a local paper for the private 
gain of the stockholders, when the great public object 
was no longer attainable. The refusal was peremptory; 
and as the bank could not go on according to the charter, 
and cash its notes at all the branches, the branches were 
shut up. They issued no notes; made few or no discounts; 


137 


Jax. 20, 1832.] 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 
Bank of the United States. 


138 


[SENATE 


maae 


confined themselves to dealing in exchange, and collecting 
the gold and silver of the South and West, and remitting 
it to the parent bank.” This state of things continued about 
seven years, and during all that time the bank was for- 
feiting its charter for non-user, that is to say, for not using 
its powers for the public and beneficial object for which 
it was granted. This was an unprofitable season for the 
stockholders; dividends were small; the odium of the insti- 
tution great; its inability to furnish a sound and uniform 
currency admitted; the charter daily liable to forfeiture; 
and all hope for its renewal perfectly desperate. In these 
circumstances action became indispensable. It was neck 
or nothing. Inaction was death; action could be no worse, 
and might lead to life. Some new remedy must be tried; 
some daring experiment must be adventured; however 
doubtful the issue, however hazardous the trial, the ven- 
ture must be made; it was a case for digitalis! and the 
venture was made. What that venture was, and how 
wonderfully it has succeeded, to the astonishment of its 
delighted projectors, I will now show you in the words of 
the present president of the bank. 


Mr. Bropus’s Report to the stockholders at the triennial 
meeting, September, 1831.--Extracts. 


“The Bank of the United States was established for 
€ the purpose of restoring specie payments, which had for 
‘along time been suspended throughout a great part of the 
*country—-of furnishing a sound circulating medium, and 
* of giving more uniformity to the exchanges between dis- 
€ tant sections of the Union. By importing more than seven 
* millions of specie, and by a free issue of notes immediate- 
‘ly after its establishment, the bank with great sacrifices 
t succeeded for a time in attaining these objects; but it seems 
* to have been afterwards considered that its powers were 
“exhausted by the effort, and that the continuance of it 
< would be entirely impracticable. The essential difficulty 
£ was presumed to lie in the provision of the charter, mak- 

. fing the notes universally receivable for debts due to the 
< Government, which, by obliging the bank to provide pay- 
* ment for the same note at various places, would require it 


€ to retain a greater amount of specie than it could issue of 


‘ notes; thus diminishing rather than increasing the sound 
‘circulation. The consequence was, the bank issued its 
‘own notes sparingly, more especially in the Southern and 


t Western States, where it often preferred the reissue of 


‘the notes of the State banks, being unwilling to issue 

‘ freely its notes which it might be compelled to pay at some 

‘ one of the many places remote from the point of issuing 

€ them. 
* * * * * * 

“Having, in compliance with the directions of the 
t stockholders in 1822, applied without success to Congress 
‘ for a modification of this disabling provision in the char- 
‘ter, it became necessary for the board of directors to re- 
t examine the constitution of the bank, in order to discover 
‘ whether there was really any organic defect which pre- 
‘vented it from performing the functions to which it was 
‘destined, or whether some different combination of its 
< powers might not overcome its difficulties. 

“The experiment was interesting and hazardous. It 
£ was to try how far the institution could succeed in doing 
‘that which had never yet succeeded elsewhere, in’ diffus- 
‘ ing over so wide a surface of country a currency of large 
< amount and of uniform value, at all places and under all 
< circumstances; and also whether it could bring down to 
‘its extreme limit the necessary expense of commercial 
‘intercourse between distant sections of country, whose 
‘exchangeable productions were of such various and un- 
€ equal values. . 

* * 


* * * * 


< This system has now been in operation for several 
‘years. It was at frst experimental, and of doubtful issue; 
‘and as the consequences were equally important to the 


which is announced with so much satisfaction? 


ject. 


‘bank and the community, its progress has been watched 
© with deep solicitude. 
< with proportionate satisfaction.” 


Its success, therefore, has been seen 


Mr. President, itis not my fashion to put a strained 


construction upon any gentleman’s words—upon the 
words of one present, much less one who has no place, no 
voice, here. i 
upon the language which I have read. I will let every 
word stand for itself; will let every phrase be taken in its 
literal, natural, ob¥ious, inevitable meaning. And what 
do they tell you? Why, that payment of the same note 
at various places was impossible; that compulsory pay- 
ments were fatal to the bank; and, to get rid of them, she 
has done for herself what Congress refused to do for her, 


I will, therefore, put no construction at all 


and what her directory, in the time of Mr. Cheves, so- 
lemnly declared that Congress alone could do! This is 
what the president of the bank tells you. Look at the 
words. 

Bank established to keep up a sound uniform currency; 


exhausted by the effort to do so; entirely impracticable; es- 
sential difficulty in the provision of the charter 
section_) which made the notes universally receivable by Go- 
vernment; compellable to pay at places remote from the point 


the 14th 


of issuing; applied without success to Congress for a modifi- 
cation of this disabling provision; re-examination of the con- 


stitution of the bank; discovery of new powers; the difficulties 


overcome; experiment hazardous; never succeeded elsewhere; 
the issue doubtful; progress watched with deep solicitude; 


great satisfaction at the success. 


And now, Mr. President, what was this experiment, of 
hazard so great, of issue so doubtful, which never suc- 
ceeded elsewhere, the progress of which was watched with 
so much fear and trembling, and the fancied success of 
Sir, it is 
the invention of this branch bank currency! It is the 
substitution of branch bank orders for the promissory notes 
of the Bank of the United States! And surely, from the 
first establishment of banks to the present day,a more 
potent medicine was never invented for the cure of the 
diseases to which banks are most subject. It has com- 
pletely overcome all the difficulties which the bank lay 
under at the time of Mr. Cheves’s memorial, and which 
were then admitted +o be fatal to it. What were those 
difficulties? They were a twofold impediment; first, a 
total inability to sign notes fast enough; secondly, a total 
inability to pay for them, according to the charter, after 
they were signed. The remedy wanted was, increased 
facilities for signing; diminished liabilities for paying! 
And the orders have completely answered this double ob- 
Signers enough now, and compulsory payment no- 
where! ‘This is the glorious relief which the experiment 
has brought. This is the cataplasm which has healed the 
wounds of the bank. This is the medicinal drug—the - 
balsamic drink--the restorative infusion—which has poured 
a new portion of strength into the exhausted machine, and 
enabled it to bear its infirmities a little longer. Fifty signers 
at work, and one hundred and fifty endorsing clerks,pouring 
out from five and twenty places their perennial streams of 
paper. When out, it is not payable by lawany where. Not 
at the branch which issues it; for there is neither promise, 
nor law, to exact the payment there. Not at any other 
branch, for the 14th section of the charter does not apply 
to orders, and we have just seen that they were invented 
to evade that section. Notin Philadelphia; for, notwith- 
standing that may be the purport of the order, yet it is an 
absolute impossibility; for the people of this wide confe- 
deracy, the laboring people especially, who handle these 
small orders, can never go up to Philadelphia to demand the 
hard money for them. Yes, sir, these orders are the thing. 
It is the currency of which they are composed which has 
enabled the machinery of the bank to go to work after 
the inaction from 1819 to 1827. It is this currency which 
has enabled it to flood the South and West (as I will show 
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presently) with paper for which it has not the means of|law, to the legal rights of the holder, and say that he has 
redemption. Itis this which has enabled its votaries to|no right to demand payment at the branch which issued 


raise the ery, brief and delusive, of sound and uniform|the order. f y 
It is this which enables the retainers of the lnot compulsory; it depends upon the will of the bank, not 


currency. 
bank te contradict President Jackson for repeating its 
own words; yes! repeating their own words: for the mes- 
sage of 1829, declaring the failure of the bank to furnish 
asound and uniform currency, is nothing but the repeti- 
tion of what the bank directory itself had declared, and 
what all intelligent men know tobe true. It is this illegal, 
irresponsible currency which has enabled the bank to fill 
the Union with debtors in chains, who scream incessantly: 
for the life and glory of their Juggernaut, and attack with 
the fury of wild beasts every public man who will not 


The present custom of paying is voluntary, 


upon Jaw; and none but tyrants can require, or slaves 
submit to, a tenure at will. These orders, even admitting 
them to be legal, are only payable in Philadelphia; and to 
demand payment there, is a delusive and impracticable 
right. For the body of the citizens cannot go to Phila- 
delphia to get the change for the small orders; merchants 
will not remit them; they would as,soon carry up the fires 
@ hell to Philadelphia; for the bank would consign them 
to ruin if they did. These orders are for the frontiers; 
and it is made the interest and the policy of merchants to 


square his public conduct by the devouring miseries of}leave them at home, and take a bill of exchange at a no- 


their own private condition, and the remorseless cravings 
of their insatiate idol. 

T have now established, Mr. President, as I trust and be- 
lieve, the truth of the first branch of my proposition, 
namely, that this currency of branch bank orders is un- 
authorized by the charter, and illegal. Iwill now say a 
few words in support of the second branch of the propo- 
sition, namely, that this currency ought to be suppressed. 

The mere fact of the illegality, sir, T should hold ta be 
sufficient to justify this suppression. In a country of laws, 
the laws should be obeyed. No private individual should 
be allowed to trample them under foot; much less a pub- 
lic man, or public body; least of all, a great moneyed cor- 
poration wielding above one hundred millions of dollars 
per annum, and boldly contending with the Federal Go- 
vernment for the sceptre of political power—moncy is 
power! The Bank of the United States possesses more 
money than the Federal Government; and the .question 
of power is now to be decided between them. That 
question is wrapped up in the case before you. Itisa 
case of clear conviction of a violation of the laws by this 
great moneyed corporation; and that not of a single sta- 
tute, and by inadvertence, and in a small matter, which 
concerns but few, but in one gencral, sweeping, studied, 
and systematic infraction of a whole code of laws—-of an 
entire constitution, made for its sole government and re- 
straint-—and the pernicious cffects.of which enter into 
the revenues of the Union, and extend themselves to every 
moneyed transaction between man and man. ‘This is the 
case of violated law which stands before you; and if it 
goes unpunished, then do I say, the question of political 
power is decided between the bank and the Government. 
The question of supremacy is atan end. Let there be 
no more talk of restrictions or limitation in the charter. 
Grant a new one. Grant it upon the spot. Grant it with- 
out words! Grant it in blank! to save the directors from 
the labor of re-examination! the court from the labor of 
constructions! and yourselves from the degradation of be- 
ing publicly trampled under foot! 

I do insist, Mr. President, that this currency ought to 
be suppressed for illegality alone, even if no pernicious 
consequences could result from its circulation. But perni- 
cious consequences do result. The substituted currency is 
not the equivalent of the branch bank notes, whose place 
it has usurped; it is inferior to those notes in vital particu- 
lars, and to the manifest danger and loss of the people. 

In the first place, these branch bank orders are not 
payable in the States in which they are issued. Look at 
them! they are nominally payable in Philadelphia! Look 
at the law! It gives the holder no right to demand their 
contents at the branch bank, until the order has been to 
Philadelphia, and returned. Ilay no stress. upon the in- 
sidious circumstance that these orders are now paid at the 
branch where issued, and at other branches. ‘That volun- 
tary, delusive payment may satisfy those who are willing 
to swallow a gilded hook; it may satisfy those who are 
willing to hold their property at the will of the hank. 
For my part, I want law for my rights. I look at the 


minal premium. Brokers alone will cver carry them, and 
that as their own, after buying them out of the hands of 
the people at a discount fixed by themselves, 

This contrivance, Mr. President, of issuing bank paper 
atone place, payable at another and a distant place, is 
not a new thing under the sun; but its success, if it suc- 
ceeds here, will be a new thing in the history of banking. 
This contrivance, sir, is of European origin. It began in 
Scotland some years ago, with a banker in Aberdeen, who 
issued promissory notes payable in London. Then the 
Bank of Ireland set her branches in Stigo, Cork, and Bel- 
fast, at the same work, and they made their branch notes 
payable in Dublin. The English country bankers took 
the hint, and put out thcir notes payable in London. The 
mass of these notes were of the smaller denominations, 
one and two pounds sterling, corresponding with our five 
and ten dollar orders; such as were handled by the labor- 
ing classes, and who could never carry them to London 
and Dublin to demand the contents. At this point the 
British Imperial Parliament took cognizance of the matter; 
treated the issue of such notes as a vicious practice, viola- 
tive of the very first idea of a sound currency, and parti- 
cularly dangerous to the laboring classes. The Parliament 
suppressed the practice. This all happened in the year 
1826; and now this practice, thus suppressed in England, 
Scotland, and Ireland, is in full operation in our America! and. 
the directors of the Bank of the United States are celebrat- 
ed, as the greatest of financiers, for picking up an illegal 
practice of Scottish origin, and putting it into operation 
in the United States, and that, too, in the very year in 
which it was suppressed in Great Britain! 

In the next place, these orders are impoverishing and 
destructive to the States in which they are issued, because 
they lead to the abduction of its gold and silver. Lf notes 
are issued, they are payable at the branch bank, and an 
adequate supply of gold and silver must be kept on hand 
to redeem them; but these orders being drawn on Phila- 
deiphia, the gold and silver of the State must be sent 
there to meet them. This is the clear undoubted theory 
of this new-fangled currency; it is also the proved esta- 
blished practice and effects of it. Every body in the 
South and West knows that the hard money of the coun- 
try is constantly disappearing; but those only who have 
observed the working of the machinery of the Bank of the 
United States, can tell where all this hard money is gone. 
The monthly statements of the bank will tell this secret. 
They will show that the gold and silver of the South and 
West go to the Northeast; and that the branches are the 
channels of collection and remittance. Here are some 
items from the returns of the year 1830, the last which 
have been yet printed, and which will throw a little Jight 
upon this subject: 


Specie Notes issued, 
New Orleans, April, 1830, 700,815 6,421,275 
Mobile, August, 55,368 1,557,745 
Nashville, October, 185,304 2,080, 500 
Louisville, December, 200, 825 1,088,560 
Lexington, December, 78,430 1,484,110 
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St. Louis, June, 126,603 679,880 
Cincinnati, November, 155,157 977,455 
Pittsburg, April, 38,620 736,897 
Richmond, August, 170,510 1,064,415 - 
Fayetteville, October, 26,342 1,192,205 
Savannah, August, 304,547 -1,735,700 
Charleston, December, 266,962 1,425,255 
PHILADELPHIA, August, 3,728,626 2,531,080 
New York, November, 2,351,190 1,764,627 
Boston, August, 1,327,755 721,505 
Baltimore, October, 738,000 780,657 


Here is a picture for you, Mr. President, anda contrast 
with it. On one side, a most beggarly exhibition of empty 
boxes; on the other, fulness and distension to bursting. 
West of the Alleghanies, and south of the Potomac, no 
hard money; in the Northeast, millions at every point. 
But, asa compensation for this difficiency of metal, we 
have a most bountiful supply of paper. Ten, twenty, 
thirty, forty, fifty to one is our proportion of paper to 
silver. And for all this paper the country isin debt, and 
pays interest (bank interest) to non-residents and foreign- 
ers! Gentlemen of the South complain of the tariff, and 
doubtless with much reason; but the day is at hand when 
every eye shall see, and every tongue shall confess, that 
the tariff is not the only, nor the largest, nor the most 
voracious yampyre which sucks at their veins! The Bank 
of the United States divides that business with the tariff, 
and, like the stronger brother, takes the largest share to 
herself. She.furnishes her brood of these insatiable suck- 
ers. She hangs them on every vein of gold and silver 
which the South and West exhibit. ‘They gorge to re- 


or temporary, although the act might not limit the num- 
ber. The directors proposed, however, to limit the num- 
ber to two; to make them permanent officers in the bank; 
and to publish their appointment in the Washington city 
gazettes before they should begin to act. A bill with all 
these provisions was reported; but Congress refused to 
pass it, and for this reason, among others, that the power 
of signing the notes involved the power of judging their 
genuineness; and this power was too high and dangerous— 
jtoo easily abused—-and too hardly remedied, to be trusted 
|to any but the very highest officers of the bank—those 
whose character and station would: afford the strongest 
guaranties to the public for the fair exercise of a power 
so delicate and responsible. Congress refused to pass the 
bill. What next? Why, sir, Mr. Cheves and his directory 
submitted; but a new directory came in, and what did 
they do? They re-examined the constitution of the bank, 
and discovered the means of overcoming the difficulty. 
They substituted branch bank orders for branch bank 
notes; and set, not two, but fifty signers and one hundred 
and fifty endorsing clerks at work upon these orders. 
What is the consequence? Counterfeiting to an excess, 
and audacity never paralleled before! I saw in Missouri, 
before I left home, a descriptive list of ninety-nine varie- 
ties of counterfeits on the Bank of the United States and 
its branches alone; most of them of the class of these five 
and ten dollar orders, ‘This list was contained in a peri- 
odical sheet, called ‘* Counterfeit Detector;’ a work 
wholly given up to describing counterfeits on the United 
States’ bank and its branches; for to such excess has this 
crime ariscn, as to give birth to a new species of literary 


pletion, then vomit their load into the vast receptacles of| publication; a periodical newspaper wholly devoted to 


the Northeast, and gorge again. The hard money of the 
country, that money which pays no interest, is sucked up 
and sent away; the paper moncy of a company, for which 
bank interest is exacted, takes its place. 


the description and detection of counterfeit paper cur- 
rency. The remedy only announces the extent of the 


evil; it does not cure it. None but business men in cities, 


‘The people of jand a few official characters, can afford to buy and study 


the country are in debt for this paper, the greater part of|these periodicals; the body of the people have no benefit 


them at second and third hand, borrowers from bor- 
rowers, paying rack-interest to the intermediate lend- 
ers. The labors of the year barely suffice for the payment 
of the sixty days’ collection of all this interest. The princi- 
pal is still behind, to come upon these exhausted countries 
when delayed payment has doubled the difficulty of mak- 
ing payment. When that dread day comes, and come-it 
will, and nothing is gained by putting it off, the towns 
and cities of the South and West—the fairest farms and 
goodliest mansions—will be set up at auction, to be knock- 
ed down to the bank agent, at the mock prices fixed in 
the compting room of the bank itself. And in these mock 
sales of towns and cities may be laid the foundation for 
the titles and estates of our future nobility—Duke of Cin- 
cinnati! Earl of Lexington! Marquis of Nashville! Count 
of St. Louis! Prince of New Orleans! Such may be the 
titles of the bank nobility to whom the next generation of 
American farmers must crook the pregnant hinges of 
the knee.” Yes, sit! when the renewed charter is brought 
in for us to vote upon, I shall consider myself as voting 
upon a bill for the establishment of lords and commons 
‘in this America, and for the eventual establishment of a 
King; for when the lords and commons are established, 
the King will come of himself! 

In the third place, the emission of these orders has de- 
luged the country with counterfeits. The evils of coun- 
terfeiting was one of the objections made to the application 
of the bank for the leave to appoint an agent and register 
to sign the five and ten dollar notes. The danger was so 
obvious and imminent, that the memorial of the directors 
candidly admitted it, and entered into the suggestion of 
many precautionary measures to prevent it. They ad- 
mitted that if the signers were numerous or temporary 
the danger of counterfeiting would be excessive and de- 
structive; but declared that the bank, with a view to its 
own interest, would not suffer them to bé either numerous 


from them. After all, the Detector is no guide; the marks 
of a counterfeit detected and described in one number of 
the periodical, are corrected and amended in the next edi- 
tion of the counterfeits. ‘They instruct the counterfeiters 
how to aménd their work. The fact is, nobody can tell 
the good from the bad. Brokers and bank officers assume 
to do it; but they badas well assume to be conjurors and 
astrologers; they had as well practise incantations, and 
deliver oracles in convulsions and contortions, as to look 
at this paper, and pronounce judgments; they had as well 
gaze at the stars, and judge by the motions of the heavenly 
bodies, as to look at these orders, and judge from the 
writing and engraving; they had as well do as the sooth- 
sayers of old—go out upon a high hill—watch the flight 
of birds—and then prognosticate that the order is good or 
bad, as the bird chances to fly, dexter or sinister, as it 
passes the hill. Far from knowing the handwriting, they 
hardly know of the existence of the writers! Yet these 
solemn judges condemn, and condemn irrevocably, the 
property of the people! They all know how to draw. the 
sign of St. Andrew’s cross; and that fatal sign, drawn 
through the face of an order, is decisive of its fate. True 
or false, good or bad, from that moment it falls into the 
receptacle of things; not lost, but damned, on earth. 

I do not stand here, Mr. President, to enlarge upon the 
general evils of a counterfeit currency, such as belong in 
common to the forging of all bank: pape! ut there are 
evils pecaliar to the circulation of these rfeit orders, 
which give a distinctive character to the mischiefs which 
they inflict, and demand a particular animadversion. These 
evils grow, first, out of the wide extent of the circulation 
of these counterfeits, which carries the forgeries of every 
State of the Union into every other State, thus affecting 
each part with the miseries of the whole—swelling the 
mass of crime and fraud, and augmenting the difficulties 
of detection in proportion to the distance from which the 


143 


-SENATE.] 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 
Bank of the United Stales. 


144 
{Jaw. 20, 1832. 


intrusive counterfeits came. The next peculiar evil is in 
the multitude of incompetent judges; already about one 
hundred and fifty in number, and annually increasing. A 
third peculiar evil is in the one-sided character of these 
judges—all appointed at the will of the bank—all holding 
their appointments at her will—and all feeling it to be 
their interest to commit no mistakes to her prejudice. 
The last, and greatest, of these peculiar evils is in the 
small size of these orders, which throws their counterfeits 
upon that class of the community who are least capable 
to detect the imposition, and least able to bear the loss. 
The laboring classes, the middle sized farmers, and the 
country people, are the peculiar victims of this species of 
counterfeits, They handle small sums, and the small sized 
counterfeits fall upon their hands. Every counterfeit 
must stop somewhere. Sooner or later it must stop in 
somebody’s hands; and the mass of these small ones will 
certainly stop in the hands of poor people. Thus it was 
in England. In the space of six years, from 1812 to 1818, 
no less than 154,454 counterfeit notes were presented and 
detected at the Bank of England; of which 128,800 were 
for one pound, corresponding with our five dollar orders; 
and 18,562 were for two pounds, corresponding with our 
ten dollar orders; leaving only about 8,000 notes out of 
upwards of 154,000 for all denominations above two 
pounds, or ten dollars; thus incontestably proving that 
the poor were the losers and the victims. This was 
stated in his place by the honorable Henry Grey Bennet, 
who stated, at the same time, that out of five hundred and 
one persons convicted of forging, or passing, or offering 
counterfeit notes, in the short space of thirteen years, of 
whom two hundred and seven had been hung, and others 
deported, the mass of them were poor people; and the 
notes for which they-died, were small ones of onc and two 
pounds, equal to five and ten dollars. And he said, at the 
same time, that the stockholders of the Bank of England, 
in this frightful mass of crime, and fraud, and misery, and 
death, had found their consolation and their profit in 
dividing among themselves twenty-five millions of pounds 
sterling! equalto about one hundred and twenty millions 
of dollars! This is what the counterfeiting part, or forgery 
department of the banking system, arrived at in England: 
this is the point to which the forgery of these branch bank 
orders is rapidly carrying the American people. And 
for all the crime and misery which has grown out of the 
counterfeiting of these orders, and all that shall grow out 
of them, the directors, who violated their charter to do 
what Congress forbid, are justly accountable to God and 
man! 

I have carefully abstained, Mr. President, from the use 
of any topic of a general or exciting nature. I have 
confined myself to a mere judicial pleading. But there 
is one argument against the issue of this currency, which 
goesso directly to the honor, the dignity, the independence 
. of the States, that I cannot forbear to hold it up for an 
instant, and to pass it as a shadow beforeyou. Itis this. We 
all know the high and responsible nature of the coining 
power. Itis an attribute of national sovereignty; in its 
nature belonging to the highest authority in every form 
of Government. The States of this confederacy, each for 
itself, became invested with this high power the moment 
they burst the chains of British vassalage. Possessed of 
the right in full, they divided it, in part, with the Congress 
of the confederation. The convention of 1789 gave it 
exclusively to.the new Federal Government; and since 
that time no State can coin money, regulate its value, 
emit bills of credit, or make any thing but gold and silver 
i tender in discharge of debts. Congress alone has the 
full power to coin and regulate its value; a disputed power 
to emit bills of credit, and no power to make any thing 
but gold and silver a lawful tender. 
the United States refers its origin, in the opinion of many, 


What is admitted by all, is, that Congress has granted to 
the bank a power to issue a paper currency far beyond 
the amount of the coined currency in the Union; that this 
paper currency is receivable in payment of all dues to the 
Federal Government; and, being so receivable, thence 
enjoys a degree of credit and circulation coextensive 
with the limits of the Union. Names, Mr. President, are 
nothing; substance is every thing. The substantial power 
of coining, and of regulating the currency, is in the bank; 
for it issues a currency which exceeds the coinin quantity, 
and supersedes it in circulation. Congress gave this great 
power—in effect, one of the highest attributes of national 
sovereignty—to the company of individuals incorporated 
under the misnomer of the Bank of the United States; this 
company has devolved its power, so far as the branch 
bank orders are concerned, upon their subaltern agencies, 
called branch banks; and, according to the opinion of the 
federal court, may devolve it upon whatever agents they 
please. These subaltern agencies are protruded into 
the States, and there exercise a power superior to that 
which the State Governments surrendered to the Federal 
Government. They issue a paper currency within the 
State, which supersedes and expels the hard money. 
They issue a paper currency not payable within the State, 
nor within the neat State; nor within five hundred or 
one thousand miles; nor practicably payable any where! 
and for non-payment of which there is neither prohibition 
nor penalty in the charter. This currency necessarily, 
and practicably, becomes a currency of bills of credit, 
redeemable at the will of the issuer, and not at the will 
of the holder; and these bills all people (in the South and 
West, at least) are under a virtual duresse to receive; 
because all other currency is chased away. And thus 
these bills of credit become a forced and irresistible 
tender in the payment of debts. Can the States stand 
this? If they can, they are ripe and ready to sink into the 
condition, not of provinces of the empire, but of farms— 
the rack-rent farms—of a great moneyed oligarchy. 

Sir, I stop; not that I have finished, but that every thing 
must have an end, even the overflowings of grief and 
indignation at viewing the frightful progress which a great 
moneyed oligarchy is making over the sinking liberties 
of the land. The cause demands a different advocate. 
It calls for that rare man who rebuked and overthrew 
the audacious enterprise of Walpole—who overturned 
the judgments of the King’s court—drove back the royal 
patent across the Irish channel, and saved the people of 
Ireland from the evils of an illegal currency, and their 
Government from the degradation of seeing a private 
individual exercising the high power of issuing a national 
currency within her limits. The crisis calls for that man. 
It calls for the dauntless spirit—the mighty genius—the 
lofty scorn of hopes and fears, which belonged to the 
illustrious Dean of St. Patrick’s!. And, if we are now 
destined to sink in this contest, (which Heaven of its infinite 
mercy avert)—but if we.are destined to sink, then do I 
say it is not for want of a cause less just, less righteous, 
less national, less holy, than that in which Ireland 
triumphed, but because the combined powers of all Ame- 
rica’s patriot sons are unable to write the drapier’s letters! 

Mr. DALLAS rose in reply, and said that, feeling a 
high and cordial respect for every thing which proceeded 
from the Senator from Missouri, following long and elabo- 
rate preparation and reflection, his reluctance to interpose 
any obstacle or embarrassment, thus early in the course 
of his movement, was extreme. A deep sense of duty, 
however, obliged him to overlook the customary courtesy, 
and to oppose the leave which the honorable gentleman 
asked. He was sure that his doing so would not be con- 
strued by the candor of the mover into the least want of 


Well, the Bank of personal deference. 


Had the resolution contemplated by the Senator been 


to the coining and regulating clause in the constitution. [one merely for inquiry; did he design to refer the subject 


145 


Jan. -20, 1832.] 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 
Bank of the United States. 


146 


[SENATE. 


to a committee for investigation, P 
ciple, he would be among the last to intimate unwilling- 
ness or opposition. But the Senate was formally called 
upon, without any previous scrutiny, to pass a judgment 


of condemnation—to hasten summarily to a conclusion] this is characterized as “extra-judicial 


affecting vast and important interests--to entertain a reso- 


lution which was in effect a bill—and to act, without au-| judge attained his conclusions, 


both as to fact and prin-/ the duty of the judge carefully to consider, s 
expound, the law thus drawn into question. The liberty 
of a fellow-citizen was dependent upon his opinion. He 


and clearly to 


was bound to make it known to the jury: he did so; and 
yo 

But the honorable Senator further complains that the 
as to the intent and mean- 


thentic facts before them, in a manner which would ope-|ing ofthe act of Congress incorporating the bank, by ‘*con- 
rate upon the public mind as forcibly as if they enacted a| struction.” And by what other process could he attain 


Jaw with every preparatory solemnity and care. 
proceeding he was compelled to resist at its earliest stage. 

He did not feel himself, by any thing past or probable, 
the enlisted advocate or opponent of the bank. He was 
as little prepared to defend as to assail, without stint or 
discrimination. 


that the general course of invective against its practices, | proves, 


its objects, and its tendencies, in which the learned Sena- 
tor had indulged, was calculated (certainly not intended) | 
to forestall public opinion upon the memorial for a re- 
newal of its charter, and to prevent the dispassionate in- 
quiry and grave consideration which were due alike to 
the petitioners and to the body which they addressed. 
Why were these elaborated attacks thus prematurely 
made? Why were nearly two thirds of the address just 
delivered wide of the preposition started by the ingenious 
andable speaker? Why were the orders or drafts, against 


Such al them? 


It is conceded that no positive and distinct prohi- 
bition of these orders or drafts is to be found in the char- 
ter: and as if to vindicate by his practice the judge whom ° 
he was condemning by his precept, the learned gentleman 
has ably and indefatigably argued that they are prohibitory ` 


But he could not refrain from observing| by “construction.” He takes the very course he disap- 


and denies to others what he cannot himself do 
without. $ 

What is the resolution which the Senator asks leave to 
introduce? A resolution which it is not within the compe- 
tency of the Senate, nor of Congress, to adopt: or rather 
one which, if adopted, must be wholly nugatory and in- 
operative. This isa primary difficulty, which meets him 
at the threshold, and cannot be surmounted. Were they 
to be seriously asked to legislate a private corporation out 
of the powers which are alleged to be expressly given in 
its charter, for the possession of which it has paid a valua- 


which the resolution was penned, lost sight of ina maze |ble consideration, and which it has been exercising under 
of vehement and doubtless sincere philippic against the | judicial sanction? Did the honorable Senator really think 
Mammoth, the Colossus, the Protean monster? Certainly | that by any course of proceeding other than that prescrib- 
not, in the language of the gentleman, ad captandum vul-| ed in the act of incorporation, this bank could be deprived 


gus. And yet the effect might be to delude the public 
mind, to make all inquiry useless, and to prepare a con- 
demnation before a hearing. Did the honorable Senator 
reflect for one moment upon the immediate evils of such 
a course? Did he forget how much injury—irreparable 
injury—he might be the cause of inflicting? The counts, 
the dukes, the princes, and the kings, who in metapho- 
rical confusion graced his eloquence, were certainly enti- 
tled to none of his sympathy: but he [Mr. D.] would say 


of its vested rights? Was he disposed for a moment to 
entertain an appeal, or a writ of error, from the judicial 
tribunals of the country to the Senate, as to the misuser, 
or nonuser, or forfeiture of the franchise? If the bank 
had violated any of the rules and conditions of the charter, 
it was surely unnecessary to say that modes of remedy and 
of punishment were provided and at hand. They might 
be dilatory, troublesome, and uncertain: but let it be re- 
collected that they were the modes chosen by the United 


to the worthy Senator, that a depreciation in the value of| States, at the time the charter was moulded, and they are 


the property of this bank--an undermining of its present 
currency, character, and stability, might carry want, dis- 
comfort, and wretchedness among many towards whom 
his benevolent nature would yearn as readily and as warmly 
asany man’s. About three millions of the stock of this 
corporation are owned by widows and other females; two 
millions and a half are held in trust by executors or guar- 
dians for orphans or others; and one million and a half by 
charitable societies and similar bodies: making an aggre- 
gate of near seven millions, or one-fifth of the capital ac- 
tually devoted and semi-annually contributing to the sub- 
sistence, education, and happiness of those for whose 
welfare all generous hearts must beat in unison! 

The basis upon which the honorable Senator from Mis- 
souri had reared the superstructure of his argument was 
a printed copy of a charge delivered to a jury by one of 
the judges of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
sitting as a circuit judge in the eastern district of Pennsyl- 
vania. He (Mr. D.] was well acquainted with the circum- 
stances and occasion of that charge, and deemed it right 
to vindicate the distinguished and learned magistrate by 
whom it was pronounced from the idea involved in the 
epithet “extrajudicial.” It was any thing but extraju- 
dicial. The trial was of a man indicted for passing a coun- 
terfeit order on the cashier of the Bank of the United 
States. The counsel for the accused, exercising their pro- 
fessional skill, demanded his acquittal upoa the ground 
(among others) that the paper described in the indictment 
—a forgery of one of the orders against which the gentle- 
man had levelled his battery—was not, if genuine, a legal 
instrument, and could not be made the’ subject of a crimi- 
nal proceeding. He went upon precisely the same course 
of reasoning as had been heard that morning. It became 


Vou. VII. —10 


the only ones assented to by those who accepted and paid 
for it. Can it be supposed that this bank, ‘believing itself 
clothed with authority to issue these orders, and that their 
issue is useful to the country, and advantageous to itself, 
would abandon them upon the mere expression of a hostile 
opinion by a majority of Congress adverse to the decision of 
the judicial tribunal! Such an abandonment would be a 
treacherous relinquishment of its high trusts and pur- 
poses; would evince an alarming and subservient pliancy to 
the changes of men and parties, and be a timid surrender 
of rights and interests. Letus not make laws, which can- 
not—-cannot, he meant, upon the unchanging principles of 
the constitution and of justice--be carried into effect-- 
which must be disregarded, and the disregard of which 
every reflecting citizen would approve and extol. 

But, continued Mr. D., upon what ascertained and 
authentic foundation of facts was the Senate asked to en- 
tertain this abrupt and sweeping denunciation? No com- 
mittee has embodied the results of its inquiries and reflec- 
tions: but we are to act simply and suddenly upon the 
representations and views of the gentleman from Missouri. 
With every respect, he was unprepared and unwilling to 
do this. There were facts which might have a powerful 
bearing upon the proposition; and if any inquiry were 
wished, he had already avowed his readiness to accede to 
one. The nature and precise form of the drafts referred 
to had yet been but partially communicated. He presum- 
ed the distinguished Senator from Missouri would agree 
with him in considering it wholly immaterial whether these 
drafts were written or printed--on thick paper or on thin 


—-of one color or another——their language, purport, and 


design were alone worthy of any notice. Now, he under- 
took confidently to say that, in commercial and banking 
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operations, thesé orders were commonplace, customary 
instruments, which had been in use time out of mind—not 
perhaps used to the extent which this bank had found it 
expedient to use them, but known, familiarly and long 
known, to the usages and facilities of trade and to the laws 
of the land.. Mr. D. was, however, unwilling that even 
such a fact as this should be taken by the Senate upon his 
assurance: but he was more unwilling that its opposite 
should be assumed, without investigation, as the ground- 
work of legislation. 

There was another fact into which it would seem neces- 
sary to inquire, before we could safely impute either mis- 
take or mischief. To what extent,.and in what manner, 
had the bank pledged its responsibility for the payment of 
these orders? “The honorable Senator denied their being 
contracts: in what other light than as the contracts of 
agents binding upon their principal they were to be re- 
garded, could not well be perceived; but it may be, nay, 
he ventured to affirm, positively, that the bank had for- 
mally undertaken and announced its liability, to the utmost 
extent and in the most unequivocal manner. As far as 
this statement could tend to prevent alarm and ‘to confirm 
confidence, it was due to the people at large, to the poor 
and laboring classes of the community, into whose pockets 
these drafts had found their way, that it should be thus 
publicly made. No part of the currency issued by this 
corporation upon the faith of its capital of thirty-five mil- 
lions of dollars, was more sound and safe than branch drafts. 
Was this not worthy of examination and ascertainment be- 
fore we pronounced them spurious and void? Should 
even the face of each draft not, in itself, import to the 
mind of the honorable Senator a precise contract, how 
easily might it be connected with an engagement found 
upon the records, or in the correspondence and acknow- 
ledgments of the bank. 

He objected, he repeated, to premature and precipitate 
action. He had adverted to some matters upon which 

` more light might be obtained; and, in his humble opinion, 
there already existed a committee of this Senate, to whose 
industry, candor, and intelligence they ought to be re- 
ferred, if referred at all. He meant the select committee 
having in charge the memorial of the Bank of the United 
States for a renewal of its charter; and he took occasion 
to say to the honorable Senator from Missouri, and to 
pledge himself as a member of that committee to the 
Senate, that this very subject of the branch drafts or 
orders, and every other subject intimated by jealousy or 
suspicion, no matter how formidable or trivial, whether 
plausible or idle, assuming the shape or air of an imputa- 
tion upon the past management or future designs and 
tendencies of this great corporation, should be listened 
to with frankness, scrutinized with care, and impartially 
disposed of. For his part, he was not inclined to do other- 
wise than approve the utmost vigilance and circumspeetion 
in guarding the community from the possible misuse of the 
institution. If diseases are alleged to existin its structure, 
or ta accompany its movements, they should be probed 
faithfully and fearlessly—they should be searchingly traced 
to their source or seat; and if the body cannot stand the 
operation, let it die--let it expire in the process, or let 
the legislative knife be thrust promptly to the heart. He 
would add, however, that he had yet to discover the slight- 
est symptoms of any thing of the kind. 

It was not his intention to follow the able Senator 
through the labyrinth of objections he had suggested to 
these orders or drafts. He had. certainly anticipated no 
such studied and prolonged argument as introductory to 
the present_motion, and was alike unwilling and unequal 
tothe labor of a regular reply, which, however proper it 
might be before a judicial tribunal, he conceived would 
be misplaced and ill-timed here. But as so much had been 
so well said, with the view to discredit the opinion of the 
learned judge, and tending to produce a destructive alarm 


as to the validity of the currency in question, he would 
briefly state the impregnable, though simple, course of 
reasoning by. which its legality, under the charter, was 
maintained. He did this, not because it was essential to 
the determination of the matter before the Senate, but, if 
possible, to turn the edge of a weapon, which, if not aim- 
ed, was pointing fatally at the interests of the working 
and poorer classes of his fellow-citizens. . 

In the first place, then, not a syllable prohibitory of 
these orders could be found in the act. of incorporation. 
The sagacity and perseverance of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, great and anxious as they were, had failed to disco- 
ver a single word upon which he could pause, and frankly 
allege their prohibition. Yet he had told us, and told us 
truly, that this charter was ‘stuffed und crammed with 
restrictions and conditions” by those who framed it, with 
a view to satisfy the republicans of sixteen years ago. It 
certainly contained many, probably. most, if not all, of 
the securities and guards which wisdom can devise against 
the mismanagement and misapplication of powers and 
privileges such as it conferred. No details seem to be 
avoided, no specification is deemed too minute, and no 
phraseology is left restricted or equivocal, in order to 
bind the bank, and to guaranty the public. It has often 
and justly elicited praise; but none more flattering to the 
republican principles and national objects of those who 
matured it, than the encomium of the learned gentleman 
who described it as ** stuffed and crammed with restrictions 
and conditions.” And yet, though, thus ‘stuffed and 
crammed,” not a sentence is to be detected, which, by 
any sort of construction, direct or circuitous, natural or 
strained, can be made toimport the prohibition which the 
Senator would engraft upon it. The wise and upright 
men of the day on which this instrument bears date, were 
not apt to overlook plain consequences, or easy means of 
evasion, nor to make laws so imperfectly as to leave open- 
ings into which insects might rush to deface them. They 
did what they intended to do—-and they left undone what 
they had no intention to do. 


The seventh section of this charter bestows upon the’ 


corporation, in the usual form, its style and legal capaci- 
ties, and concludes,. generally, that it shall ‘* do and execute 
all and singular the acts, matters, and things which to them 
it shall or may appertain to do, subject, nevertheless, to the 
rules, regulations, restrictions, limitations, and provisions 
hereinafter prescribed und declared.” He (Mr. D.} had 
already said that the orders or drafts were nowhere ex- 
cluded in any of the rules prescribed and declared; and 
it could scarcely be expected that before the Senate of 
the United States he would make a labored effort to show 
that the drawing and issuing such paper were “matters 
and things” which itappertained to every trading associa- 
tion, commercial firm, or bank to do. They were em- 
braced in the general grant of powers, and were not 
excepted from it by any subsequent limitation. All modes 
of conducting the business and operations of the bank, 
consistent with its declared purposes and limits, were 
expressly conferred, and these orders were therefore 
included. 

But this general reasoning became altogether irresistible 
when it was found sanctioned by the very letter of the 
charter. In the eighth fundamental rule of the eleventh 
section, in recapitulating the modes by which the bank 
might become indebted, these words are used--* the total 
amount of debts which the said corporation shall at any time 
owe, whether by bond, bill, note, or OTHER CONTRACT. 
What other contract? Every other contract which it may 
appertain to a bank to make. These orders? why not? 
If the Senate can persuade itself they are not contracts, 
as the honorable Senator has, by the emergency of his 
case, been driven to assert, then indeed this single phrase 
furnishes no protection. But it surely can require, in a 
commercial country, no recurrence to first principles, or 
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to English common law definitions, much less to the vene- 
rable antiquities of Coke and Peere Williams, to prove 
that the engagements of an authorized agent are the 
contracts of the principal; or that the bank, openly, 
notoriously, avowedly assuming upon itself the payment 
of these orders, does conclusively make them obligatory 
contracts to the full extent of their terms and amounits. 
Again: These very orders or drafts are described, 
totidem verbis, in the eighteenth “ of the charter, 
and are protected, as legal, with th@highest sanctions. 
«If any person shall falsely make, forge, or counterfeit, 
‘or cause or procure to be falsely made, forged, or coun- 
‘terfeited, or willingly aid or assist in falsely making, 
‘forging, or counterfeiting, any bill or note, in imitation 


“of, or purporting to be, a bill or note issued by orders of 


‘the president, directors, and company of the said bank, 
sor axy onper or check on the said bank or corporation, 
Sor ANY CASHIER THEREOF;” or ‘shall falsely alter, &c., 
¢any onper or check on said bank or corporation, or 
CANY CASHIER THEREOF;” or **shall pass, utter, or publish, 
© &c. as true, any false, forged, or counterfeited ORDER or 
scheck upon the said bank or corporation, or aNyY CASHIER 
‘ruenzor,” &c., or shall pass, utter, or publish, &c. 
‘any falsely altered onver or check on-the said bank or 
< corporation, or ANY CASHIER THEREOF,” &c., every such 
person shall be ‘deemed guilty of felony, and, on convic- 
tion, must be sentenced to hard labor for a term not less 
than three, nor more than ten years, or be imprisoned, 
not exceeding ten years, 
thousand dollars. Now, each of these assailed drafts is 
neither more nor less, in common sense, or in technical 


and fined not exceeding five had, years since, 


resolution for inquiry, unaccompanied by the elaborate 
and powerful, and, therefore, in my estimation, dangerous 
display of his. ability and eloquence we have witnessed 
this morning, I would have joined him with a pleasure 
infinitely greater than I have experienced in opposing him. 


To me the Bank of the United States is nothing but a 
bank--a mere bank-—enacted under the influence of the 
purest motives, for admirable purposes. If it shall have 
prostituted its faculties by embarking in the contests of 
political party, it will find me, however humble and weak, 
an implacable opponent; but if, as I unhesitatingly avow 
my expectation, it shall appear uprightly and impartially 
and efficiently to have achieved its great public duties, 
and to promise still further usefulnessto the country, I must, 
and will, wish it to have justice, stability, and success. 
Mr. TYLER said that the resolution might be referred 
to the select committee already appointed on the bank, 
and then undergo the ordeal wished for by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. He could see no objection to the ad- 
mission of the resolution. The Senate might proceed 
with it as they pleased, after its introduction. He was 
not sufficiently acquainted with the facts stated by the 
gentleman, to enable him to decide without further in- 
vestigation. He had often given his vote for leave to in- 
troduce resolutions which he had no intention of support- 
ing. He did not intend to bind himself to support the 
present resolution. The facts stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had deeply impressed his mind. He 
advocated the investigation of this sub- 
ject; and he was still of the opinion that the imputations 


lagainst the bank should be examined. The importance 


law, than an order on the cashier of the Bank of the United |of the subject seemed to demand this; and, therefore, in 


States; whether drawn by one person or by another, by jevery possible view, 
makes here no difference. {should be waived, and that, 


by a customer, 


an agent or 


he was of opinion that all objections 
as a matter of courtesy, the 


Why, then, if it be an instrument not authorized. by the|resolution should be received. He should vote for its in- 


charter, spurious, illegal, and void, why is it thus anx- 
iously guarded, and its forgery thus severely punished? 


troduction. 
Mr. BUCKNER had never considered the exercise of 


Why, if not within the contemplation of the rigorous and ithe rights claimed and exercised by the corporation, un- 


pure republicans who “ stuffed and crammed the act with 
restrictions and conditions,” is it merely not discountenanc- 
ed, but specially recognised as a favorite, to be shielded 


from all impurity, and to be vindicated, by penalties in- 


volving the incarceration and infamy of offenders, from 
Differing entirely from the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri, he [Mr. D.] would, upon have exceeded their powers, 


| 


all doubt or danger? 


every such question, look with peculiar solicitude to the 
penal clause of the act of Congress. Other parts may be 
loosely constructed, and their meaning be left to be ascer- 


tained by the ordinary principles and rules of inter- 
pretation; but ¢his is uniformly framed with scrupulous 


exactitude, to be construed strictly, and to be accompanied 


der the charter, practically wrong. He was always dis- 
posed to extend courtesy to the members generally; and 
he felt as sincerely as his colleague for the interests of his 
constituents. But, sir, said Mr. B., what are we called 
upon to do? We are called upon to pronounce that the 
president and directors of the Bank of the United States 
and, consequently, forfeited 
their charter; and that the opinion which one of the judges 
of the circuit court of the United States has given upon 
the question is extra-judicial, and, consequently, null 
and void. Now, Mr. B. was of the opinion that Con- 
gress had not the power to act upon this subject, in the 
manner proposed; but if they could, the injury would 


by such specification as will enable every one to under-|not fall upon the bank, but upon the people; not upon 


stand what he is to avoid. 


It is here that we find, more |those who issued, but upon those who held these bank or- 


exactly than elsewhere in this charter, the particulars of|ders that were to be condemned as worthless. Sir, said 
the currency confided to the control and discretion of the | Mr. B., for the very reason and on the very ground that 


bank—it is here the protection is provided for each par- 


the gentleman supports this measure, I feel myself bound, 


ticular—and it is here that these orders on the cashier, {in mercy to my constituents, to raise my voice against it. 


denounced by the gentleman, in his meditated resolution, 
as “illegal,” ave signally and emphatically surrounded by 
the conservative sanctions of the criminal code. 

_ Need he say more? The question was, in his opinion, 
in every aspect, too plain to justify prolonged debate; 
and he must apologize for having taken up more time than 
he at first proposed. Before, however, resuming my seat, 
said Mr. D., I must again beg the honorable Senator from 
Missouri to be assured that this feeble effort on my part to 
prevent his obtaining the leave he asks, springs from 
perhaps a too lively sense of duty, and a too firm convic- 


He advocates it on the principle that the orders issued 
are injurious to the West; and I oppose it on the ground 
that any act of ours, calculated to destroy the confidence 
of the community in the validity of these orders, would 
produce serious injury and extensive losses to my consti- 
tuents, who hold an immense amount of these very orders 
in their possession. Tam notin favor of injuring the inno- 
cent holders of the bank paper, in order to punish the 
institution, if, in fact, it deserves any censure. I cannot 
consent to give my vote for a resolution which is intended 
to cast suspicion upon the validity of the paper, and thus 


tion of the dangers which might follow from our enter- | alarm the people who are its holders; which alarm cannot 
taining his proposal for one moment; and certainly from fail to operate seriously against the very persons whom 
no diminution of the deep and cordial respect felt for) the gentleman is so desirous to serve. If the gentleman 
every thing he does or says. Nor can I forbear to add, |had only asked for an inquiry, Mr. B. would heartily 
that, had his proposition been tendered in the shape of alagree to it; but-he could never consent to pass a positive 
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resolution, the immediate effects of which would fall thus 
heayily upon hisconstituents. But, Mr. aid, it did not 
devolve on Congress to construe the law sir duty was, 
to make them, and then leave their exposition and con- 
struction to the proper tribunals., He could not admit the 
propriety of the attempt to prejudice and inflame the 
minds of the people in regard to the bank, before the 
proper time had arrived for the subject to be investigated. 
He could not, therefore, extend the courtesy to his col- 
league to vote for the introduction of his résolution; and, 
however much he might regret to have his vote go abroad, 
with the appearance of having contributed to shut out in- 
vestigation, he should not shrink from the responsibility 
of refusing leave for the introduction of this mischievous 
proposition. He beliéved the issuing of the paper cur- 
rency had, so far from producing injury to the West, 
been greatly advantageous and highly beneficial to the 


and the propriety of the practice of the president and 
directors in issuing these orders, he should not object to 
its introduction; but he should protest against admitting a 
positive, declaratory resolution, which assumes facts, and 
condemins the bank, without inquiry. The Senate would 
naturally feel inclined, at a proper time, to receive all the 
information that might be offered respecting the manage- 
ment of the. bank; but, when they were called upon to 
pass sucha resolution as this, prefaced by every argument, 
either legislative, fessional, or political, which the ta- 
lents and ingenuity of the gentleman could devise to sus- 
tain it, Mr. C. could not see the necessity of extending 
courtesy so far as to assent tô its introduction. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that he had always been of the 
opinion that resolutions proposing an inquiry which would 
obviously affect the value of the property of individuals, 
should be introduced with great caution; nevertheless, he 


West; and that it was the true interest of that section of} had never voted against a resolution of inquiry concerning 


the country to maintain the circulation of the paper cur- 
rency; therefore, any attempt to disparage it, or to pre- 
judice the country against it, would be fatal to the people 
of the West, who were extensive holders of these orders. 

Mr. FORSYTH thought this discussion premature—it 
being a matter of course to grant leave for introduction 
of bills and resolutions. The subject-matter was not now 
properly under consideration. He should not object to 
the form of the resolution, although it was in the power 
of the Senate to change its form, after its introduction, 
and refer it as was thought proper. Notwithstanding 
the opinions of the gentlemen against the measure, he 
thought an inquiry into the subject necessary. He had 
often voted for the introduction of measures to which he 
was indifferent. He was not blind to the defects of the 
bank, and to the necessity of correcting them: He thought 
that this means had been resorted to, to evade the limita- 
tions of the charter of the bank, but not for unworthy 
purposes; on the contrary, the object was, to enable them 
to do what they considered it their duty to perform. . Yet 
it was still an evasion, and a proper subject for investiga- 
tion. If the facts stated against the bank were true, it must 
affect the institution, and it would be necessary for Con- 
gress to do something to prevent injurious consequences 
to the people, in that event. The paper was reccived by 
the General Government in payment of duties and every 
other obligation, and there was no difficulty arising from 
the orders. If there was danger to be apprehended, a 
simple resolution of Congress, prohibiting the circulation, 
would instantly obviate the evil, and prevent its recur- 
rence. He was not in favor of referring the subject to 
the committee charged with the question of rechartering 
the bank, as it did not relate to the future, but to the pre- 
sent institution, and to the revenue. The select com- 
mittee, he thought, had nothing to do with the present 
question. The gentleman from Missouri wished to cor- 
rect what he believed to be wrong in the bank; and he 
(Mr. F.] had no objection. He, therefore, hoped that 
there would be no further objection to the leave for the 
introduction of the resolution, or obstruction thrown in 
the way of inquiry into the subject. f 

Mr. CHAMBERS was disposed to extend courtesy to 
an application for leave, whenever a resolution was offer- 
ed, proper for consideration; but not otherwise. The 
present distinctly declared that the issuing of these notes, 
which were now circulated all over the country, was an 
unauthorized assumption of power, and, consequently, an 
unlawful act on the part of the bank. Now, said Mr. C., 
what is the extent of this inquiry? Ts the Senate to be 


made the tribunal to investigate it? Is this the branch ofi bank orders. 


the Government in which the duty is vested, either to re_ 
commend or to prejudice the institution, by the determi, 
nation of this question? Surely not. The judicial depart 
ment is the proper ‘tribunal. If the proposition was to” 
institute an inquiry into the right exercised by the bank, 


a public question; for it lay in the breast of every Senator 
to decide whether the public interest demanded the in- 
quiry; He didnotagree with the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, relative to the form of the resolution. If the ques- 
tion had been only for a committee of this body to inquire 


‘into a supposed violation of the charter, he should have 


concurred; but, instead of that, it was proposed to intro- 
duce a joint resolution, to be acted upon equally by both 
Houses of Congress, declaratory that the charter was vio- 
lated, and that the circulation of the notes be suppressed. 
Many millions of those bills were now in the pockets of 
the people of this country; and what effect, after all, 
would this inquiry have upon the institution? Did it de- 
volve upon the Senate to decide whether the notes were 
void, or toact at this time upon so important a subject? 
Should they not, on the contrary, proceed with the utmost 
deliberation, and make due inquiry, before they resolved 
upon a measure deciding so great and imminent a question? 
He would put the inquiry to every Senator present, whe- 
ther, if there had been an unlawful exercise of power, 
and, consequently, the paper issued was void—whether they 
should, before the matter was decided, let a proposition 
of this nature go abroad to affect the property of the 
community. Does not the importance of the subject re- 
quire a deliberate investigation? It was something more 
than mere form that was objected to; it was the subject- 
matter of the resolution which was opposed. It proposed 
to declare that the bills in circulation were illegal, and 
ought to be suppressed. He could not consent to vote 
for such a proposition, which, also, called on the Senate 
to declare that a particular decision of one of the judges 
in a court of the United States should not have been 
made. He was not of that opinion, and he would not 
consent to grant the leave asked for. 

Mr. FORSYTH replied that he considered it a mere 
question of form, as the, Scnate did not adopt the reso- 
lution by permitting it to be introduced, but only declared 
that the subject was one that might be investigated. He 
should be more alarmed if his property was in jeopardy 
by a reference of an inquiry toa committee, than by the 
introduction of this resolution. It was but an act of or- 
dinary courtesy that was asked. If gentlemen thought 
it would disquiet the people, or damage their property, it 
might be laid on the table. ` 

iMr. WEBSTER said that it could not be done. } 

Mr. F. said that the question of granting leave might, 
if not the resolution itself. He could not think that the 
action of Congress on the resolution would, in the slight- 
est degree, affect the property of the holders of these 
The imputation of the invalidity of the 
practice of issuing the orders was already abroad, and 
no new fears would be excited by this resolution. He said 
there were two decisions on the question, in opposition to 
each other, and the object was to have settled the contra- 
diction, and correct the errors. He thought thatthe courts 
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of the United States was not the place to apply for aj Mr. CLAYTON suggested=the propriety of modifying 
remedy. j i .  |the resolution so that it should provide simply for an in- 
Mr. WEBSTER would not go into the merits of the pro-| quiry into the patter. 
position, because the gentleman from Pennsylvania had} Mr. KANE said there was one view of the question, 
done so, and, therefore, he did not deem it necessary. | which had yot been taken, and which had struck his mind 
That gentleman had expressed the opinion, in which he| forcibly; that was, whether it would not be injurious to the 
{Mr. W.] concurred, that, even if this resolution were toj country to proceed to free the stockholders from responsi- 
be passed, it would be entirely inoperative; because, if the| bility. He thought there was no possible form in which. 
inquiry was whether the bank had transcended its char-| this inquiry could be made by the Senate, except in the 
ter, that unlawful assumption of power was provided manner, proposed by the joint resolution; not as a le- 
against by a scire facias inthe Supreme Court. So much for] gislative body, but as stockholders of the bank. It was 


the merits of the question, which he had not intended to 
touch. It was said that the bills were void, and that the 
bank was consequently not bound to pay them. But he 
would ask, if such an opinion was known to be agitated in 
the Senate, whether it would not be likely to affect the cur- 
rency, disquiet the people, who were interested in the cir- 
culation, and create anxiety and alarm. In conclusion, he 
considered the whole of this discussion premature, which 
should have followed and not preceded the introduction 
of the resolution, or the report of the committeé. . _ 

Mr. WILKINS had made up his mind upon the subject 
of the right of the bank to issue these orders, but/it was 
not his intention to declare it now. But, even on the sup- 
position that his opinion was against the legality of the 
orders, he would be reluctant to vote for the introduction 
of the resolution. For what did it propose but to declare 
that the paper currency of the bank was illegal and void, 
and that, too, while it was yet in the hands of the people, 
and circulating over the whole Union; and absolutely to 
suppress it, while the people would be compelled to pay 
the damages resulting from the depreciation of the paper? 
He should, therefore, whatever might be his opinion of 

' the legality of the practice, out of mercy to the people, 
yote against this resolution, which contained a complete 
and decided assertion that the bank had actually forfeited 
its charter, and, therefore, the orders issued would be ab- 
solutely void. He would repeat, that if such was his 
opinion, out of mercy to the people, he would keep it to 
himself. He was reluctant to agitate the question now, as 
the time would soon arrive when it would come up re- 
gularly. He was reluctant, because he knew how easy it 
was to spread alarm abroad. The effect of knowing that 
Congress had taken up a measure of this kind, and were 
now considering a bill declaring the charter of the Bank of 
the United States to have been violated, would be to excite 
alarm and agitation over the whole country. He was, 
therefore, opposed to the resolution. 

Mr. BENTON said there were two ways to bring about 
the object in view; one was to submit it to the Senate; 
the other to apply to the President of the United States, 
who was authorized to cause an investigation into the af- 
fair, and, if it was found that the charter was broken and 
void, to report accordingly. He thought that if the prac- 
tice was not lawful, now was the time to find it out—the 
sooner the better. The same directors were now in the 
bank as when these orders were first issued. If the 
go out of office, and new ones take their place, 
might not be so easily accomplished. 

Mr. MILLER wished to know further concerning the 
subject. He had listened to what had been said, and his 
desire for further information was increased. 
the Committee on the Judiciary should make the inguiry. 

Mr. SMITH objected to this reference, on the ground 
of the incompetency of the committée to decide upon the 
legality of the practice, 

Mr. MARCY agreed in the opinion that it was con- 
tended on one side that the charter of the bank was for- 


the object 


the uniform custom to. grant leave of introduction; and 
he.should conform .to it in the present instance. His mind 
Was not made ùp as.to the merits of the question, and he 
should express no opinion upon it at present. 

Mr. BIBB said that, whatever his opinion might be upon 
the main question, he should not now speak upon it; but 
he believed the resolution would be as much opposed in its 
present shape, as one would be that proposed to liberate 
all the slaves in the State of Missouri, or that no white 
man should hold property in Georgia...’ 

Mr. KING was always willing to vote for.the introduc- 
tion of resolutions of inquiry generally; but he hoped 
the Senate would not consent to admit this resolution in 
its present form. If it was one of inquiry alone, he would 
give it his vote, and be in favor of its reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. He did not think it proper 
to record his vote in favor of a first and second reading of 
this resolution in its present shape, which would follow if 
it were introduced, and send that vote abroad to the 
country. He hoped the resolution would be modified be- 
fore it was admitted. . 

Mr. DALLAS suggested whether the Committee on the 
Judiciary was competent to make the inquiry. : 

Mr. FORSYTH was of the opinion that the frankness 
of the gentleman from Missouri, in giving an explanation of 
the reasons for the resolution, bad defeated instead of sup- 
porting the objectin view. If the gentleman, instead of en- 
tering, as he had, into the wide field of argument in sup- 
port of the resolution, had been silent, the leave would 
uridoubtedly have been granted. He thought it was hard- 
ly fair to take advantage of that gentleman’s frankness, by 
excluding the resolution, because they found the subject- 
matter improper to be investigated, as the gentleman 
was under no obligation to have’explained the character of 
the proposed measure, unless it was his pleasure,to do so. 
He hoped the Senate would take this view into considera- 
tion, and extend its courtesy to the gentleman, notwith- 
standing the course which had been pursued. 

The question was then taken on granting leave to intro- 
duce the resolution, and it was decided in the negative, 
by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White. —16. 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Buckner, 


Chambers, 


y should} Clayton, Ewing, Foot, Frelingbuysen, Hendricks, Dallas, 


Holmes, Johnston, King, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Tipton, Tom- 
linson, Webster, Wilkins.--25. 

So the leave was refused, and then the Senate adjourn- 


He thought | ed to Monday. 


MONDAY, JANUARY 23. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the folowing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direct- 


feited, and, on the other side, that it was not forfeited; and jed to inform the Senate (if any-data in his department 
as these opinions were entitled to equal respect. and con-| will enable him to do so, and, if not, that he endeavor to 
sideration, it would be first necessary to decide this point; | obtain the information from the directors of the Bank of 
after which, they might inquire into. the legality of the|the United States) upon the following points: 


practice of issuing these orders, ` He hoped the resolution| 1. The amount of paper currency in circulation in the 
‘would be received. 
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form’ of orders drawn by the presidents. of the braneh 
banks on the cashier -of thé. Bank of the: United: States; 
distinguishing the amount circulated froi each branch, 
and showing the amounts of the different denominations, 
or sizes, of the orders respectively. : 

2.. The amount of gold and silver coin and bullion an- 
nually remitted by. each branch bank to the parent bank 

«in Philadelphia, since such branch began toissue a curren- 
cy of branch bank-orders. 

3. The names of the branch banks, if any, at which the 
orders drawn by other branch banks on the cashier of the 
Bank. of the United States, and issued as currency, are 
not receivable in deposites as cash; and whether any dis- 
tinction, in receiving: or refusing such deposites, is made 
between the Federal Government and the citizens of the 
United States. ; ' 

4, Whether there is any instruction from the directors 
of the Bank of the. United States, commanding the 
drawers of these orders to cash them at the branch where 
drawn. Py i 

Mr. MOOREsubmitted the following resolutions: 

Resolved,. That the select committee to whom has been 
referred the memorial of the President, Directors, and 
Company of the Bank of the United States, be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of limiting the duration of 
the charter to be renewed or established, to a term not 
exceeding ten years; and also of restricting the power of 
the directors in such manner as not to permit the establish- 
ment of a branch, or the location of an office of discount 
and deposite, in any State, without the assent and appro- 
bation of the General Assembly of such State. 

Resolved, also, That the said committee inquire into the 
expediency of excluding foreign subscription, and of re- 
serving one-third of the capital to be subscribed for by 
citizens of the United States, who have not been stock- 
holders in the present bank; and j 

Resolved, further, That said committee inquire into the 
expediency of recognising, by express terms, the autho- 
rity of any State in which a branch, or office of discount 
and deposite, may be located, to impose a tax upon the 
stock, at the rate of tax imposed upon the State institu. 
tions of like character, or at the rate of tax imposed upon 
moneyed capital of private individuals. 


THE RULES. 


Mr. FOOT submitted the following motion: 

Resolved, That the 9th rule of the Senate be amended 
to read as follows: ‘No motion shall be debated until the 
same shall be seconded;” nor shall any debate be permit- 
ted until the President shall have announced to the Senate 
the subject under consideration; and the question of con- 
sideration shall be in order on the introduction of any 
subject” presented for the Senate, and shall be decided 
without debate. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the reso- 
solution offered by Mr. Cray, on the subject of the tariff, 
and the amendment offered thereto by Mr. Hayne. 

Mr. DICKERSON, of New Jersey, rose, in support of the 
resolution. He said, the scope of the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Kentucky did not embrace the 
great principles of the tariff question, but left for future 
discussion, if such discussion should be decmed advisable, 
the whole policy of the protective system. It was sup- 
posed. by the friends of this system, that reducing the 
duties to the amount of six or seven millions of dollars, al- 
though upon articles not produced or manufactured in 
this country, would, in fact, relieve the people to that 
exact amount in the payment of taxes. It was believed 
that this relief would be equally agreeable to the friends 
and the enemies of the tariff. Nor was it believed that! 


there was any party in the United States so much in love! 


with taxes, that they would obstinately retaiis duties to the 
amount of millions not wanted for the purpose of revenue, 
nor for any other purpose whatever. ‘The Senator from 
Kentucky, however, took a wide range in his obserya- 
tions, embracing the policy of distributing our surplus 
revenue among the States--of devoting it to internal im- 
provements—of appropriating the money to arise from the 
sale of our public domains—-of the utter impolicy of all 
the measures heretofore introduced for disposing of those 
domains. He favored us with a view of the claims of the 
West, who, it seems, have derived no advantage from all 
the expenditures upon fortifications, upon our army, and 
upon our navy. 

In most of the views taken by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, said Mr. D., I entirely agree with him. Tagree 
with him, that, in affording encouragement to manufac- 
tures, we need not go beyond an adequate protection, 
which I take to be precisely the same thing as a judicious 
tariff. I entirely agree with him that a most liberal poli- 
cy should govern us in all our relations with the Western 
States;,whose merits have not been overrated by their 
able advocate. But I cannot agree that the money ex- 
pended for the army and navy has not been expended as 
much for the West as for the South and East; nor can I 
agree that the millions expended, or rather wasted, upon 
fortifications, should be charged to the Atlantic States 
alone, 

With regard to the.surplus that may be found in our 
treasury after the extinction of the public debt, and there 
will be such a surplus for at least four or five years to 
come, I believe that I shall differ front that Senator only 
as to the mode of distribution—whether it shall be appro- 
priated to internal improvements and to the purposes of 
education, by a rule which shall ensure to every State its 
just proportion of the fund—or whether it shall be subject 
to the partial legislation of the two Houses of Congress, in 
which the interest of particular sections of the United 
States will be promoted at the expense of others. 

It is my wish to give my vicws upon the points on 
which I differ from that Senator, and hope to find an op. 
portunity for so doing before this discussion shall be final- 
ly disposed off, but not immediately, for we have some- 
thing else todo. We have to meet a furious storm from 
the South, attended with vivid lightning and loud thunder, 
and threatening desolation to the North, the East, and the 
West. 

The Senator from South Carolina, by the amendment 
which he, has offered, proposes a reduction of duties upon 
all articles, protected and unprotected, and therefore 
requiring a discussion of the policy of the whole protect- 
ing system. Upon this, with his usual ability, and with 
the most impressive eloquence, he has discussed this 
whole policy. Had he done less than this, he would not 
have satisfied the Southern States, whose interests he es- 
pouses; and it is probable that the agitated state of the 
public mind in every section of the Union, which has 
given rise to the great free trade convention in Phila- 
deIphia, and the great convention of the friends of na- 
tional industry in New York, demands from the two 
Houses of Congress a full and thorough investigation of 
the great principles of the free trade and the protective 

olicy. 
j This, said Mr. D., isa subject of vast magnitude and im- 
portance, which nothing but a sense of official duty could 
induce me to approach, with powers so inadequate to the 
task I must attempt to perform. My consolation, how- 
ever, is, that a successful resistance to the onset made 
upon us depends but in a very small degree upon my ex- 
ertions; and I have no fear of the final result, when 1 see 
around me the strong arms which the importance of 
the occasion will put in requisition. I shall endeavor to 
prove that the system of protecting the agricultural, com- 
mercial, and manufacturing industry of the country, by 
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duties, restrictions, and even prohibitions, when necessary, | brink of ruin. It will not be time misspent to examine the 
is perfectly within the power of Congress, under the arti-| plans- and schemes adopted in Great Britain, and which 
cle of the constitution that gives to them the power to re-| she is still pursuing, in part, to get possession of our com- 
gulate commerce. I shalf endeavor to prove the true|merce and navigation, and to. prevent the growth of our 
policy and absolute necessity of adopting this system as it} manufactures. Lord Sheffield, in his observations on the 
respects the vital interests of this country; and I shall en-| commerce of the American States, puts the policy of 
deavor to show thatit is neither unjust nor oppressive ‘in| Great Britain on these subjects in a clear point of view. 
its, bearing on the different sections of the Union, and] In page 255, he says: ‘“ Nothing should be done to 
upon the relations of State with State. court the attention of foreigners to participate in a trade 
The want of a power to protect the great interests of| of which our superior skillin manufacture, our capital as 
commerce, navigation, agriculture, and manufactures, all| merchants, our spirit of enterprise, and many other cir- 
of which rest upon the same basis, led to the call of the| cumstances applicable to our situation, has,. in“a manner, 
convention which formed our constitution. Without the|secured to usa monopoly. For, if we are consistent, and 
power to protect these great interests, no constitution| understand our own situation, as great a share of the 
would have been formed; and if that power were taken| American trade is still in the power of Great Britain, as is 
away, dissolution would inevitably ensue. consistent with her interest, and this, too, upon principles 
While we were colonies to Great Britain, she endeavor-! which will render it more secure than volumes of treaties, 
ed, by rigid restrictions, to confine our industry to such} namely, those incitements which arise from mutual ‘con- 
agricultural pursuits as would not interfere with her own;| venience and mutual interest; but, above all, upon the 
and, by restrictions still more rigid, did she endeavor to} score of interest alone, the merchandise of Great Britain 
prevent the establishment of manufactures in this country;| must ever be preferred in America. But the encouraging 
and even the great Chatham, the distinguished friend of] ofthe American Statesto build ships for us, is holding out 
this country, to whom we have long sung praises andja premium for the emigration of our shipwrights, toge- 
erected statues, declared that he would not willingly|ther with the various industrious classes connected with 
permit the manufacture of eyen a hobnail in these co-|ship-building, to the country where timber and iron 
lonies. abound, and where, consequently, ship-building may be 
By an act of Parliament in the year 1750, it was made} carried on to the greatest advantage.” 
a criminal offence to erect any mill or other engine for) Page 262. “The unsettled condition of the American 
slitting or rolling iron, or any plating forge to work with} States since the preliminaries of peace were ratified, and 
a trip hammer, or any furnace for making steel. The the turn of affairs there, which might have been well fore- 
punishment for this offence was a fine of two hundred] seen, by no means justify any gratuities on the part of this 
pounds sterling, and the abatement of any such work as aj country, [Great Britain,] which, in the present state of 
nuisance. The governors of the respective provinces] things, cannot afford any sacrifices. We have only tolet 
were bound to see this law carried into effect, under the| the confusion of the new States settle, as they may, with- 
penalty ofa fine of five hundred pounds sterling, the loss] out troubling ourselves about them. If a commercial 
of their office, and a disqualification to hold office. By an-| treaty were as much to be wished, as it certainly is not, 
other statute, hatters were restrained from taking more] during the present ferment, there is no power with whom 
than two apprentices each, and not for any period less] it could be made, with any certainty of being carried into 
than seven years, and from employing negroes in. their) effect. But it is plainly impossible to make a commercial 
business, and the colonists were prohibited from transport- treaty with the Afmerican States, without giving them 
ing hats or home manufactured woollens from one pro-|some valuable privilege, for which they have precluded 
vince to another. ; themselves from making any adequatereturn. The treaty 
But these restrictions, degrading as they were to the] of peace, and subsequent acts, opened the ports of Great 
colonies, were the less felt, as the mother country encou-| Britain and Ireland to them, in the same manner as their 
raged our agriculture where she could promote her own ports were opened to us, when they repealed their re- 
interest by so doing; and although she would not permit us! straining laws. A brisk trade has already begun, and it 
to make anail rod, and, of course, not a nail, unless we sent} js unnecessary to prove on which side the advantage is— 
the iron to England to be slit into iron rods, yet she took our} between the traders who ask for credit, or the traders 
bar iron to a large amount duty free, as she did not then] who give it. Every account from America says that Bri- - 
make bar iron but to a very limited amount; for instance, | tish manufactures are selling at a considerable profit 
in the year 1772, Great Britain and her dependencies took] while other European goods cannot obtain the first cost. 
of us bar iron to the amount of $300,000; of the agricul-| Every day’s experience shows that this country, from the 
ture of the middle colonies, she took more than four mil-| nature and quality of its manufactures, and from the as- 
lions of dollars; of the agriculture of the Southern colo- cendaney it has acquired in commerce, will command 
nies, a much greater amount; of rice and tobacco alone she | three-fourths of the American trade.” ; 
oor to the amount of about five millions of dollars; and ofi Page 266. *‘It is said that the mode of doing business, 
the produce of the colonies now forming our Eastern|likely to prevail, particularly in the Southern. provinces, 
States, to the amount of three millions of dollars; inde-| will be what is denominated a wholesale trade, to be car- 
pendently of the produce of. our forests, which formed a| ried on by European or rather British merchants, who 
very large amount of exports to that country and its de-| will form connexions at home, and carry out cargoes of 
pendencies. ‘hese formed some compensation for thel assorted goods, to be sold by the package unopened, to 
Se on our manufactures, which, however, wer | those who retail; and who will receive m "return, within 
cope ered as badges of dependence and slavery, to which the year, from the American merchants, the. produce they 
the colonies reluctantly submitted, and which had no smallimay collect, which will be shipped off by the British 
influence in rousing the spirit of resistance which begani wholesale merchants. ‘his is the species of trade that 
with rebellion, and ended with revolution. | British subjects should wish to pursue; without being con- 
Immediately after the establishment of our indepen-| cerned in retailing goods, they should endeavor to mo- 
dence, Great Britain endeavored to obtain from us all the} nopolize the supplies in wholesale to country merchants 
advantages which she had derived from us, while colonies, | This will enable them to deal to a great extent, with half 
bie Nera! to. us the advantages we had enjoyed the hazard formerly experienced; and it will, besides, 
gence of the mother country; and in this! give them the sole command of the shipping business. “It 
they succeeded while we were held together—-not united|is not probable that the British merchants will choose, in 
—by the old confederation, till our country was on thej the new state of affairs, to fix their stores, as formerly, in 
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Virginia and Maryland. They may rather adopt the ex- 
pedient already mentioned, of sending out agents or part- 
ners, with wholesale cargoes, to-be sold to merchants who 
may not have credit here; and they may be very safe while 
their creditors are on the spot, ready to compel punctu- 
‘ality, and to receive and ship their produce. This line of 
commerce, although the profits at first may be smaller, 
will ultimately be more advantageous to the British mer- 
chant. Large sums of money will not, as formerly, be 
sunk in debts. The returngwill be more certain, and 
Jess liable to those disappointments which prevailed when 
every American planter was a British creditor.” 

A great improvement upon this ingenious plan of Lord 
Sheffield, to engross the commercial business of this coun- 
‘try, is thg auction system as now carried on in the city 
of New York, where seven-eighths ofthe business is in 
the hands of the agents of British merchants and manu- 
facturers. 5 

` In page 276, Lord Sheffield says: ‘‘Itis certain that 
the confusion of the American States can now only hurt 
themselves. They must pay Europe in the best manner 
they can for clothing and many articles, for which they 
are not likely to have the credit they had while in more 
settled circumstances. If one or more States should pro- 
hibit the manufactures of any particular country, they 
will find their way to them through other States, and by 
various means. ‘The difficulty will only raise the price on 
the consumers in the States where the articles are prohi- 
bited. The British manufactures found their way to 
every part of the country, during a most rancorous war; 
and the most strenuous American manufacturers acknow- 
ledge that no imposts or excise laws will, for a long time, 
be regarded in America. In the mean time, and at all 
times, Britain will have nothing to apprehend.. The 
United States will hardly enter into real hostilities with 
Britain. Britain need not quarrel with them at all; but, 
should either happen, some stout frigates, cruising be- 
tween Halifax and Bermuda, and between the latter and 
the Bahamas, would completely command the commerce 
of this mighty continent.” 

The views of Lord Sheffield were realized. Great Bri- 
tain could not cause our manufacturing establishments to 
be abated as nuisances, but she completely controlled our 
manufactures by regulating our commerce; and, by the 
same process, destroyed our navigating and shipping in- 
terests. Each State adopted its own system for raising 
revenue, and protecting its industry; and this brought 
them into immediate collision and conflict with each other. 
New York and Pennsylvania laid duties upon foreign im- 
ports; the duties were paid in the cities of New York and 
Philadelphia, and went into the treasuries of those two 
States. New Jersey derived her supply of those imports 
through those two cities, and, of course, paid taxes to the 
amount of the duties upon such imports-=not into a com- 
mon treasury for the benefit of the United States, but into 
the treasuries of New York and Pennsylvania, for their 
exclusive benefit. .This was a burden which nothing but 
force could oblige any State to bear. New Jersey, sooner 
than submit to this tyranny and oppression of her sister 
States, abandoned every idea of protecting her industry, 
and made Perth Amboy a free port. This measure was 
calculated completely to defeat the objects of New York 


foreseen. The remedy for these evils was the convention 
that formed the constitution of the United States: this 
Lord Sheffield had not foreseen. ; 

By the constitution of the United States, Congress shall 
have power to. regulate commerce with: foreign nations, 
among the States, and with the Indian tribes. Under this 
general power, Congress may permit foreign nations to 
participate in our carrying trade, or they may prohibit 
them. 

They may permit the importation of goods duty free, 
or under low duties, or under high duties; or even may 
prohibit their importation, when the public good or ajust 
retaliation may require it. Whether foreign nations shall 
be our carriers, must depend upon the regulation of com- 
merce. Whether our manufactures shall be protected or 
destroyed, must depend upon the regulation of commerce. 
And whether we shall depend upon our rivals in peace, 
and sometimes enemics in war, for articles of defence, 
as hemp and iron for our shipping, ordnance, muskets, 
shot and shells, must depend upon the regulations of 
commerce. The chief means by which Congress can re- 
gulate commerce is, by the imposition of dutics on im- 
ports and tonnage; but these are not the only means. It 
is contended that the power to collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, can be exercised alone for the purpose 
of revenue; and, therefore, that it cannot be applied to 
the purpose of protecting manufactures. The second act 
of Congress, passed the 4th day of July, 1789, expressly 
acknowledges the principle of duties levied for the pur- 
pose of encouraging and protecting manufactures. This 
may be considered as a construction of the constitution 
contemporaneous with its formation; and the more ‘confi- 
dence may be placed in this construction, as a number of 
those who were engaged in forming the constitution, 
were also engaged in passing the law. General Wash- 
ington, who signed the bill, and General Hamilton, his 
constitutional adviser, were members of the federal con- 
vention; as also were Elbridge Gerry, Nicholas Gilman, 
Roger Sherman, John Langdon, Caleb Strong, William 
S. Johnson, Oliver Ellsworth, William Patterson, Thomas 
Fitzsimmons, Robert Morris, Richard Bassett, Gco. Reed, 
James Madison, Abraham Baldwin, and William Few, who 
voted on the bill, and must have understood the work of 
their own hands better then than we do now. Sixteen 
days after this, the same Congress passed another act for 
the purpose of encouraging and protecting our tonnage 
and navigation by means of duties. 

By this act, a duty of six cents per ton is laid upon ves- 
sels entered in the United States, wholly American; on 
vessels built in the United States, owned wholly, or in 
part, by foreigners, a duty of thirty cents per ton; and on 
all others, at the rate of fifty cents per ton. By the same 
act, no home-built vessel, bélonging to citizens of the 
United States, engaged in the coasting trade or fisherics, 
to pay more than one entry (six cents) a year; while fo- 
reign yessels, so engaged, were to pay fifty cents at each 
entry.” By this arrangement, vessels built in the United 
States, but owned in part by foreigners, were to pay five 
times as much as the same vessel owned by citizens of the 
United States, and all others paid more than eight times 
as much; and the foreign vessel engaged in the coasting 
trade or fisheries, suppose her to make twelve entries a 


and Pennsylvania, and as completely to answer those of| year, paid one hundred times ag much as the domestic 


Great Britain. Similar conflicts took place between other 
States, which were attended with similar results. And it 
became evident that the power to regulate commerce 
must be vested in one General Government, or that a 
total dissolution of the Union must take place. Agricul- 
ture was neglected for want of a market—commerce lan- 
guished—even our coasting trade was in the hands of 
foreigners—and the manufacturing establishments, which 
had grown up during the war, were every where aban- 
doned in despair. All this Lord Sheffield had clearly 


vessel so employed. These duties, as it respected foreign 
vessels, amounted to absolute prohibitions; and yet the 
constitution gives no power to protect navigation by du- 
ties, that does not equally apply to manufactures. This 
law, so far as it respected foreign vessels, was not for the 
purpose of revenue, but of prohibition. And, as the law 
went into operation in twenty-one’ days after its enact- 
ment, it must have been severely felt by the agricultural 
interest of the country, for the discrimination prevented 
all competition between the foreign and domestic vessels. 
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Andnocompetition that should reduce the price of freights 
could take place amongst the domestic vessels, till time 
should be afforded for building them. In time, however, 
the domestic coinpetition brought freights down toa point 
below what they had beén before the passing of the law; 
so that, on the whole, the agricultural and. manufacturing 
interests were benefited; and an, object of immense im- 


interests, secured. re 
Whatever temporary inconvenience might have been: 
felt from the high duties upon foreign tonnage, the wis- 
dom of the measure cannot now be doubted. In 1789, 
the vessels belonging to inhabitants of the British domi- 
nions, then employed in Philadelphia in foreign trade, were 
full four-fifths ef all the tonnage so employed, and amount- 
ed to: within one-fifth of all the tonnage belonging to all 
the citizens of the United States. And our shipping was 
not sufficient for the transportation of the domestic pro- 
duce of the States—one-third of it belonging to foreign- 
ers. Our total amount of tonnage in 1789,was two hun- 
dred and one thousand five hundred and sixty-two tons. 
Jn the course of one year after, it amounted to four hun- 
dred and seventy-eight thousand three hundred and 
seventy-seven tons.” In ten years after, in the year 1800, 
it amounted to nine hundred and seventy-two thousand 
four hundred and ninety-two; and in the year 1810 it 
amounted to one million four hundred and twenty-four 
thousand seven hundred and eighty-three tons; so that, in 
1810, we had more than seven times as much tonnage as 
we had in 1789. The power, therefore, to protect and 
encourage the navigating and shipping interest, by means 


of duties imposed, not for the purpose of revenue, but ofjin 


prohibition, was most effectually applied; it was effectu-| 
ally applied, also, to some articles of agriculture; but, with 


regard to manufactures, it was applied with a timid hand, employment for all the citizens 


yet under precisely the same power as was extended to 
the protection of those other important branches of in 
“dustry... | 

Mr. Madison, in his letters to Mr. Ca 


the tariff laws, as well as the disastrous consequences of 
abandoning the protective system, under the fatal delusion 
that the true policy of the country is that commerce 
must regulate itself He says that ‘fa nation leaving its 
foreign trade in all cases to regulate itself, might soon find 
it regulated, by other nations, into a subserviency to a 
foreign interest.” The fact is, that Great Britain did re- 
gulate our commerce from the time of our revolution till 
the adoption of our constitution, and will do so again, if 


the friends of free trade. succeed in destroying the pro-|in agriculture can produce 


tective policy.of the country. 

I will also notice a letter lately written by Mr. Ver- 
PLANCK, a representative from New York, to Colonel 
Drarrox, in which he has most elaborately and most suc- 
cessfully proved the constitutionality of the tariff laws. 

if our manufactures cannot be protected by Congress 
as our navigating and shipping interests were, then indeed 
they cannot: be protected at all—and the grain-growing 
States will be as completely controlled by Great Britain as 
they were when colonies. 


Tt has been said, by high authority, a committee of the|joy the benefits of her own co 


‘Legislature of South Carolina, that ‘the manufacturing 
States can protect themselves, within their own limits, | 
against fereign competition, to any extent they may judge 
expedient, as the constitution. authorizes them to lay an 
impost duty with the consent of Congress, which doubt- 
less would be given.” . ‘This power is given under the 
10th section of the Ist article of the constitution, which 
also provides ‘that the nett produce of all duties and im- 


posts laid by any State onimports, shall be for the use ofj doms, and empires. 
And this condition | last thirty years in continental wars, 


the treasury of the United. States,” 
puts a complete extinguisher upon this ingenious plan of 
protecting manufactures. ‘ee : 

Vow. VL 


tive system stands 
by the desolation it 
portance, the protection. of our navigating and shipping {perience of all the world, 

opinion. of all ‘wise i 
question to be decided by: these tests. 
given a moving pictui 
even upon the manufacturing distr 
these districts take a very 
and may be trusted to ju 
the leading British politici 


bell, of October, [nation can become great or ric 
1828, has proved beyond a doubt the constitutionality of None by commerce, navigation, 


If it be true that itis in the power of Congress to pro- 
tect the agricultural, the commercial, the navigating and 
manufacturing interests of our country, it is not fess.true 
that it is our true policy so t 


o protect them. _ , 
“The Senator ftom South Carolina says that the protec- 
self-condemned—in our own country 
has carried with it--abroad by the èx- 
and by nearly the universal 
“1 would willingly leave the 
The Senator has 
distress which it has brought 

icts; but the people of 
ifferent view..of this. subject, 
dge for themselves. ‘It is true 
ans have expressed their opi- 
otective systems, and volumes 
e to those opinions; but 
factured exclusively. for 
not one of 


men. 


ré of the 


s 


nions strongly against all pr 
have been written to give forc 
those opinions have been manu : 
exportation, and not for home consumption; 


them is adopted by the British Government; they adhere 
most rigidly in their prot 
nothing, where they incur 
competition. 


ective system, and relax in 
the slightest risk of foreign 
Some of the continental Powers were in- 
duced to abandon théir protective policy by the delusive 
prospects of free trade, which never did and never will 
exist; but dear experience has made them wise, and they 
have entirely changed their policy. And if, as the Sêna- 
tor says, this system has been condemned by nearly. the 
universal opinion of all wise men, while Great Britain and 
nearly all Europe are vigorously pursuing it, I have only 
to say that there must be buta small minority of wise men 
this world. ; 5 Me ee 
It is now well understood that the great secret of na- 
tional wealth in any country consists in finding profitable 
or subjects of such coun- 
and this cannot be done 


try, whe are willing to- labor; r r 
without directing that labor to. the- great -objects of agri- 
culture; commerce, navigation, and manufactures. No 
h by agriculture alone. 
or manufactures alone. 
A small part of the population of a thickly settled coun- 
try can till all the lands .of that country. The residue 
must be idle if no other employment is afforded them; if 
they engage in commerce and navigation, these- can em- 
ploy but a very few, in comparison with the whole; and, 
unless they engage in manufactures, at least for them- 
selves, a considerable portion of the people must remain 
idle for’ want of employment. ; 
Where the population is not dense, 4 small part engaged 
all that the residue want; and 
if they have no foreign market for their produce, as 1s the 
case with the grain-growing States in this Union, a large 
portion of the people would be idle. In fact, the wealth 
and prosperity of this country depends upon the vigorous 
pursuit of all those branches of industry. - 
The time was when one country would engross the 
commerce of many others, and in that wa! accumulate 
immense wealth at the expense of their neighbors; of this, 
Holland and Venice are remarkable examples. But the 
world-has grown wiser. Each nation now wishes to en- 
mmerce, and national mo- 
nopolies are at an end. Great Britain has in latter tithes 
made gigantic efforts to engross the trade and navigation 
of other nations; and still greater exertions to become the 
manufacturers of the whole world. Her success. in this 
latter object is without a parallel in the history of man- 
kind. It has enabled her to carry-on wars that from their 
expense alone would have made bankrupt the half of 
Europe—and it has enabled her to subsidize States, king- 
‘If the money wasted by her.in the 
had been expended 
upon objects of internal improvement, and in bettering 
the condition of that country, it would now exhibit a pic- 
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ture of wealth and prosperity, such as the world never [have carried conviction to their minds.that the tariff laws 


saw, and probably never will: Great. Britain cannot main- 
tain her monopoly ‘of manufactures: “The nations of Eu- 


rope, by sad experience, find, that to consume: British 


manufactures, is to make themselves. poor-—and they are 
no longer tributary to the monopolizing policy of that ña- 
tion; yet Great Britain will long-continue to enjoy im- 
mense advantages -from manufacturing for the States of 
South America “and other countries not yet prepared to 
manufacture for themselves... When we ‘have before us 
the example of this country, wè must ’be’ blind to our 
own interest if we.do not pursue her policy, at least so 
fär as to manufacture for our own consumption. . 
In the discussion of this general proposition, it was my 
intention to confine myself to “general principles without 
déscending into details; but the Senator from South Caro- 


livia: has cited a statement made by Mr: Sarchet Upon: the’ 


subject of iron, calculated to create a prejudice against 
the manufacturers of that article, which I cannot pass 
without.notice. As the honorable Senator made no argu- 
ment upon this subject, I will make none, but satisfy my- 
self with citing'a very ‘sufficient answer to Mr: Sarchet, 
from a report of the committee of a convention at New 
York of the friends of domestic industry. It is the state- 
ment of Green and Wetmore, exténsive importers as well 
as manufacturers ofron, in whose correctness the most 
implicit confidence may be placed. 

Here Mr. D: read the statement of Green and Wet- 


more, showing that they had imported hammers and 


sledges regularly for many years; that the poorest article 
ever heard of being sent to our market, cost seven and a 
half cents per pound; that those imported by themselves 
were of. a quality fit for use, and cost eight and a quarter 
cents per pound, which is $9 23 per cwt., while they sell 
the English bar iron at retail at $3 75, leaving a differ- 
ence of $5 50 per cwt. in favor of the manufacturer of 
those articles in this country. As to wheel tire, they state 
that they have never known of its interfering with the 
sale of iron for that purpose; that they knew of two 
lots of it imported, into New York, but the importers 
found a difficulty in selling it, and had. said they would 
have no more. -As to. fryingpans, they state. that they are 
not made of sheet iron alone, but pattly of sheet iron, 
and partly of bar iron. They state that they import the 
sheet iron part of fryingpans, viz. the bowls, separate 
from the handles, and they cost, by an invoice dated 
January, 1831, ten cents per pound to import, while the 
sheet iron, in sheets, cost only six cents per pound, leav-. 
ing a difference of four cents per pound in favor of the 
sheet iron ina manufactured state. Fryingpans cost‘at 
> the same time six cents per pound. 

In answer to Mr. Sarchet’s statement, that tea trays, 
with one coat of japan, can be imported at $83 72, while 


the iron required for that purpose is selling at from $160 


to $170, they say, ‘€ We have imported tea trays.for many. 
years, and-are totally unable to devise how this can be 
done... The largest tea tray ever imported, or, if import- 
ed, would be used, is thirty by twenty-two inches; and 
the poorest article we ever saw, cost fifty-two cents each 
tray to import, and weighed four pounds, which is thir- 
teen cents per pound, or $290 per ton, instead of $83 72. 
As to. knitting needles, they think that the amount of 
this article’ sold annually may amount to $200. Other 
statements of “Mr. 
groundless. ee 
As to the’ bearing of the protective system upon the 
different sections of this country, there never has been a 
. subject of public investigation so totally misunderstood— 
none upon which there has been so much misrepresenta- 
tion and error—none respecting which there ‘has been so 
much delusion.- : j í 
The feelings of the people of the 


South have been-ex- 


Sarchet are shown to be- equally | 


were a violation of the constitution; that they enhanced, 
to an. enormous degree, the prices they were obliged to 
pay for manufactures for their consumption; that, as ex- 
porters of two-thirds of all the produce sent’ to foreign 
markets, they paid. two-thirds of all the duties arising 
from imports, of which they consume but one-third; and 
that they were cut off from a market for their cotton to 
the amount of $12,000,000 a year, to which they were 
justly entitled, by what is called the accursed tariff. 

As to the violation of the constitution by “these laws, 
that delusion has nearly passed away; and upon that F 
have nothing further to say. As to the enormous prices, 
the delusion is more firmly fixed. The people of the 
South think it impossible to impose duties without in-- 
creasing prices; but so far is this from being true, that.a 
great variety of manufactures on which’ such duties have 
been laid, have absolutely fallen in price—indced, this js- 
the case with all articles that havé been adequately pro- 
tected: woollens, cottons, glass, iron, and sugar, are 
cheaper in our market than they were ten years ago,. and 
of a better quality. But, say the enemies of the protect- 
ing system, these articles. have also fallen in price in the 
countries from which we import them; and from this they 
infer that the reduction of price isin no degree owing to 
the competition between the foreign and domestic pro- 
ducer. But they ought to reflect that the very competi- 
tion which has reduced the price here, has also reduced 
it at foreign places. : If we received from the West In- 
dies all the sugar we consumed, they could and would 
sell it to.us at increased prices. What we make supplies 
the market they possessed, and leaves them with a sur- 
plus which gluts their own market, and compels them to 
reduce their prices, or suffer their sugars to perish on 
their hands. If the United States were to give up the 
making of iron, it would raise the price of that article in 
all Europe, more particularly in Russia, Sweden, and. 
England, from which we now make large importations. 
On the contrary, if we should, after the example of Rus- 
sia, Sweden, and other countries, prohibit the importa-. 
tion of iron, it would reduce the price of this article in 
Russia, Sweden, and England, much below the present 
rates. The consumption of thirteen millions of people, 
particularly in manufacture’, must sensibly affect the 
markets of all nations with whom we have an extensive 
trade, raising the pricesas our demands for their manu- 
facture increase, lowering them as we manufacture for 
ourselves. i ie 

But the enemies of the tariff utterly deny that it 15 
possible that, by adding duties which produce competition, 
you can reduce prices. With them, upon this, subject, 
secing is not believing; and the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will not waste his breath in proving the absurdity, of 
the position: Yet they have before their eyes the daily 
proofs that. competition in all similar cases does reduce 
prices--as in. stedmboats,. stages, stores, taverns, and in 
every species of manufacture in our country:. Still they 
will not comprehend that a competition between the 
manufacturers of this and other countries should have a 
similar effect, notwithstanding these competitions are fre- 
quently carried on with a determined perseverance that 
ruins our domestic manufacturers, and would equally ruin 
those of Europe but for their large capitals. ae 

It is to this competition, which could not be sustained 
but for the protective system, that we are indebted for the 
low price of our manufactures, and for which tbe people 
of the South pay no more than those of the North. As 
soon as our establishments begin to supply our own market 
With any particular kind of manufacture, the foreign 
manufacture of the like kind is uniformly offered at re- 
duced prices, the reduction often amounting to twenty-five 
per cent., which is a distinct acknowledgment that the 


asperated to the highest pitch, by representations which [foreign manufacturer was before receiving a price twenty- 
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five per cent. above the fair value of the article. The 
British manufacturers are now receiving from us, on manu- 
factures of various kinds, particularly of hardware and 
earthenware, to a very large amount, at prices one-quarter 
above. their minimum value; or at prices one-quarter 
above what they would take, sooner than abandon our 
market. And this they will continue to do, until competi- 
tion shall reduce their prices. ~ i 

If coarse woollens, known by the name of negro cloths, 
bring a price which is considered oppressive by the cotton 
planters, let them know that the responsibility résts upon 
their own friends, their own representatives here, and 
not upon the friends of the tariff. The duty upon. un- 


wrought wool is four cents per pound, and fifty per. cent. | 


ad valorem. This is-an. exclusion of the coarse wools, 
valued at ten cents a pound, and which are not produced 
in this country. In. the House of Representatives, ~Mr. 
Mariany moved an amendment to put the duties upon un- 
wrought woel at forty per cent. ad valorem, and pro- 
gressively to fifty per cent. To this an amendment was 
moved to add a ‘specific duty of four cents per pound, 
which would be an additional duty of forty per cent. upon 
wool costing ten cents the pound, and four percent. upon 
wool costing one dollar the pound. . It seems incredible 
that a measure so unjust, and evidently injurious to the 


South, could have been adopted by fhe two Houses of 


Congress—-but more incredible that it should have been 
adopted by the representatives of those who were to feel 
the whole weight of the injury. This oppressive amend- 
ment was carried--yeas 100, nays 98; the whole South 
voting for it, the Eastern members against it. When this 
bill camé into the Senate, a motion was made to increase 
the ad valorem duty upon this article from fifty to seventy 
per cent. It was determined in the negative—sixteen 
to thirtyeone—the Senators from the South voting in the 
affirmative. l 

The gentlemen of the South were found voting for the 
protecting system, constittitional objections notwithstand- 
ing, to its very verge—voting to protect an article not 
produced in this country, and that at the expense of them- 
selves and their constituents. But even for this regulation, 
oppressive as it was calculated to be to the South, the re- 
sources of our country will find a remedy; and already a 
better material than the coarse foreign wool, formerly 
imported, is substituted for making these cloths; and 
although higher in price, of a better quality, so as in fact 
to be cheaper to the consumer. 

The extraordinary opinion, that as two-thirds of our 
entire domestic exports.were from the Southern States, 
they in fact pay two-thirds of all the duties upon articles 
imported in exchange for such exports, although they 


consumed but one-third of them, was, “I believe, first 


publicly advocated in the exposition of the protest of the 
Legislature of South Carolina against the tariff of 1828. 
This protest has been cited by the Senator from South 
Carolina, and is printed among our documents. ` The ex- 
position was written by a committee of that Legislature, 
and ought to- be considered as a part of that document, 


and was printed as such at the seat of Government of 
South Carolina, and I believe spread over every scction of 


the Southern States. The exposition is written with. great 
talent, and was calculated tohave the most decided effect, 
particularly in the cotton-growing States. ` ; 
{hold in my hand a. printed copy of this protest and 
exposition; and, asit is more definite, and, I think, more 
decided, as to the subjects embraced in it, than was the 
Senator from South Carolina, I shall attempt something 
like a reply tosome parts. of it, and particularly that part 
of it which seems calculated to explode, as.a vulgar pre- 
judice, the old idea that the tonsamer pays the duties. 
icite from page seven of this pamphlet: “ So partial are 
the effects of the [tariff] svstem,.-thatits burdens are èx- 
clusively “on one side, and its benefits on the other. It 


imposes on the agricultural interest of the South, includ- 
ing the Southwest, and that portion of our commerce and 
navigation engaged in foreign trade, the burden not only 
of sustaining the system itself, but that also of sustaining 
Government.. The tax paid by the duty on. imports, by 
which, with thé exception of the receipts from the sale of 
public Jands, the Government is wholly supported, and 
which, in its gross amount, is annually equal to about 
$23,000;000, is, then, in truth, no tax on them: whatever 
portion of it they advance, as consumers of the arti¢les on 
which it is imposed, returns to them from the labor of 
others, with usurious intefest, through an artfully. con- 
trived system. That ‘such are the facts, the committee 
will proceed to demonstrate, by other arguments than the 
confession ofthe party by its acts, conclusive as that ought 
to be considered. fo ee ee 
“If the duty were imposed upon exports, instead of 
imports, no one would doubt its partial operation. Tt 
would clearly fall on those engaged in rearing products 
for foreign markets; and as rice, tobacco, and cotton 
constitute the great mass of our exports, such a duty 
would, of necessity, mainly fall on the Southern States, 
where they are exclusively cultivated; and to, prove that 
the burden of the tariff also’ falls on them almost. exclu- 
sively, it. is: only necessary to. show that, as far as their 
interest is concerned, there is little or no difference be- 
tween an export and an import duty. We export to im- 
ort. The object is an exchange of the ‘fruits of our 
abor for those of other countries. We have, from soil 
and climate, a facility in rearing certain great agricultural 
staples, while other and older countries, with a dense 
population, and capital greatly accimulated; have equal 
facility in manufacturing various articles suited to our use; 
and thus a foundation is laid for an exchange of the pro- 
ducts of labor, mutually-advantageous. A duty, whether 
it be laid on imports or exports, must fall upon this ex- 
change, and, on whichever laid in our country, mtust, in 
reality, be paid by the American producer of the articles 
exchanged.” Such must be the operation of all taxes on 
sales or exchanges. The owner, in reality, pays it, 
whether laid on the vender or purchaser. _ It matters not, 
in the sale of a tract of land, or any other article, if a tax 
be imposed on the sale, whether it be paid by him who 
sells, or him who buys; the amount must, in both cases, be 
deducted from the price. Nor can it alter, in this par- 
ticular, the operation of such a tax, if imposed on the 
exchanges of communities, instead of individuals, Such 
exchanges are but the aggregate of sales of the individuals 
of the respective ‘countries, and must, if taxed; be go- 
verned by the same-rules. - Nor is it material whether the 
exchange ‘be barter or sale, direct or circuitous; in every 
case, it must fall on the producer. To the growers of 
rice, cotton, and tobacco, it is the same whether: Govert- 
ment takes one-third of what they raise, for the liberty of 
sending the other two-thirds abroad, or one-third of the 
salt, sugar, iron, coffee, cloth, and other articles they may 
need in exchange, for the liberty of bringing them home; 
in both cases he gets a third less than he ought; a third 
of his labor is taken, yet the one is an import and the other 
an export duty. ` ra ; 
«< The exports of domestic produce, in round numbers, 
may be estimated as averaging $53,000,000 annually,: ‘of 
which the States growing cotton, rice, and tobacco; pro- 
duce about $35,000,000, The average value of the ex- 
ports of cotton, tobacco, and rice, for the last four years, 
exceeded $35,500,000; to which, if we add flour, lumber, 
corn, and various other articles expotted from the same 
States, but which cannot be distinguished on the custom- 
house books: from exports of the same description from 
the other States, the amount must be equal to that stated. 
Taking it at that sum, the exports of the Southern or 
staple States, and of the other States, will then stand as 
{837,000,000 to-$16,000,000, considerably exceeding the- 
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States consume two-thirds of the imports. 
ants of those States well know this, and they do verily 
believe, notwithstanding the exposition and protest, that 
they pay the duties on so much of the imports as they 
consume; and that it.makes no difference in this respect, 
whether the imported articles are paid for in fish, potash, 
flour, ricé, cotton, or tobacco; and you cannot convince 
them thatthe catcher of the fish, the maker of the potash, 
the manufacturer of the flour, or the grower of the rice, 
cotton, ‘or tobacco, pays any part of it for them. And are 
they not-right?, Do the gentlemen of Boston, New York, 
-or Philadelphia, drink their Madeira or Champagne, at 
the expense of ‘the Southern planter? Do those of Balti- 
moreand, Washington enjoy a like:advantage? or is Mason 
and Dixon’s ‘line the southern limit of those so highly 
favored by the protecting system? It is unfortunate that 
while the people of the South are made unhappy, by 
supposing that they pay the duties on the imported articles 
consumed by those of the ‘North, the latter are not made 
happy by believing it. : 

Suppose: the merchant of New York purchases. the 
crop. of the cotton planter, sends it to Liverpool, and ob- 
tains British manufactures in exchange, on which he pays 

‘the duties;- he charges those duties as a part of the price 
of the goods to the consumer. If the grower of the cot- 
ton. sends his erop to Liverpool, and receives manufac- 
tures in return for sale in this country, he equally imposes 
upon. the gonsumer here the payment of the impost 
duties. But if he should labor under the delusion. that he 
must bear the, burden of paying the duties, except as to 
his own consumption, let him receive money in exchange 
for his cotton, and this pays no duty. NS 

The committee of the Legislature of South Carolina. as- 
sume as. a datum not to be doubted, that, if the duties 
were laid upon the exports, the tax would fall upon the 
exporter. {But is thisso? Ifall the duties were laid upon 
„exports, instead of imports, would the consumer of the 
imported articles, obtained in exchange for such exports, 
escape the export duty? The whole exports must pay for 
_the whole-imports. The value of the exports would con- 
sist. of all the itéms of expense necessary for their pro- 
duction and: transportation to a market. 
the cotton planter would charge for planting and raising 
his cotton—for preparing it for market—for transporting 
itto a seaport—for the liberty of exporting it, being the 
export duty, and for shipping itto Europe. These are 


For instance,- 


all items of éxpense which constitute the aggregate value - 


of the cotton in a foreign market, for which an equal va- 
lue is received in goods, ‘to be sold in this country. . Itis 
evident that those who purchase and‘consume such goods 
pay the whole value of the cotton, including the export 
duty. But if it were otherwise, it would not follow that, 
because we export to import, the duties upon imports 
were not to be paid by the consumer. If it were true, as 
itis not, that the Southern ‘States, exporting two-thirds 
of all the produce of the country; and consuming but one- 
third of the imports received in exchange, pay two-thirds 


| of the duties upon such imports, and, of course, submit 


to an enormous weight of taxes béyond their just propor- 
tion, that condition.is not imposéd upon them by the pro- 
tective system. Suppose the present duties were laid 
for revenue alone, without any view to manufactures, and 
that they did not in the slightest degree protect manufac- 
tures, would not the exporting States pay precisely what 
they now do? Or that. the whole amount of duties was laid 
upon tea, coffee, and other articles not produced in this 
country, or that we had no manufactures in the United 
States, would not the States exporting two-thirds of the 
whole produce of the country pay two-thirds of the. du- 
ties, as much as they now do? > i 
Modify this tariff as you please, the exporting States 
would continue to pay twice their proper share of the 
taxes, if they do.so now; this condition is fixed upon them 
as long as they continue to be exporters of two-thirds of 
the prodace of the country. The situation of these States 
would be an unfortunate one if the position assumed in 
the exposition be just; but bappily it is not. This frightful 
picture is but the baseless fabric of a vision. The cotton 
planters pay exactly their proportion of the duties in the 
articles they consume, and not a cent more. ; 
The Southern States have the peculiar advantage of em- 
ploying their industry in producing articles that bring 
thirty-seven millions of dollars annually in a foreign mar- 


‘ket, by which, so far from being serfs.(as is said in the ex- 


position) to other States, they render the other States tri- 
butary to them. If the Southern States export twice as 
much as the others,. those others must obtain from them, 
at any expense, as much as will make up for their defi- 
ciencies of exports. This is done by purchasing the bills 
of the exporters, often at high premiums, which operates 
most advantageously for the States which export, and 
most injuriously to those which do not. That four or five 
States should have the power, from the nature of their 
prodticts, to export for all the others, and, of course, to 
pay for all the imports of the others, would enable them 
to appropriate to themselves, fairly and justly, a large por- 
tion of the wealth of their neighbors; and this disadvan- 
tage, on the part of the non-exporting States, would be 
greatly aggravated, if circumstances imposed upon them 
the necessity of purchasing foreign manufactures of kinds 
that this country should produce for itself, This subject 
I endeavored to illustrate in’ my observations on the tariff 
bill of 1824. And, although I have never before quoted 
any thing that I have said myself, yet, on this occasion, 
I will do it, as it will be perceived that, in 1824, I took 
nearly the same data to prove how much the Eastern, 
Western, and Middle States were suffering from the con- 
dition that the Southern States exported so much and they 
so little, that the authors of the exposition took, in 1828, 
to prove how much the exporting States were suffering 
from the same condition. ‘Those observations were made 
5th May, 1824, and published in the National Intelligen- 


‘cer, 12th of July: 


“If the ruinous state of our trade with Europe pressed 
equally on every part of the United States, it would be 
considered asan enormous cvil, for which an adequate re- 
medy ought immediately to be provided. But the eyil is 
greatly augmentéd, when we consider its unequal opera- 
tion upon different sections of the Union: 
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In 1822; we imported to the amount of — - $83,241,541 

Our exports of foreign goods and produce, ; 

- -which - properly belonged to the carrying 
trade, amounted. to - es = 22,286,202 


i Oos _ , $60,955,339 
Domestic exports, arising from the agricul- 
ture or manufactures of the country, + 49,874;079 


Leaving a balance of imports over exports of $11,081,260 


The whole domestic exports, = > - 4 $49,874,079 | Senator from Soúth Carolina has given us a: most vivid 
Of these, the rice amounted f : picture. Yet there is another cause of discontent, upon 
to, = Ps - - - $ 1,553,482 ` which inuch less has been ‘said, but which. has.the most 
Cotton to - - - =. 24,035,058 decided influence, particularly with the rich cotton plant- 
Tobacco to = > -`` 6,222,838 ers. Itis a belief, on their part, that, as thei. manufac- 

: - - 31,811,378 | tures imported from Europe are paid for chiefly in- cot- 

—__+—| ton, the more goods we import, the more cotton. they can 

Leaving of all other exports, - - = $18,063,701 | export; that their sales of this article would be unlimited 


Of these, the States exporting rice, cotton, 
and tobacco, export at least a fourth part, 4,516,000 


der the protective system, isan injury to them, and an 
interference with their lawful commerce, ; 

I will quote from a speech made ‘in April, 1830, in the 
House of Representatives by a° distinguished member of 
that body from South Carolina, which will place this sub- 
ject in a most distinct point of view: 

«You cannot create a demand, for example, for any do- 
mestic manufacture by- legislation, otherwise than by 
excluding a similar foreign manufacture; and as your le- 
gislation is calculated to enhance the price of the article, 
you certainly cannot create by it a demand for a greater 
amount of the domestic fabric than you exclude of the 
foreign. It may be confidently assumed, therefore, that 
whatever may be the amount of iron and salt, and manu- 
factures of cotton, wool, iron, and hemp, which have peen 
brought into existence in the United States by the sys- 
tem of high protecting duties, at least.an equal amount 
of foreign rival productions has been exeluded by those 
duties. It will not be deemed an extravagant estimate to 
suppose that the protecting system has caused to be pro- 
duced annually articles of these various kinds, to the 
amount of twelve millions of dollars, which would not 
have been produced. but for the protection given them. 
It follows, then, asa corollary, thatat least an equal'amount 
of those articles of foreign production must have been 
excluded. ‘But thése are the very articles “which we fe- 
ceive from Great Britain, France, and Holland, ‘in ex- 
change for our agricultural staples, by excluding twelve 
millions. of such ‘articles. . Therefore, we necessarily 
diminish the foreign demand for our staples, and princi- 
pally cotton, to that amount. There-is scarcely ahy limit 
to the consumption of our cotton in Europe, but that 
which is imposed by our refusal to take manufactures in 
exchange for it. If, therefore, we were permitted to im- 
port the $12,000,000 worth of manufactures that have 
been excluded by our commercial restrictions, or rather 
if they had never been excluded by those restrictions, it 
cannot. be reasonably doubted that we should. now have 
How long are we to remain in this state of vassalage?|a demand in-Europe for 400,000 bales of cotton beyond 
How long’can we remain so? How long will our patience | the existing demand. Even, therefore, if we grant, what 
endure? How long our means last? ‘Till we can‘under-|is not the fact, that the whole of the domestic demand for ` 
stand our true interests--count our- numbers—and rally | cotton has been. produced by the prohibitory effect of our 
our votes.” — ° je _” tariff, it will follow that we have gained- a»market- for 

Nothing like an accurate estimate,- continued Mr. D., 150,000 bales, by sacrificing. one of 400;000:. From this 
can be formed of the loss of the Eastern, Western, and |estimate, it will be seen that. the prohibition of foreign 
Middle States, in paying for their imports to the amount imports had resulted in curtailing the entire demand for 
of twélve millions of dollars annually; through the ex-/cotton in the markets of the whole world, including our 
ports of the South, instead of paying for them directly by |own, 250;000- bales. “In addition, then, to the annual 
their own exports, or the gain of the Southern States by |burden he bears in -paying the duties upon the imports 
this circuitous trade; but the loss: on'the-one side, and the {he is still permitted to bring into the country, the planter 


gain on the other, must be to a large amount: -If the {sustains an annual loss of $7,500,000, being the-value of 


sufferings of the Southern States are as great as repre-|the cottor for:which he has losta market, in consequence 
Z t i à 


Leaving exports to the amount of - ` - $13,547,000 
Which may be consideréd as the whole that the Eastern, 
Middle, and ‘grain-growing States. exported during that 
year.” 

<¢ The half of the imports over and above the foreign ex- 
ports have probably been consumed by those grain-grow- 
ing States—~say -~ - - - - - $80,477,669 
Deduct their share of theexports,  - + 13,547,000 


` Leaving a balance against these States of $26,830,669 
five and a half millions of it to merchants in Europe, and 
twenty and a half of it to the States producing ‘rice, cot- 
ton, and tobacco. The next’ year the balance, by a simi- 
lar calculation, was not so much against the grain-growing 
States, but amounted to more than twelve millions in favor 
of the States producing rice, cotton, and tobacco; and 
this sum may be considered as the average balance for 
several years past. So that, under the present state of 
things, the grain-growing States, consisting of at least two- 
thirds of the Union, are compelled to take of European 
manufactures to the amount of twelve millions of dollars, 
that six or seven States may have the advantage of send- 
ing remittances in payment of those manufactures, and 
selling their bills for the same at an extravagant advance; 
in consequence of which, the wealth of the grain-grow- 
ing States is flowing in. a constant stream to the States 
producing rice, cotton, and'tobacco. If the grain-grow- 
ing States had the power tó ‘prevent the importation of 
foreign produce and manufactures for their consumption, 
the Southern States would-no longer receive the benefit 
of indirectly. furnishing those supplies. And are those 
Middle and Western grain-growing States forever to take 
twelve millions of manufactures annually, which they 
would, under proper regulations, make for themselves, 
that their neighbors may have a market to that amount for 
their produce—giving employment to all their capital and 
industry, while that of other States remains unemployed? 
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öf the ujijust. restrictions:imposed: upon his‘lawfil:com-| of that State that they were oppressed beyond endur- 
merce by the suicidal-policy’ of -his own’ Government.” .. Jance, by paying enormous prices for the manufactures. of 


This gentleman. had:considered- the: sufferings of-the 
South arising from the énormous prices of manufactured 


their consumption; and. that they were paying more than 
twice their. proper amount of’ taxes, forthe benefit of the 


articles consumed.-by:them, .and.from the heavy weight of|rich nabobs of the North, who, in the language of the 


taxes:paid by them: beyond their due proportion. - This, 
therefore, is.a ‘subject of complaint, independent. of the 
others, and must be considered in that light; for had the 
manufactures, in the articles stated, increased by the 
amount of twelve millions of dollars, without protection, 


Senator from South Carolina, are dressed in purple and 
fine linen, and who are rioting in all the luxuries of the 
earth, at the expense of the Southern planter. - When 
such delusion prevails, it is not strange that discontent, 
dismay, and despair should pervade ‘the land. But 


they’ would have excluded precisely the same amount of|this discontent, dismay, and despair is not created by 


foreign imports they now do, and would have prevented | 
the sale of-as much cotton as they now do. ~ 

.  Wecantnow interpret the golden dreams of those who 
think to seize* the: occasion of ‘the extinguishment of the 
public: debt to prostrate’ the protective ‘system, when, as 
they fondly believe, Great Britain will manufacture for us 
to the amount of many millions. beyond. what she- does 
now: when ‘there will be no. refusal on the part of this 
country to take foreign manufactures, and when there will 
be no limit ‘to:the. consumption. of American cotton. in 
Europe. ? 

These dreams will never be realized. The protective 
system may be destroyed; property to the amount of mil- 
lions may be sacrificed and. abandoned; the whole indus: 
try of. the grain-growing States may be paralyzed; a scene 
of distress may prevail over the Jand, such as we have 
never yet witnessed; but the British, the French, and the 
Dutch, will buy” no more’ cotton than they want; and so 
much they. will have; for to that extent it is more valuable 
to them than gold. : 

Great Britain makes war upon our manufactures with a 
perseverance that is without a parallel, and refuses to take 
the produce of the Eastern, Western, and Middle States. 
These States have no defence against this’ system, but to 
exclude as far as they can the manufactures of Great Bri- 
tain, by substituting their own. 

If these States should take no more of the manufactares 
of Great Britain:than could be paid for in their produce 
which-Great Britain would take in exchange, there would 
’ be an. exact: balance between them and Great Britain. 
‘The cotton-growing States would then receive from 
Great Britain as much of their manufactures as they might 
want for their own consumption, in part payment for their 
cotton, and the residue in money, which pays no import duty. 

But this is not satisfactory to the cotton planters, whose 
policy it is, that the Eastern, Western, and Middle States 
should také a much larger amount of British goods than 
they now do, that they, the planters, may pay for them in 
cotton. And as this coincides exactly with the views of 
the British Government, they have succeeded, not to the 
extent of their wishes, but to an extent that has been a 
great oppression to the grain-growing States. The tariff 
of 1816- was. passed in ‘accordance with this: policy, and 
carried ruin to thousands engaged.in manufactures in those 
States, and the destruction to their establishments to the 
amount of millions of.dollars, of which the distresses of 
1818, 719, ’20, and ’21, afford the most melancholy proof. 
All the attempts to mitigate the condition of those States 
were firmly and successfully resisted by the South, till the 
year 1824, when a. tariff bill was passed that afforded 
them some relief; but-this relief was considered. as an in- 
vasion of the rights of the rich cotton planters, who view 
our rising manufactures with more hostility than the Bri- 
tish Government has ever evinced since we were colonies. 
South’ Carolina cannot cause our manufacturing establish- 
ments -to:be-:abated, as nuisances, as the British Govern- 
ment did before-our independence; but they endeavor to 
defeat our protective policy, by threatening to resist our 


the rich nabobs. of the North, but by the. rich nabobs 
of the South, if, indeed, we have nabobs, some of whom 
command the labor ofa hundred, ‘and some of a thousand, 
and are enabled to dispose of the produce of that labor to 
the amount of two-thirds of all the exports of the United 
States. Remove this delusion, and you remove this dis- 
content, this dismay, and despair. 

But what justice is therein the policy which the cotton- 
growing States pursue, to compel the other States to con- 
sume British manufactures, that they may pay for them? 
They say that God and nature have given them the soil 
and climate proper for the production of this great article 
of export. . God and nature have given to New York the 
soil. and climate to produce wheat to the amount of our 
entire exports. But foreigners take our cotton and not 
our wheat. It is the market, then, to which the cotton 
planters are indebted for-their advantage over the grow- 
ers of wheat. But the. cottow planters think that their 
sales are increased as domestic manufactures are discou- 
raged, and decreased as domestic manufactures are en- 
couraged; that their sales are in the inverse ratio of the 
protection to manufactures. How far the grain-grow- 
ing States shall be permitted to substitute their own ma- 
nufactures for those of Great Britain, and how far they 
must rely upon cotton States for bills of exchange to pay 
for manufactures, must depend not upon soil or climate, 
but upon the constitution and the laws of the Union. But 
for this constitution, the cotton-growing States would not 
pay for the manufactures consumed by the grain-growing 
States. The latter would take of foreign produce or ma- 
nufactures to the amount of their ‘exports, and would 
manufacture for themselves what they might want beyond 
this. Itis owing to this constitution and these laws--it is 
to the Union, that the cotton-growing States are permitted 
to pay for manufactures to the amount of millions of dol- 
lars annually consumed in the other States, which are 
restrained by the constitution from making any laws or 
combinations, leagues, covenants, agrecments, or com- ` 
pacts with each other for their protection. And if the 
cotton-growing States think to impose upon the others the 
necessity of taking foreign manufactures, except under 
the operation of our constitution, and an adherence to the 
Union, they are utterly mistaken. 

If the cotton. planters of the-South would, with candid 
and liberal feelings, consider the immense advantages they 
enjoy over the North, in consequence of this Union, their 
deadly hostility to our protective. system would cease. By 
the late returns, I find that during the last year there was 
exported of rice, cotton, and tobacco, to the amount of 
thirty-seven millions of dollars, which is within twenty- 
two millions of the entire domestic exports of the country, 
a considerable portion of which went to pay for manufac- 
tures consumed in the Eastern, Western, and. Middle 
States. And shall the growers of rice, cotton, and tobacco, 
consider the Union as of no value? “The export of cotton 
alone amounted to twenty-nine and a half, say thirty mil- 
lions of dollars, more than half of the domestic exports. 
And shall the cotton planters, with thirty millions in their 


revenue laws, and by giving us the most solemn _warnings| pockets, as remittances for their countless bales of cotton, 
that this system will soonlead to a dissolution of the Union. f consider, the Union as of no value to-them, because they 
And that these threats and warnings may have the: more! cannot sell'a little more. cotton? 


effect, every effort has been made to convince the citizens 


‘That the tariff laws could be much improved, I have no 
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doubt; that they could be rendered more acceptable to 
the Southern as well as all the other States, I have ho 
doubt, provided the subject could be met with a spirit of 
accommodation. Duties to a large amount are imposed, 
which promote no interest. whatever, and which are not 
wanted for revenue; and some of which are much against 
the interests of the manufacturers. All these the manu- 
facturing States would gladly repeal or reduce. -But we 
cannot consent to a reduction of the duties upon certain 
great articles of consumption, in part imported, and in 


part manufactured here, so as to give the foreigner greater |. 


advantages in our market-than he now enjoys. We ean- 
not consent that the citizens of our States should be dri- 
ven from our own markets by the subjects of Great Britain. 
Here we must take our stand till we shall be overruled 
by majorities in the two Houses of Congress. To them 
we shall submit... - ; 

If the industry of the Southern States required as much 
protection from foreign capital and foreign combination, as 
the industry of the other States, it would be most freely 
accorded to them; as they do not require the same protec- 
tion, the Eastern, Western, and. Middle States sincerely 
desire to extend to those of the South benefits equal to 
any which they enjoy; and it is to be hoped the Southern 
States will discover some way in which such benefits may 
be conferred, without pressing a measure which must, if 
adopted, result in the sacrificing the industry of the ma- 
nufacturing States. With a great majority of the citizens 
of these States, the most kind feelings towards the South 
prevail, of which I think the proceedings of the two 
Houses of Congress afford the most incontestable proof. 

But while a spirit prevails, which led the Southern 
gentlemen of the two Houses of Congress, in 1828, to in- 
troduce into the tariff bill its most odious feature, in direct 
hostility to their own ‘interest; while the spirit prevails 
which rejects the repeal of duties which are a burden to, 
them to a large amount, and not necessary to be retained 
for any purpose whatever; while -such a spirit prevails 
against what the honorable Senator is pleased to call the 
accursed tariff, I must confess I see but little prospect of 
doing any thing by way of compromise. I sincerely hope, 
however, that something may arise in the course of this 
discussion, that may lead to the return of more correct 
views and better feelings and brighter prospects. : 

As to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
South Carolina by way of compromise to reduce the duties 
gradually on protected articles, till they should, in effect, 
be. no protection at all, I see in it nothing but the most 
determined hostility to the protective system—a fixed pur- 
pose to destroy the tariff. ae Sey E 

If our manufactures must fall, let them die at once, and 
not be killed by inches—any thing in preference to being 
consumed by a slow fire. - 

I have not noticed the numerous denunciations from the 
South, that almost forbid the hope that any thing like com- 
promise can take place; but I cannot omit to notice one 
symptom of violence of recent occurrence, meant, no 
doubt, to excite alarm. ai 

There is an article now going the rounds of the South- 
ern papers, which, I fear, expresses the exasperated feel- 
ings of a portion of the South, I hope'a small one, against 
the other sections of the Union. The article is headed a 
“t Call to Arms.” The author continues, ‘the crisis is now 
coming on when our politicians—I mean our popularity- 
hunters, will discover that none but whig principles will pre- 
vail;” (so far it is to be hoped he is right) but hé proceeds, 
“< With the public debt must inevitably go its offspring, 
the American system. There will bea hard struggle for 
it. The United States’ bank, the sugar planter, the iron 
master, and the Lowells and -Appletons, will die hard.” 
‘This is quoted from’ the United States Telegraph, of the 
10th of this month, taken from the Richmond Enquirer. 
How the United States’ bank became a part of the Ameri- 


can system, said Mr. D., I know not. All the stuckheld- 
ers in Europe, and in the Southern States, are enemies.of 
the protective system of this country. But leaving the 
bank ‘out of. the question—*‘the sugar planter, the iron 
master, and the Lowells and the Appletons, willdie hard!” 
Yes, they will die hard—in the language of the Senator 


from ‘Georgia, they will die in the last ditch. But their 


struggle for life will.be here—in the two Houses of Con- 
gress. To the majority they ‘submit—they will neither 
threaten nor résist the laws. n i 
. But what says the Senator from South Carelina upon 
this subject? He does not sounda beat tò arms, but he 
anticipates with raptures the moment of the extinction of 
the public debt, as it will, in his opinion, remove the founda- 
tion of the protective system. This, he exclaims, is the 
great national jubilee! ‘* Now, now, is the time for action! 
We have reached Mount Nebo! We stand upon the top 
of Pisgah, and shall we perish in the sight of the Promised 
Land?” Moses perished there, and was buried in the land 
of Moab, and noman knows his sepulchre unto this day. 
If by this promised Iand is meant the abolition of the pro- 
tective system—-the destruction of the manufacturing es- 
tablishments of the Western, the Eastern, and the Middle 
States—the wasting of property to the amount of millions, . 
and the dooming to poverty, wretchedness, and misery, 
thousands upon thousands of-our worthy, industrious, eco- 
nomical, and laborious citizens, then Ido most fervently 
pray that the honorable Senator may never pass Mount 
Pisgah, nor riot in this land of promise, but that he may 
long remain in the land of Moab, till he shall reach a good 
old age, even the age of Moses, if it shall/please Heaven, 
and that it may be said of him at his last day, that **his eye 
was not dim, nor his natural force abated.” ie 

Mr. D. having concluded, Es / 

Mr. SMITH said that he wished to address thé Senate, 
and was perfectly ready to go on with the debate, should 
the Senate so determine; but, as another subject had been 
set apart for to-morrow, [alluding, it is supposed, to the 
consideration of the nomination of Mr. Van Bures, in se- 
cret session,] and the general attendance of the Senators 
requested for it, he thought it would be better to postpone 
further proceedings, with regard to the resolution under 
consideration, to Wednesday next. an! . 

The resolution was then postpened to, and made the 
order of the day for Wednesday next. `- 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Tourspar, JANUARY 24. 
THE: TARIFF. | 


Mr. HAYNE rose to present a memorial from a number 
of highly respectable citizens of South Carolina against the 
protecting system, and said that, in the course of the ob- 
servations which he had submitted to the Senate a few 
days since, in relation to the tariff, he had taken occasion 
to remark that gentlemen on the other side must not de- 
ceive themselves by supposing that there existed any dif- 
ference of opinion at the South as to the injurious, oppres- 
sive, and unconstitutional character of the protecting’ sys- 
tem. Iam happy to have it now in my power, said Mr. H., 
to adduce, in support of that assertion, a memorial from 
the minority of the Legislature of South Carolina ‘op- 
posed to nullification,” which I have been requested to 
present, and which shows that whatever difference of opi- 
nion may exist in other respects, the whole State is united, 
as I trust the whole South now is, in determined opposi- 
tion to this system. - ‘* The evils of which” the memorial- 
ists declare ‘are obvious and alarming, depreciating the 
‘value of cotton, reducing the profits to which the plant- 
‘ers have long been accustomed, to such a degree that 
‘the culture. no longer yields an adequate compensation 
‘for their labor, and is: continued from necessity; and 
‘that, though other causes have conspired to reduce the 
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number, said Mr. F., and have been supposed to be amply 
sufficient to regulate its proceedings; but it cannot have 
escaped the observation of every Senator of five or six 
years’ experience, that-great innovations have been made 
in the practice of Senators; and although I would accord 
to.cvery Senator the fullest latitude of legitimate and rele- 
vant discussion, yet I must be permitted to say that the 
Senate has its rights also, which must be preserved: And 
if Senators are disposed to intimate their intention to 
‘introduce subjects, such as the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Bren] had a.few days since described ‘‘as. of a cha- 
racter such asthe Senate ought not for a moment to enter- 
tain-—for instance, a proposition to liberate the slaves in Mis- 
souri, or that no white. man in Georgia should own an acre 
of land,” Mr. F. believed it to be the duty of the Senate 
to refuse to grant leave.to introduce such subjects; and 
leave had been refused, he believed, inmore than one in- 
stance.. The object of the proposed amendment was to 
prevent.any discussion of subjects before the Senate, un- 
til they were in the possession of the Senate, and subject to 
its control, and an opportunity afforded of deciding whether 
they were proper subjects for discussion or not. The amend- 
ment embraced “no new principle; it was in accordance 
with the rules and practice of all deliberative assemblies, 
and within the true spirit and intent of the rules of the 
Senate, although perhaps not within the letter. | 

Mr. BENTON said he would not be’ so squeamish as 
to affect to, misunderstand ithe cause and anjer of this 
resolution. The object was to prevent any further dis- 
cussion of the state of the United States’ bank currency. 
Unless the Senate were willing,to give up this day to hin, 
they would consent to the motion he was about to make. 
‘If the liberty of speech was to fall in this House, it would 
not fall silently, nor without a struggle. When he sub- 
mitted the other day the proposition to inquire into the 
state of the currency, he expected it would have been met 
by argument, not by a motion to stop all discussion. The 
same: attempts to vitiate the currency which were made 
by the Bank of the United States in issuing orders as cur- 
rency, had been made in Great Britain. It was an old 
trick of banks to issue small notes in one place payable in 
another. The Marquis of Lansdown gave notice, in the 
same case, that, after the Easter holidays, he would bring 
in a bill for the suppression of this species of currency. 

(The VICE PRESIDENT reminded Mr. B. that the 
subject beforé the Senate was the resolution to alter the 


_<Jncome of the citizens of the South, yet itis the tariff alone 
“which denies them:the right of converting that. reduced 
< income into-such an-amount of :the-necessaries and. con- 
« veniences.of life, as would certainly be at their command, 
‘under a-revenue.syster of moderate duties; that these.dif- 
s ficulties, though great, ‘might be tolerated, if the burden 
“was equal, butthat-they are greatly aggravated by thë 
c consideration that the benefits of the tariff are confined 
‘tothe manufacturing States, and thatthe policy, justice, 

sfand constitutionality of this system have been strenuously 

`é contested and denied:” 

On motion of Mr. H. the memorial was’ ordered.to be 
printed. : ` ; 
' Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolution: 

„Resolved, That ‘the. select committee. to which was re- 

ferred the memorial of the President and Directors of the 
Bank of the United States, praying for a renewal of their 
charter, be instructed. to inquire into the expediency of| 
restricting the bank, if rechartered, from holding, or in 
any way: acquiring, real estate to a greater extent than is 
necessary for banking purposes. 

The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. Benron 
and Mr. Moors, respectively, were taken up, and agreed 
to. 


The Senate went into the. consideration of executive 
business; and, when the doors were opened, . 
Adjourned. ; 


© WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 25. 


Mr. BENTON submitted two resolutions; one of them 
referring to the select committee on the, memorial of the 
United States’ bank, certain inquiries; which resolutions 
lie on the table one day of course, 

The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. Moonrz, 
were considered and agreed to. - 


RULES OF THE SENATE. 


The following. resolution, offered on Monday by Mr. 
Foor, was taken upy 
Resolved, That the ninth rule of the. Senate be amended 
‘to read-as follows:. “No motion. shall. be debated until 
the same shall be seconded;” nor shall any debate be per- 
mitted until the President shall have announced to the 
Senate the subject under consideration; andthe question 
of consideration shall be in order on the introduction of 
any subject presented for the Senate, and shall be decided] wiles } 
without debate. : : ` í i i ; 5 
: A Mr. BENTON only wished, in proposing his motion, to 
Mr. MILLER, of South Carolina, asked of the mover! say, that ifthe majon ty attente. to deprive the minority 
some reasons for the proposed alteration. For himself hej of Jeaye to speak, the people should know it, and they 
was willing to take the rules of the Senate as he found} shall know that it was done for the safety of ‘the bank. 
them. ` Was the resolution intended to apply to any cases! He moved that the resolution be printed. He was ready 
or individualsin the Senate? Because a Senator:had made] at any moment to take it up, and go intoa discussion of it. 
an claborate, an able, and eloquent exposition of the state] . The resolution was ordered :to be printed, and was laid 
-of the currency in this country, was the rule to be so-al-| on the: table. ~ : i ae 
tered as to prevent a repetition of the offence? He regard-/ : x 
ed the, proposed alteration as subversive of the rights of i "ERE TARIFE. 
the minority in the Senate, and he would endeavor to pre-| The special order of the day was then announced by 
-|the Chair--being Mr. Cray’s resolution to modify the 


serve the rules as they are. ; : 

Mr. FOOT disclaimed any allusion to, or any connex-| tariff, and Mr. Hayws’s proposed amendment. 
ion with, the Bank of the United States, or any discussion| . Mr. MARCY hoped that the special order would be 
of its merits. It was not his object to stifle debate; and|‘passed over, for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


so far from impairing or infringing the rights of the mino- 
rity, the Senator from South Carolina must know that all] Mr. FORSYTH moved that the special order be post- 
poned to Monday next. 


rules in deliberate bodies were designed to secure, the 
rights of the minority: they have no other security against] Mr. CLAY was opposed to its postponement to so distant 
a day. 


oppression from a powerful majority. "The object of the : . z 
amendment was, Mr. F. said, merely tomake more plain) Mr. FORSYTH did not think that the Senate could 
devote any day to the subject before Monday next. 


and explicit the existing rule, which declares, ‘No mo- 
tion shall be debated until the same shall be secontled.”| . Mr. MILLER was willing, he said, to postpone the dis- 
cussion till Monday, if it was understood that the Commit- 


This rule certainly forbids the indulgence in debating a 
subject before a motion is made and seconded, before it is} tees on Manufactures and Finance should, in the mean 
before the Senate. The rules of the Senate are few in| time, proceed in their. investigations. If. the action of 


177 


‘OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 


178 


Jay. 25, 1832.) 


The Tariff. 


{Sunavre. 


those committees was to be delayed till. after this debate 
was brought toa close, he hoped the debate would not be 
interrupted. He was a membcr-of the Committee on 
Manufactures, and that committee h d; as yet, no prac- 
tical meeting on the subjects committe to them.. If the 
Committee on Finance are also‘fo- wait till the close of this 
discussion before they report or proceed with their exam- 
inations, this session must close without any action on the 
subject of the tariff. He wished.to know what course the 
Committee on Finance would take. ve 

Mr. SMITH said that, being thus called upon, he would 
state that the Committee on Finance were diligently em- 
ployed in the discharge of their duties; they had before 
them a bill which they had been busily engaged on, and 
would report as soon as practicable.~ 

Mr. TYLER said that, asa member of the Committee 
on Finance, he felt bound to say, in reference to the 
subject before that committee, that all hope of amicable 
adjustment had passed by; no'member had been more 
desirous than himself to bring abouta satisfactory arrange- 
ment of the tariff—but he was the only member of the 
committee from the. south of the Potomac river, and his 
was the only voice raised in it in favor of the interests of 
that portion of the country. He was, therefore, convert- 
ed into a mere cypher, having no effective influence over 
the course of the committee. AH the responsibility of 
whatever they might do devolved upon them; he stood 
clear of it. He deemed this explanation due to himself, 
to show his position in the committee. 

Mr. BENTON had a right, he said, to ask, and he did 
ask, the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Mrzter] to in- 
form him, as amember of the Committee on Manufactures, 
whether, in the meetings cf that committee, he had ever 
seen or heard of the titles of twobills referred to them— 
one for the reduction of the duty on alum salt, and the 
other for the reduction of the duty on Indian blankets 
and other Indian goods. 

Mr. MILLER, in reply, said that he had never seen or 
heard of those bills in the committee. There has been 
no convention of the committee since the reference was 
made to them; but, from the protocol presented at the 
meeting of the committee, he judged that the bills in- 
quired after would be strangled in the committee. 

. Mr. BENTON rose, he said, to give vent to his feelings 
“his parental feeling for bills, the objects of so much 
care and hope, now in the hands of strange, distant, and 
hostile nurses. 

Mr. DICKERSON said it was true the committee had 
had but one meeting. They had waited for information 
on a variety of subjects, and they were willing to be in- 
formed upon any subject. Information, very essential to 
the correct and intelligent action of the committee, had 
been received very lately—a portion this morning. A 
meeting of the committee was proposed yesterday morn- 
ing, but was, for some reason, deferred till to-morrow 
morning, at which time, it was now understood, the com- 
mittee would meet. In relation to the bills referred to by 
the Senator from Missouri, he had been informed, by that 
Senator, that some information would be given to the 
committee from intelligent sources; which information the 
committee had always been ready to receive. 

Mr. BENTON said he had no information on the sub- 
ject of those bills, which he should refer to the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures. When the salt bill came before the 
Senate, he should have recourse, not to the report of that 
committee, but toa report from a committee of the Bri- 
tish House of Commons. It was a report in the British 
House of Commons, to which he should appeal in defence 
of the true American system. ` f 

Mr. HOLMES was in favor of the continuation of the 
discussion ofthe resolution. Atä proper time, it was his 
intention to give his views in tégard to the resolution and 
amendment. 


Vou. VIH.—12 ` 


Mr. DICKERSON certainly understood the Senator 
from Missouri as offering to the committee some important 
information on the subject of one of those. bills, which, 
he said, a gentleman to. whom he was introduced was in 
possession of, and would communicate tò the:committee. 

Mr. BENTON said the gentleman alluded to. received 
no call from the committee, and had left the city... 

Mr. SEYMOUR remarked that the absence of his-col- 
league to-day, from indisposition, would, he hoped, pre- 
vent the Senate from proceeding to the consideration of 
executive business. The discussion of the special order, 
he thought, had better continue to-day, and the executive 
business could be taken up when the Senate was full. 

Mr. CLAY. said he had opposed the postponement of 
the resolution to Monday next, because he thought it 
highly important that the decision of the Senate upon that 
resolution should be obtained. Until the principle in- 
yolved in that resolution be decided, the committees 
would not be able to go on. The Committee on Manu- 
factures was anxious to proceed with its business, and to 
have the decision of the Senate on this resolution. No 
motion for postponement had come from the friends of the 
resolution. It had, again and again, from time to time, 
been postponed at the request of its opponents. He was 
aware that they had set, for to-morrow and next day, some 
business of importance, but he knew no business before 
Congress so important as that which was now before them. 
In regard to the remark of the gentleman from Virginia, 
that he was the only member of the Committee on Manu- 
factures from the south of the Potomac, he would observe 
that the gentleman’s recollection did not serve him. The 
Senator in his eye [Mr. Jounsrox] was a member of the 
committee. l 

Mr. TYLER begged to explain. He intended to convey 
the idea that he was the only member of the committee 
from the south of the Potomac who entertained his prin- 
ciples—who was opposed to the protective tariff. 

Mr. CLAY hoped the Senator would profit by this cir- 
cumstance, and not separate himself from his friends; but, 
finding himself in so small a minority, that he would come 
over to the right side. The Committee on Manufactures 
were not fully authorized to treat the subject of finance; 
and he did not see how it was possible for either commit- 
tec to act before the principles which were to govern 
their action were decided on. As to the compromise 
which had been talked of, if by compromise was meant 
the abandonment of the protective principle, he could 
tell gentlemen there would be no compromise. But he 
would not lightly, nor till every effort was exhausted, re- 
linquish an object which was so dear to the country and 
to his own heart. A reduction might possibly take place 
even on protected articles—but not such as would touch 
the principle of protection, which he was satisfied the 
country would not consent to abandon. But that question 
is to be decided with the question involved in this resolu- 
tion, and he was for an early decision of it. i 

Mr. HAYNE was, he said, much mistaken, if all the 
motions for the postponement of this subject had come 
from the opponents of the resolution. The subject was 
postponed once, and for many days, on the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Dicxerson,] in opposi- 
tion to the wishes of the Senator from Kentucky, as he 
might recollect. Let the discussion proceed whenever 
the friends of the resolution pleased. We, said Mr. H., 
are ready to pursue it. If, as the gentleman suggested, 
there was no hope of any compromise without an entire 
retention of the protective system, he was very sorry. 
As to the revenue system, there was no doubt or dispute. 
It was to the protective system that opposition was ex- 
cited throughout the country. If the protective system 
was not to be touched, there was, indeed, an end, now 
and forever, to all- hope of compromise. But he trusted 
the Senator from-Kentucky would change his views; nor 
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Mr.. SMITH replied that he was ready to go on, was 
ready yesterday, and was ready now; but at this late hour 
he was unwilling to begin: for, although he thought he 
should-not occup® more than.an hour and a half, when 
we begin to speakj"ve know not how long we may con- 
tinue. But, at the request of the gentleman from New 
York, he moved that the Senate do now proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. . 

The previous motion to postpone being withdrawn, the 
motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to. the 
consideration of executive business, and remained with 
closed doors till six o’clock; and 

Then adjourned. 


should he; at once, relinquish his hope of a conciliatory 
arrangement. ’ 

Mr. HOLMES said there was certainly no hope of com- 
promisé till after this discussion had been concluded; nor 
would. ‘there, perhaps, be any hope then. Each party 
will compromise, “provided it obtains all it asks. One 
party seeks:the abolition, the other the preservation of the 
protective system. 1 bere was now some little prospect 
that, after this discusSion, partics might come to some 
medium point. At present they were as wide apart as 
they could be. : 

Mr. MARCY was so little accustomed, he said, to legis- 
lative forms, that, asa member of the Committee on Fi- 
“nance, he had acted with much caution and hesitation. 
After that part of the President’s message relating to 
finance had been referred to the Committee on Finance, 
he supposed that it was the duty of the committee to re- 
port a plan for bringing the revenue down to the expenses 
of the Government. ‘They had accordingly, besides the 
abolition of duties on unprotected articles, Jooked to the 
protected articles to see what reduction could be made 
there. The committee had been diligently employed in 
this labor. But after the reprimand, as it seemed to be, 
upon the committee, for touching the protected articles, 
he was at aloss to conceive how the committee could 
perform its duties in a manner satisfactory to the Se- 
nate. This is the situation of the committee. They 
are required to reduce the revenue some ten or twelve 
millions of dollars; and, by taking off the duties from 
all unprotected articles, they can, perhaps, effect a 
reduction of only five or six millions. ° The hope of a 
compromise, though somewhat faint, was not, he believed, 
so desperate as the member from Virginia represented. 
It was true that a majority of the Committee on Finance 
was in favor of preserving the protective system. But he 
believed that something might be done, which, if not satis- 
factory to all, would much lessen the present discontent, 
or at Teast spread it over a wider surface. ‘The committee 
could report a bill if they- were authorized to proceed in 
the way they had begun. They had not agreed as to the 
specific articles which should be subject to a reduction of 
duty, nor as to the extent to which the reduction should 
be carried. Information was coming in daily, which great- 
ly assisted the judgment of the committee ori these points. 
There was a great movement in the country, both in favor 
of, and in opposition to, this system, and each party col- 
lects and gives the public information in regard to it. 
For one, he was under the necessity of availing himself of 
all the knowledge on the subject which he could obtain. 
Not having, till he took his seat here, paid particular at- 
tention-to it, he was not prepared to act upon it with so 
much celerity as.some'other gentlemen,’ who for years had 
been familiar with-all its details. 

The prospect, he ‘said, of effecting an arrangement, 
was indeed not bright, but still not desperate... We shall 
not intermit our labors. We have incidentally become 
involved in the consideration of the duties upon manu- 
factured articles; and though we shall not relinquish the 
system, yet we hope to devise a plan for preserving it 
consistently. with a reduction of the revenue to the public 
expenses. As to the suggestion, that the consideration of 
executive business: should be put off on account of the 
absence of one Senator, he said we have no assurance that 
no’ one will be ill or absent to-morrow. There was much 
business to be done, arid it. was not out of order perhaps 
for him to remark that much was also to be said. He 
would agree that no question of importance should be 
taken during the absence of that Senator, but they could 
proceed with the discussion. He was extremely anxious 
to proceed in the executive business. 

Mr. CHAMBERS inquired of his colleague, who had 
the floor for the discussion of the resolution, whether he 
wished any. postponement of thie subject for his accom- 
modation. 


Tuunspay, Januany 26. 
A NEW BANK PROPOSED. 

Mr. MARCY, of New York, presented the memorial of 
David Henshaw and others, citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying that when the present charter of the Bank of the 
United States expires, the memorialists may be permitted 
to establish a bank, with powers and obligations similar to 
those under which the present Bank of the United States 
was established. [The petitioners propose a bank of fifty 
millions—one-half to be subscribed by the Government if 
desired, the ‘other half by the citizens at large; to pay the 
Government as a bonus an annual tax of one per cent. on 
the capital; also, such tax on the actual capital employed 
by any branch in any State, as such State shall impose on 
its other banking institutions, not exceeding one per cent.; 
directors to be appointed by the Government in propor- 
tion to the amount of its stock; the charter to continue for 
twenty years. These are the prominent features in the 
proposed bank. ] ms an 

In support of their application, the petitioncrs maintain 
that the capital of the present institution 18 chiefly in the 
hands of foreigners and a few wealthy American citizens, 
to the exclusion of other citizens from the enjoyment of 
the privilege. They maintain that the present bank char- 
ter might expire, and the concerns be closed, without ma- 
terial injury to the interests of the country, as the capital 
of that bank was but a small portion of the entire capital 
of the country vested in similar institutions. The State of 
New York alone had rising of twenty-four millions of 
vested capital, and the proposed institution might be made 
to take effect immediately upon the expiration of the 
present charter of the Bank of the United States. 

Mr. MARCY observed that the present memorial was 
signed by a large number of the most wealthy and re- 
spectable citizens of the State of Massachusetts, and he 
moved that the memorial be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CHAMBERS could not see the propriety of the 
motion for having the memorial- printed, together with 
the long list of names appended thereto, in which no 
member would feel any interest, except it might be the 
gentleman who presented them. It was contrary to the 
usage of the Senate on similar occasions, and would be 
adopting a principle which would inevitably lead to much 
inconvenience, and waste of time and money. Tle was 
not in favor of expending the public money for any such 
purpose, without a sufficient reason being given for the 
request. We hoped that the printing of the long list of 
signatures, at least, might be dispensed with. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that the memorial presented by 
the gentleman from New York, although from citizens of 
his own State, had never been communicated to him. He 
had no knowledge of the subject or the intention to make 
the communication until this morning, although he was 
a member of the same committee with the gentleman 
from New York who presented it. He thought the di- 
rection which the gentleman had proposed to give the 
memorial was proper. He had looked over the names of 
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the subscribers to the paper, and he must say that there 
were some very respectable persons that had signed it, 
some names indeed that he had hardly expected to find 
affixed to so singular an argument. He thought that it 
might be well to refer it to a committee, and printit, either 
with or without the names. i 

Mr. HAYNE said the gentleman from Maryland was 
mistaken in supposing it was a new practice to print the 
names. attached to memorials, if requested. He recol- 
lected it had frequently been done in similar cases, when 
it was thought proper and desirable to test the respecta- 
bility of the names appended to the communication. He 
did not conceive that it was necessary generally to print 
long memorials with a great list of names, but in the pre- 
sent case he was in favor of it, because the effect might 
be important upon the decision of the subject, which 
would depend in a great measure upon the character and 
responsibility of the signers. , 

Mr. DALLAS wasnot in favor of the printing of the me- 
morial. Its only effect he considered would be upon the 
treasury, by creating an unnecessary expense. Numerous 
memorials were coming in every day from various quar- 
ters, in favor of rechartering the bank, signed by thou- 
sands of highly respectable citizens, which were equally 
entitled to be printed with the present paper; and if the 
object would be, as was supposed, to affect the existing 
bank, it would be necessary to have the memorials in 
favor of the present institution printed .also, to counter- 
act any improper effect which might possibly be appre- 
hended by some of its friends from the publication of the 
present document. 

Mr. SILSBEE thought that he had some right to com- 
plain of the gentleman from Maryland for opposing the 
printing of this memorial; this was the first and only one 
of the kind which had been presented by the people of 
Massachusetts, and was subscribed by some of her most 
respectable citizens. He hoped the Senate would con- 
sent to the printing of the memorial. 

Much further conversation and explanatory remarks 
took place between Messrs. MARCY, CHAMBERS, 
HAYNE, SILSBEE, and CLAY, on the question of print- 
ing the names to the memorial; at the conclusion of whieh, 

Mr. WEBSTER asked leave to make one remark be- 
fore the decision was made. A gentleman had taken cx- 
ception to his remark, that he had not expected to find 
the names of some of the petitioners attached to so singu- 
lar a paper. He did not wish to be misunderstood in the 
observation referred to. He meant to be understood that 
he was surprised that the names which he alluded to, 
should be found affixed to the arguments made use of in 
the memorial against the present bank—not that they were 
signed to a petition for a charter. 

Finally, at the request of several friends, Mr. CHAM- 
BERS withdrew his opposition to the printing; and the 
memorial with the names was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKERSON presented a letter from the proprie- 
tors of the Kenhawa Saline, in Virginia, addressed to him 
as chairman of the Committee on Manufactures, remon- 
strating against repealing the duty on imported salt, which 
was, by consent, referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 


EXECUTIVE POWERS. 


Mr. EWING laid the following resolutions on the table 
for consideration: 

Resolved, ‘That the practice of removing public officers 
by the President, for any other purpose than that of se- 
curing the faithful execution of the laws, is hostile to the 
spirit of the constitution—was never contemplated by its 
framers—-is a daring extension of Executive influence—is 
prejudicial to the public service, and dangerous to the 
liberties of the people. 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient for the Senate to ad- 


vise and consent to the appointment of any person to fill 


a supposed vacancy in any office occasioned by the removal 


of a prior incumbent, unless such prior incumbent shall 
appear to'have been removed for sufficient cause. 
On motion of Mr. BENTON, the resolutions were or- 


‘dered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. SILSBEE, the Senate took up the 
bill empowering the Secretary of the Treasury to com- 
promise the claims of the United States on the Commer- 
cial bank of Erie; and, after some explanatory remarks by 
Messrs. SILSBEE, EWING, and JOHNSTON, (elicited 
by some inquires of Mr. SPRAGUE, ) the bill was ordered 
to a third reading, nem. con. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business; and, after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


FRIDAY, JANTARY 27. 


SALT. 


Mr. BENTON rose to ask the attention of the Senate 
to a paper communicated to the Senate yesterday morn- 
ing by the chairman of one of the standing committees. 
He alluded to the letter of certain salt manufacturers on 
the Kenhawa, to the members of the Senate’s Committee 
on Manufactures. Mr. B. had looked over thatletter, and 
found it to be highly encomiastic on certain Senators, who 
took part in the debate which occurred in the Senate on 
thereference of the alum salt bill; and rather disparag- 
ing to another Senator, who took part in the same debate. 
But to this part of the letter he had nothing to say, be- 
cause it requires no action for the Senate: but there was 
another part of it which would require their action; it 
consisted of all that part of the letter which was intended 
for evidence, and to guide the Senatein their votes on the 
question to abolish the duty on alum salt. This part of 
the letter concerned-the people, and might affect their 
interest, and that in a very injurious manner; he, there- 
fore wished an opportunity to present countervailing testi- 
mony, and for that purpose to empower a committee to 
send for witnesses, to take their examinations in writing, 
and to report the minutes of their evidence to the Senate. 
He had formerly asked for a select committee to make 
these examinations; but he would not now ask for it. 
He would take the Committee on Manufactures. He 
(Mr. B.]had no place or voice in that committee; but there 
was one Senator upon it at least, (he did not know of an- 
other,) to whom he could give the right hand of fellow- 
ship on the subject of the salt tax. He alluded to the 
Senator from South Carolina, who sat farthest on hisright, 
(Mr. MILLER;] and although that Senator might stand in 
that committee, and on the question of the salt tax, as one 
stands to four, yet, inthe duty which the committee might 
have to perform under his motion, if it prevailed, he might 
prove himself to be not an unequal match for numbers, 
nec pluribus impar. He would, therefore, take that com- 
mittee, and move, as he now did, that the Committee on 
Manufactures be empowered to send for persons, and to 
take their examinations in writing, under oath, on the’state 
of the salt manufacture and salt trade, and report the 
minutes of the evidence so taken to the Senate. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that he presumed the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures would not object to take upon them 
the labors proposed. He was willing for one to enter into 
any inquiry that might be deemed expedient or necessary, 
but he hoped the gentleman from Missouri would inform 
the committee where the information required might be 
found. He should be glad to receive any light from that 
gentleman, or from any other quarter. 

Mr. CLAY did not perceive the utility of the inquiry, 
although he had no particular objection to it. There. 
could be no advantage whatever derived from it. The 
gentleman must recollect that there were twenty other 
States and two Territories in the Union in which salt was 
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one State would satisfy him.. Will information from 
Kenhawa satisfy him? will information from New York 
satisfy him? or will he-desire it from Maine, or Missouri, 
or. Ohio; or Kentucky? or is the committee expected to 
procure it from all the various sources in the country? If 
so, it would be proper to -give the committee leave to sit 
during the recess, for the information could: not be ob- 
tained in six months. The Committee on Manufactures 
were conversant with that interest in all parts of the Union, 
and were inquiring into it from year to year. Does the 
gentleman want information as to the price, the quality, or 
the quantity, of the article manufactured? If so, he might 
learn. by inquiring of the-committee which had in its pos- 
session all the requisite: information upon the subject. 
Where, then, is the propriety of further inquiry, or 
such as was proposed’ He considered it perfectly in- 
expedient to make the inquiry; at any rate, he would, for 
the present, move to lay the motion on the table. 

Mr. BENTON said. he rose to give notice that the sub- 
jest could not be got rid of without there being some- 
thing said upon it. The debate could not be cut off. 

‘Lhe VICE PRESIDENT said the motion did not admit 
of debate. 

. Mr. CLAY said he wished to put no restrictions on the 
gentleman, and would withdraw the motion to lay on the 
table. 

Mr. BENTON then observed that the letter presented 
tothe Senate by the chairman of the Committee on Manu- 
factures gave information respecting the salt trade, incon- 
sistent with that in his possession: and as this letter had 
been laid upon the Senate table as evidence to influence 
ts decision on the subject, he wished to have an oppor- 
tunity to meet it by countervailing testimony. With re- 
spect to any difficulty he himself might experience in 
furnishing information for the guidance of the committee, 
he did not know how far they would be willing to receive 
it from him; and he had therefore presumed upon the 
disposition of the Senator from South Carolina, who sat on 
his right, (Mr. Mrrrer,] to aid his views, by asking for 
summonses for such witnesses as he [Mr. B.] might point 
out. He had no disposition to call for evidence to a greater 
extent than that givenin the letter referred to. The evi- 
dence he proposed was one for the purpose of counteracting 
it; and ifthe Senate refused this, it would be a declaration 
tothe people that they were determincd to continue the 
burden without listening to any evidence against it. 

Mr. BUCKNER, of Missouri, rose to explain the reasons 
which had induced him to vote for the reference of his 
colleague’s bills to the Committee on Manufactures, inad- 
dition to those which he bad. given on a former oceasion. 
With respect to the present motion, he had but little to 
say. He did not propose to refer the letter which had 


been alluded to, to that committee; nor was any part off Mr. B., twelve or fifteen. 


that production in his phraseology.. But he did vote for 
the reference of the bills to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, because he believed it due to the committee, to 
himself, and to his country, that an inquiry of so much 
importance as that how far the provisions of bills recom- 
mending the repeal of the duties on certain articles com- 
ing in competition with the manufactures of our own 
country would interfere with, and run into, the interest 
‘of the manufacturer, should be referred to the committee 
which was entrusted with, those interests; it not being the 
province of any other committee. properly to investigate 
the subject. He voted for it, because, in addition to the 
reasons before given, he was disposed in his soul to take 
into consideration all the views and bearings of the ques- 
tion, in order to give a fair support to every interest of the 
nation, which he believed that the bills to repcal the duty 
on alum salt and Indian blankets, introduced by his col- 
league, were not €alculated to effect. This was his reas- 
gon, and he would proclaim to the Senate and the nation 


Salt. 


[Jax. 27, 1832. 


Mr. C. wished to know whether the evidence ofjthat, in his opinion, the course pursued by that gentle- 


man was not intended. to conciliate the feclings of the 
country. Mr. B. said he was in favor of a reduction of 
| duties, not only on alam salt and Indian blankets, but on 
a variety of other articles. These bills were calculated 
to effect only a partial reduction. He wished the whole 
subject of reducing the duties should come before the 
committee together, and he objected to those bills be- 
cause they did not bring up the whole question of reduc- 
tion. The gentleman seemed very anxious to disseminate 
knowledge upon the subject, by his motion for inquiry: 
but, sir, said Mr. B., the people of this country are capa- 
ble of investigating the subject themselves. They want 
no such light as the resolution seeks for, neither does the 
committee to which the subject is referred. That com- 
mittee is capable of investigating it fully with such infor- 
mation as they can themselves obtain. Yet the gentleman 
insists that this cannot be done without the aid of the 
Western people, who have been represented as sinking 
beneath the blight and mildew of oppression. Sir, said. 
Mr. B., I protest this is not, and never was, the case. It 
will require no labor to establish this position. We need 
only to look at the fact that the West enjoy the blessings 
of happiness and contentment to an eminent degree, and 
wish for nothing but tobe letalone. They want no alter- 
ation in the present system of protection, and, least of all, 
such a change asthe gentleman proposes. ‘Phey are a genc- 
rous as well as a brave people, and will desire the welfare 
of the country at large. The same principle that led them 
to battle will induce them to sustain the interests of their 
common country. We are now, as we ever have been, 
willing to make all necessary sacrifices for the common 
good, not merely because a system may promote their pe- 
culiar interest, but from their clevated principles and dis- 
interested spirit, which ever had, and ever would, he 
hoped, continue to animate them. ‘Phe gentleman wishes 
the subject investigated; I say amen; let it be done, and 
the more it is investigated, the stronger, in my opinion, 
will be the conviction of the propriety of fostering manu- 
factures in the bosom of ourown country. Mr. B. said he 
would admit that, in curing provisions for a southern 
market, alum salt was necessary; but for all domestic pur- 
poses the other kind was preferable. He must be per- 
mitted to say that as he was a farmer himsclf, and residing 
in the midst of farmers, whose interests and sentiments he 
was intimately acquainted with, it would be reasonable to 
suppose that he had more practical knowledge upon the 
subject than his colleague, whose location and pursuits 
were better calculated for speculative and theoretical 
conclusions, which, however plansible on paper, were 
delusive; and he must take leave to say that the gentle- 
man was deceived in his views. ‘That gentleman uses 
perhaps one barrel of salt annually, while I use, said 
[Mr. BENTON said he 
did not count his salt.] Very well, said Mr. BUCKNER, 
the gentleman does not count his salt; but, sir, I, who have. 
to work hard for it, am obliged to count mine. He com- 
| plains loudly of the oppressive duty on his barrel, while 
fam perfectly satisfied with the duty on my twelve. The 
only difference of interest on this article, said Mr. R., if 
any, will be found to be in favor of the West, notagainst it 
and the people of the West are generally of that opinion. 
Mr. B. repeated he was from a farming district, was of 
that employment himself, was surrounded by fellow-citizens 
of the same class, the immediate charge of whose inte- 
rests was entrusted to his care. If his colleague, instead 
of introducing theoretical resolutions and learned quota- 
tions from Prince Talleyrand to prove that the North 
Americans were the heaviest taxed people in the world, 
would go out among the farmers of the West, and geta 
little practical knowledge, he would be more likely to ad- 
vance their interests. ffe would Eke to see the gentle- 
man go among the farmers of the West, and try to persuade 
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of home manufacture. He renewed the motion to lay the 
proposition on the table; which motion prevailed; when 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business; and, after some time spent therein, 
Adjourned to Monday. 


them that they were injured and. oppressed, and borne 
down with’ burdens—that they were taxed like slaves; 
why, sir, they would laugh him in the face; the very chil- 
dren would Jaugh at it. The Western people never were 
more prosperous or more flourishing. than they are now; 
they want nothing to promote their happiness but appro- 
priations for purposes of internal improvement, to facili- 
tate their intercourse with the different sections of the 
country. If the gentleman, instead of repealing a paltry 
duty of a cent or two per bushel on salt, which the 
people feel not, nor care for, had proposed a measure 
calculated to remove the obstructions in the Mississippi, 
Missouri, and other Western rivers, or some mode to con- 
struct a railroad from some. proper point on the river, 
say from Cape Girardeau or Herculaneum, to Potosi, the 
heart of the mineral country, by an appropriation of the 
public lands, or otherwise to facilitate navigation and 
intercourse, this would have come home to their feelings, 
and have been worth all the trouble that he has taken 
about afew cents difference in the price of alum salt. 
Mr. B., said that he spoke the sentiments of his fellow- 
citizens when he said this; and he would bare his bosom 
to meet the result of their response to the opinion, while 
he proclaimed that this was the true interest of the peo- 
ple of Missouri. The gentleman had alluded to the 
practice of the English Parliament with regard to this 
subject, and scemed to infer that we must do the same. 
Sir, this is not an English Parliament; it is an American 
Senate; and it isa well known principle of legislation, that 
what is the interest of our country does not, of course, 
become the interest of another; in particular, when dif- 
ferently situated, with different institutions and opposite 
principles of Government. Because the British Parlia- 
ment have adopted a certain course of proceeding, it does 
not follow that the American Senate and people must fol- 
low their steps. Our duty is to proceed in a manner svit- 
able te the feelings and interests of the American people; 
not those of the subjects of the King of Great Britain, 
whose feelings and interests may be, and no doubt are, 
very diferent on this subject. Sir, said Mr. B., this doc- 
trine is most obnoxious to the people of the Western 


MONDAY, January 30. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. WILKINS presented certain resolutions of the 
president and directors of the Bank of Pittsburg, in favor 
of the Bank of the United States, and urging a renewal of 
its charter. : f 

Mr. W. observed that the resolutions, while they bore 
testimony to the liberality of a State bank, also afforded 
evidence of the utility of the Bank of the United States, 
in establishing a sound currency, and exercising salutary 
control over the State banks, always accommodating spe- 
cie-paying banks, and restraining the issue of a spurious 
or unsound currency. He moved that they be printed, 
and referred to the special committee on the memorial of 
the United States’ bank; which was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF. 


The special order of the day, being the resolution of- 
fered by Mr. Cray for the reduction and repeal of cer- 
tain duties, was taken up. The question being upon Mr. 
Haywer’s motion to amend, 

Mr. SMITH, of Maryland, rose, and addressed the Sen- 
ate as follows: Imake no apology, Mr. President, said he, 
for approaching age. It will, however, admonish me to 
take up as little of the time of the Senate as the important 
subject under consideration will admit. 

We have arrived at a crisis. Yes, Mr. President, at a 
crisis more appalling than a day of battle. I adjure the 
Committee on Manufactures to pause~-to reflect on the 
dissatisfaction of all the South. South Carolina has ex- 
pressed itself strongly against the tariff of 1828--stronger 
than the other States are willing to speak. But, sir, the 
whole of the South feel deeply the oppression.of that ta- 
riff. In this respect, there is no difference of opinion. The 
country. ‘The gentleman asks leave to introduce this South—the whole Southern States—all, consider it as op- 
testimony, because the evidence of the letter alluded to|Pressive- They have not yet spoken; but when they do 
was before them. Mr. B. said, if he thought the interests speak, it will be with a voice that will not implore, but 
of | any rendered it necessary, he certainly should not wil] demand redress. How much better, then, to grant 
object; but until he learned that the business could not be | redress? How much better that the Committee on Manu- 
well done without it, or that the committee had not power factures heal the wound which has been inflicted? I want 
already to obtain all the information required, he should | »othing that shall injure the manufacturer. 1 only want 
not vote for it. There was no rule or order of the Senate | Justice. j 
to prevent the gentleman from laying all the information Lam, Mr. President, one of the few survivors of those 
in his possession before the committee; and if he thought who foughtin the war of the revolution. We then thought 
the interests of his constituents required it, he was in| We fought for liberty—-for equal rights. We fought against 
duty bound to do so. He would be the first to require taxation, the proceeds of which were for the benefit of 
the committee to examine into any information or facts others. Where is the difference, if the people are to be 
which might be offered. Mr. B. said he would appeal taxed by the manufacturers or by any others? I say ma- 
to the country to say whether he had manifested any dis- nufacturers—and why do I say so? When the Senate 
position to shut out facts or stifle investigation; or whe- | met, there was a strong disposition with all parties to ame- 
ther there was any difference of principle between the} liorate the tariff of 1828; but I now sce a change, whith 
case of directly presenting, or referring evidence to a com-| Makes me almost despair of any thing effectual being ac- 
mittee by permission of the Senate. As this power now complished. Even the small concessions mace by the Se- 
existed, he could sce no necessity for the measure pro- nator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crar,] have been reprobated 
posed. He certainly did not wish to shut out any light, \by the lobby members, the agents of the manufacturers. 
nor was he willing to prevent inquiry; and if the’ neces-|! am told they have put their fiat on any change whatever, 
sary information could not be obtained without this mea- and hence, as a consequence, the change inthe course 
surc, he would vote for its adoption. and language of gentlemen, which almost. precludes all 

Mr. CLAY said the Committee on Manufactures were hope. ‘Those interested men hang on the Committee on 
ready to take up the whole subject of the tariff, but the Manufactures ike an incubus. I say to that committec, 
gentleman from Missouri required that they should. pro- depend upon your own good judgments—-survey the whole 
cced with his favorite articles alone. ‘Fhis was what Mr. [subject as politicians—discard sectional interests, and study 
C. objected to. He was opposed to a partial investiga-|only the common weal—act with these views, and thus 
tion of the subject. If, therefore, it was proper to require relieve the oppressions of the South. 3 A 
the committee to pursue the course proposed in regard] 1 have ever, Mr. President, supported the interest of 
to salt, it was equally proper in regard to other branches) manufactures, as far as it could be done incidentally. I 
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supported the late Mr. Lowndes’s pill of 1816. I was a 
member of his committee, and that bill protected the ma- 
nufactures sufficiently, except bar iron. Mr. Lowndes 
had reported fifteen dollars per ton. The House reduced 
it to nine dollars perton. Thatact enabled the manufactu- 
rers to exclude importations of certain articles. The hat- 
ters carry on their business by their sons and apprentices, 
and few, if any, hats are now imported. Large quantities 
are exported, and preferred. Al articles of leather, from 
tanned side to the finest harness or saddle, have been ex- 
cluded from importation; and why? Because the business 
is conducted by their own hard hands, their own labor, 
and they are now heavily taxed” by the tariff of 1828, to 
enable the rich to enter into the manufactures of the coun- 
try. Yes, sir, I say the rich, who entered into the busi- 
ness after the act of 1824, which proved to be a mushroom 
affair, and many of them suffered severely. The act of 
1816, I repeat, gave all the protection that was necessary 
or proper, under which the industrious and frugal com- 
pletely succeeded. But, sir, the capitalist who had invest- 
ed his capital in manufactures, was not to be satisfied with 
ordinary profit, and therefore the act of 1828. 

The Senator from Kentucky {Mr. Cray] says that a 
progressive decrease of duties is a slow poison, and yet 
that Senator swallowed the poison in the act of 1816, in 
the article of cotton, and 1 have never heard that it has 
done him much injury. He hasalso swallowed the poison 
in the act of 1824, where the duties are progressive, rais- 
ing them annually. Are they to be understood to be less 
poisonous by a progressive increase than a progressive 
decrease? ‘Ihe South considers the progressive increase 
as the most deleterious. The handicrafi-man—the black- 
smith—-the whitesmith--the workers of the bar iron, are all 
cruelly oppressed by the heavy duty on that all-important 
article. Give them the raw material ‘as cheap as it is re- 
ceived by the British workmen, and they will ask for no 
protection: they will depend on their own hands, and on 
those of their sons and apprentices. They are not heard. 
Why? They are not rich--they must be sacrificed to the 
rich iron master, whose business is more profitable than 
that of any other in the Union. 1 forbear going further 
into this subject at this time. F reserve my further re- 
marks until the subject shall be presented in a tangible 
shape--in a bill; when 1 trust I shall be able to show that 
the act of 1828 is highly injurious to the interest of the 
manufacturer. If you intend that this country shall be a 
manufacturing country, you must give the manufacturers 
the raw material (as England does) free of duty, or with 
very light duty. While you tax them high, as you do with 
imposts on hemp, wool, flax, and bar iron, you afford 
them no efficient protection by your minimum and cxces- 
sive duties. 

I rise, Mr. President, principally with an intention of 
following the Senator [Mr. Cray] in the view taken by 
him in relation to the financial operations of the Govern- 
ment since the adoption of the constitution. It is neces- 
sary to take this extensive review, in order toa full un- 
derstanding of this important matter. In it, Ishall probably 
be obliged to differ somewhat from him on- some points, 
which have unintentionally escaped his observation, but 
which are, nevertheless, very material to the subject un- 
der consideration, and will endeavor to show that he has 
thrown unmerited censure on the Secretary of the Trea-! 
sury, arising, E must presume, from the fact, that the ex- 
istence of the act of Congress of the 24th April, 1830, was 
entirely unknown to him, (Mr. Cray.] Before I arrive 
at that part of my argument, I deem it necessary to go 
back, and trace the public debt from the establishment 
of the funding system, in which review I hope the Senate 
willindulge mes 

In the year 1790, the funding system was created. It 


authorized stock to be delivered to each creditor of the 


Government to the amount of the debt due to him, two-| 


thirds thereof bearing interest of six per cent. from a cer- 
tain date, and one-third remaining free from interest until 
ten years thereaftér, commonly called the deferred debt. 
It also authorized stock to be issued for the amount of in- 
terest due to each creditor, on an interest of three ‘per 
cent., which stock was not to be redeemed at any price 
less than the par value thereof. For the payment of these 
several species of stock, the public domain, and the balan- 
ces in the treasury arising from duties on imports and ton- 
nage, (after paying the expenses of Government, ) were 
pledged. In the year 1791, a law was passed, which cre- 
ated a sinking fund. It provided that eight per cent. per 
annum should be paid in quarter-yearly payments to the 
holders of the six per cent. stock, (on which interest was 
payable, ) by which system six dollars was applicable to the 
interest in the first year, and two dollars towards the prin- 
cipal of the debt every year thereafter. The payment for 
interest annually lessened, and that of principal annually 
increased. This system was not materially changed until 
the year 1802, when Congress passed an act appropriat- 
ing the sum of 7,300,000 dollars to be applied to the pay- 
ment of the interest and principal of the public debt, in- 
cluding the payment for loans previously made, and for 
any loan that might hereafter be made. In the year 1803, 
a further sum of seven hundred thousand dollars was added 
to that fund, making the whole sinking fund amount to 
the sum of eight millions of dollars. This additional sum 
was intended to mect and extinguish the debt created by 
the -purchase of Louisiana. No material alteration was 
made respecting the sinking fund, until the whole of the 
debt (three per cent. excepted) was nearly or finally 
extinguished. In 1806, a law was passed, which antho- 
rized the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to purchase the three 
per cents., provided they could be obtained at sixty per 
cent. A portion of this stock was (I believe) redeemed. 
In 1807, an exchange of old for new stock was proposed, 
on certain terms, which, however, was of but little conse- 
quence, further than that it contributed to facilitate the 
payment of the public debt. In 1817, an act passed ‘to 
provide for the redemption of the public debt,” which 
had been created by the war. ‘This act appropriated, an- 
nually, the sum of ten millions of dollars, to be applied by 
the commissioners of the sinking fund to the payment of 
the interest and the extinguishment of the principal of the 
public debt; and it declared that any surplus which might 
remain in the treasury, beyond the sum of two millions of 
dollars, after the payment of the expenditures of the Go- 
vernment, should be applied to the payment of the public 
debt. ‘f'wo millions were thus reserved to meet any ex- 
traordinary exigency which might arise, and to provide 
for any unforeseen demands on the treasury. It was deem- 
ed advisable to make it legal for the treasury to retam a 
certain sum, rather than to permit the course which had 
been previously pursued without any legal authority; for 
it was shown by two reports from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, that one million of dollars had been annually 
reserved for the purpose of providing for any extraordi- 
nary demands on the treasury, which sum had been re- 
tained in the treasury without any legal authority. The 
authority to retain the two millions, (as I have reported to 
the Senate on a former occasion, ) had seldom been exer- 
cised. In 1827, the Committee on Finance reported a bill 
to reduce the two millions thus retained to one million. 
The bill did not receive the sanction of the Senate. In 
1828, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Bex rox] presented 
a bill, on leave, to repeal the 4th section of the act of 
1817, “to provide for the redemption of the public debt,” 
which would have deprived the treasury of the whole two 
millions held in reserve for exigency. This proposition 
was rejected. ‘The same Senator, in 1829, submitted a 
resolution for the purpose of repealing so much of the act 
referred to, as authorized the retention of the (wo millions 
in the treasury, which resolution was referred to the Com- 
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mittee on Finance, and reported against by that commit-| The Secretary, therefore, acts only in obedience to the 
tee, as inexpedient to be adopted at that session, for rea-jlaw. He dare not act otherwise, and must pay the three 
sons expressed in the report. per cents., unless the act be repealed. If repealed, what 

I now, Mr. President, have arrived at the principal] would be our situation? The report of the Secretary of 
point of my argument. In the year 1830, the Committee |the Treasury at the present session of Congress conveys 
on Finance deemed that the time had now arrived, at which | more information in relation to the financial concerns of the 
the treasury might safely dispense with the reserved two} Government, than any previous treasury report which I 
millions, and that authority should be given for the pur-|have seen. It is clearly expressed, and easily understood 
chase of the public debt with this sum; and they accord-|by all who have any knowledge of the subject. It con- 
ingly presented a bill, which passed into a law on the 24th] tains no ambiguity; on the contrary, it frankly and openly 


April, 1830. 
that law: 

“Src. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re- 
presentatives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the state of the treasury will admit of the 
application of a greater sum than ten millions of dollars, 
in any one year, to the payment of interest and charges, 
and to the reimbursement or purchase of the principal of 
the public debt, it shall be lawful for him, with the appro- 
bation of the President of the United States, to cause such 
surplus to be placed at the disposal of the commissioners 
of the sinking fund, and the same shall be applied by them 
to the reimbursement or purchase of the principal of the 
public debt at such times as the state of the treasury will 
best admit. 

“Sro. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever, in 
any year, there shall be a surplus in the sinking fund, 
beyond the amount of interest and principal of the debt 
which may be actually due and payable by the United 
States in suchyear, in conformity with their engagements, ; 
it shall be lawful for the commissioners of the sinking fund 


to apply such surplus to the purchase of any portion of| plus of 


I will read the first and second sections of| declares the views and plans. of the writer, and submits 


them boldly to the consideration of Congress. _ The plans 
of the Secretary, as expressed in the report, meet my 
entire approbation, and shall have my cordial support. 
The report states, and very correctly, too, that there will 
remain in the treasury, in the present year, (1832,) a sum 
exceeding fourteen millions of dollars, applicable to the 
payment of the principal of the debt. He also correctly 
states, as I shall hereafter show, that, with the particular 
exception of the three per cents., there is payable, in this 
year, a sum less than $4,000,000. Well, sir, there will 
then remain in the treasury $10,000,000 inapplicable (ex- 
cept to the redemption of the three per cents.) to any 


object. Is this large amount to remain dormant, losing 
interest? Or shall it be applied as the act of 1830 has 
directed’ The several sinking fund acts place all the 


public debt on the same footing, and, therefore, whenever 
the treasury has the means, it must apply them to the re- 
imbursement of the three per cents., in common with the 
other Government stocks. The Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Cuay,] aware of the dilemma, insinuates that the 
Secretary has erred in supposing that there will be a sur- 

ourteen millions. The Senator has reasoned as 


the public debt, at such rates as, in their opinion, may bej most gentlemen will do who are not fully informed, or 
advantageous to the United States; any thing in any act off have not carefully examined the subject. He has said that 


Congress to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

_ The first section vests in the commissioners of the sink- 
ing fund ample authority to direct that any surplus that 
may remain in the treasury shall be applied by them to 
the reimbursement or purchase of the principal of the 
public debt.” No exception is contained in this section in 
relation to the purchase of the three per cents. or to any 
other part of the public debt. This provision of the bill 
authorizes the purchase of every description of debt due 
by the Government. ‘The second section removes every 


the importations of 1831 have been unusually great; that 
those of 1832 will, in consequence, be greatly reduced; 
and, in this particular, I think he is correct; but the Se- 
nator seems to infer that the receipts at the treasury will 
not amount to the sum reported, (fourteen millions.) In 
this supposition, Mr. President, the Senator from Ken- 
tacky is entirely wrong. The receipts in 1832 have little 
connexion with the importations of that year; perhaps one- 
quarter of the duties which accrue in 1832 may be receiv- 
ed into the treasury during that year. But there is a 


doubt which might remain on this point in the mind off difference between. revenue accruing, and money ac- 
any gentleman, It distinctly declares that ‘it shall be! tually received into the treasury. The Secretary predi- 


lawful for the commissioners of the sinking fund to apply 


such surplus to the purchase of any portion of the public 


The commissioners'have considered the law to be im- 


cates his report on bonds taken for duties which accrued 
in 1831, and which, from the usual credits given, are pay- 
able in 1832. In this matter, therefore, he cannot be 
mistaken. He hasa list of the bonds before him. The 


perative, and, in consequence, they have redeemed the} Senate may, therefore, rest satisfied that fhe sum stated 
seven millions of stock deposited in the Bank of the United! by the Secretary of the Treasury, of fourteen millions of 


States. The present Secretary of the Treasury informs; 
us that it is intended to purchase or redeem the three per; 
cents. To that intention the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Cray] objects. He says, “I cannot think, and I shoul 
suppose Congress can hardly believe, with the Secretary | 
of the Treasury, that it would be wise to pay off a stock: 
of thirteen millions, entitling its holders to but three per 
cent., with a capital of thirteen millions, worth an interest 
of six per cent. In other words, to take from the pockets! 
of the people two dollars to pay one in the hands of the 
stockholders.” This language is intended for effect, and 
has doubtless operated on the minds of some Senators 
who may have been unacquainted with the act of 1830, to 
which 1 have referred, and of which even the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] seems to have lost sight. That 
Senator seems to think that the payment of the three per 
cents. is a project originating with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Such, however, is not the fact. It was the 
project of Congress, who passed the act of 1830, at which 
time the present Secretary of the Treasury wasin England. 


f 


dollars, will remain in the treasury, as expressed in the 
report; and that there will be ten millions of dollars inap- 
plicable to any other object than the redemption of the 
hree per cents., unless applied to the purchase of the 
tock payable in 1833 and 1835. I trust [have satisfied the 
Senate that no censure can attach to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the expression of his intention to pay off the 
three per cents.; that, in so doing, he simply performed 
an act of duty, in compliance with existing laws. 

The sale of the bank stock for the purpuse of paying 
the debt is objected to. I propose to take notice of it 
merely as a financial measure. The principal considera- 
tions by which the proposition to sell the stock is recom- 
mended, are those connected with the public interests, _ 
with the liberation of the country from debt, and with all 
the consequences arising from such a state of things. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury goes upon 
the supposition that, on these grounds, the Government 
cannot be resembled to-an individual dealing with his 
stocks for the purpose of the greatest pecuniary profit; and 
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that the general advantages ofa sale, andthe consequences, 
are more than equivalent to those of-a mere stockholder. 
But, as a mere financial and money operation, the 
scheme of the report is absolutely profitable. 
Tt will be perceived by the report, that the ordinary 
means of the Government will, by the 1st of January, 1833, 
pay off all the debt, excepting $10,302,686, which it is 


ject fully before them. I purposely omit the unfunded 
debt of thirty-nine thousand three hundred and fifty-five 
dollars, which may never be called for. 


_ Debt redeemable in 1832. 
3 percents. f- - - - > $13,296,626 
5 per cents. of 1822 S 


proposed to reimburse on or before the 3d March, 1833; (exchanged) - - = $ 18,901 
consequently, the sale of the bank stock, and the applica- 44 per cents. of 1824. -~ - 1,739,524 
tion of the proceeds, must be considered as taking place |44 per cents. of 1824 
at that time. Such appears to me, Mr. President, the (exchanged) Š ~- 2,227,363 
obvious scheme of the report. + —— 3,985,788 
The authority asked in relation to the Government stock x T 
in the Bank of the United States; is to sell that stock at a $17,282,414 
sum not less than $8,000,000, and not absolutely to the| Redeemable: 
bank, but only in the event that it will give more than can |On the 31st Dec. 1832, - $2,227,363 
be obtained in any other manner, or from any other source. On the 31st Dec. 1833, 2 4,735,296 
Under a general authority, there is a reasonable probabi- ——~— 6,962,659 
lity that a portion of the stock may be exchanged on ad- . 
vantageous terms for the three pet cents.; a proposition} ‘Total of funded debt, = = $24,245,073 
- for more than a million has been already made to exchange | Estimated receipts for 1832, $30,100,000 ——— 
at their respective value in the market. Old balance in the treasury, 1,208,276 
I will assume, however, that the stock be sold at ; 31,308,276 
eight millions of dollars, which is about fifteen per cent. Deduct probable expenses, 18,365,202 
advance, and which may be considered as a fair price, | Deduct unsatisfied appropria- : 
when we take into consideration the question of the-re-] tions, z ž $ 7 3,423,525 
newal of the charter, and the effect of this is conclusively 16,788,797 
shown by calculating the value of the stock to the Govern- a 
ment if it retained it during the whole term of the charter, 14, 519,549 


and comparing: it with the amount of sale and saving of|Interest on the public debt, - = > 500,000 


interest on the three per cents. 
One share of bank stock, with three years’ in- 

terest, seven per cent. per annum, would be 

worth, on the 3d March, 1836, - - - $121 00 
If sold on Sd March, 1833, at fifteen per cent. - 115 00 


Amount applicable to the public debt, 14,019,549 
Amounts of 44 and 5 per cents., redgeemable 
in 1832, - > - - -~ + 3,985,788 


$10,033,761 
There will then remain of the public debt, 
Payable 31st Dec. 1833, - $2,227,963 
| Do. Sist Dec. 1835,  - 4,7355296 
3 per cents. - - - 3,262,863 


Apparent loss, - : - = P z 6 00 
But, in the first case, the United States would 

Haye paid three years’ interest on $100 of 

three per cents. amounting to, - - - 

P 8 1o ies $10,225,522 
being the amount of the debt remaining unpaid on the Ist 
January, 1833. The amount of three per cents. which 
will then be unpaid, will somewhat exceed three millions; 
and they must be first paid, because the other remaining 
stock will not be immediately payable. 

This inconsiderable amount of debt remaining unpaid, 
may be extinguished either by a sale of the bank stock, as 
proposed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and which 1 
approve, or, if this course should not be adopted by Con- 
gress, then this debt can be redeemed hy the sale of the 
public lands, or by an extension of the time for the reduc- 
tion and repeal of import duties to the 30th June, 1833. 
I feel almost confident that, if we adopt the course I have 
here proposed, the whole amount of public debt may be 
discharged in that year, except the small amount due in 
1835, which also may be redeemed, if the holders of the 
stock due in that year will sell it. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] supposes 
that we ought to retain a revenue of eighteen millions of 
dollars. [Here Mr. CLAY explained. He said that he 
remarked in his speech that eighteen millions might now 
be retained, and hereafter to be reduced, if circum- 
stances would permit.] To which I replied that I had 
not read the printed speech of the Senator, [Mr. Crax, ] 
but was amply sustained in the quotation he had made, by 
the recollection of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Haxne.}] Let me inquire why, and for what purpose, 
the eighteen millions should now be retained. The an- 
nual expenses of Government, hereafter, ought not to 
exceed thirteen million five hundred thousand dollars; and 
they will not, probably, exceed twelve million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars. The miscellaneous expenses can- 


Thus showing an actual gain on each $100, by 
the proposed operation, of - - - $300 
The same result will appear, by stating it in the aggre- 
gate, thus: 
The stock of Government in the bank being, 
at par, - - - - - = - $7,000,000 
Add the interest at seven per cent. from 3d 
March, 1833, to the 3d March, 1836, being 
three years, - - - - - 1,470,000 
1f, therefore, we should sell the Government 
stock on 3d March, 1833, instead of keep- 
ing it, at - - - - - - 8,000,000 
We should incur an apparent loss of - -. 470,000 
But if the stock be retained, the United 
States would pay three years’ interest on 
$8,000,000 of three per cent. stock, 
amounting to - - - - - 720,000 


Thus showing an actual gain by the opera- 
tion, of - - - - - - - $250,000 

It is true, Mr. President, that the stock will be worth 
much more, if the charter should be renewed; but, by 
this proposition, we get as much for it as will pay off the 
public debt. 

Besides the objection to the proprietary interest of the 
Government’in the bank, it ought to be observed that, 
should the charter be renewed, the Government may 
always amply indemnify itself against loss, in the premium 
for tlie new charter. 

I now proceed, Mr. President, to present a brief statement 
of the funded debt, that the Senate may have the sub- 
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not exceed those of preceding years; on the contrary, they 


will not, I think, amount to so much. The Senator may} 


have two objects in view, when he proposes so large a 
revenue. The one may be, to carry into effect his splen- 
did ideas of internal improvement; the other, lest by a 
reduction of the revenue below eighteen millions, the du- 
ties on protected articles must necessarily be reduced. 
In relation to the first,object, I presume, the Senator will 
not expect great success while the present President re- 
mains in office; and the second object will, certainly, tend 
to continue the dissatisfaction which now prevails, in a 
great degree, in the Southern States, and which might 
lead to consequences too serious to be even thought of. 
Ido not hesitate to candidly avow my opinion respecting 
this important matter. It is this: the revenue, from the 
customs, ought not to exceed the sum of thirteen millions 
of dollars; and I. would prefer a revenue of twelve mil- 
lions. The revenue from the sale of the public lands, 1 
estimate (taking the average of a series of years) at two 
millions, and the bank. dividend five hundred thousand 
dollars. This latter income may cease in a few years. 
The three items which I have enumerated, would produce 
a gross revenue of fifteen-million five hundred thousand 
dollars. Deducting from this. sum the bank dividend, 
there will remain the sum of fifteen millions of dollars— 
affording, in my opinion, a surplus sufficiently ample for 
any probable extraordinary exigency, or demand on the 
treasury, which could possibly arise. Ifthe revenue from 
customs could be reduced to twelve millions of dol- 
lars, it would diminish the total nett revenue to four- 
teen million five hundred thousand dolars; which Icon- 
sider as amply sufficient. Indeed, I feel confident. that 
there would be a handsome surplus of from two millions 
to three millions per. annum, which might be applied to 
the more rapid completion of the fortifications, the esta- 
blishment oF additional arsenals, and other objects of a 
national character, 

The Senator [Mr. Cray] has said ‘that temporary 
causes may exact a reluctant acquiescence from the -peo- 
ple of the West, in the suspension of appropriations to 
objects of internal improvement; but, as certain as you 
(the Vice Presipenr) preside in that chair, or the sun 
performs its diurnal revolution, they will not be satisfied 
with the abandonment of the policy.” Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will ask the Senators from the West, whether im- 
provements, of a national character, haye ever been 
refused to the West by the Senate, or even by Congress. 
If there have been any such, they have escaped my recol- 
lection. It will be my object to show that Congress have 
done as much, perhaps more, for the improvements re- 
quired by the West, than for the East. I will enumerate 
some of a prominent.character. I omit all appropriations 
of land granted to the seats of Government, and reserved 
for salines. There were granted, for roads and canals, to 
Ohio, one million six thousand one hundred and thirty- 
seven acres of land, valued, at the minimum price, at one 
million two hundred and fifty-seven thousand’six hundred 
and seventy-one dollars. To Indiana was granted, for 
the same objects, three hundred and fifty-five thousand 
two hundred acres. of land, amounting in value to four 
‘hundred and forty-four thousand dollars. - Fo Illinois was 
granted, for similar objects, four hundred and eighty thou- 
sand acres of land, valued at six hundted thousand dollars. 
To Alabama was granted, for the same objects, four hun- 
dred thousand acres of land, valued.at five hundred thou- 
sand dollars. The whole of the foregoing grants of land 
amounted to the sum of two million eight hundred and 
one thousand six hundred and seventy-one dollars. The 
foregoing statements were taken from document No. 145, 
2ist Congress, Ist session. There were also appropriated, 
agreeably to document No. 11, of the same Congress and 
session, but not distinctly stated for what.objects, the fol- 
lowing appropriations of land, viz. ~' s ; 

Yor. VHT. —13 


3 e Aeres. -. Palue. 
Missouri, 1,182,719 $1,415,899 
Mississippi, 440,203 550,254 
Louisiana, ~: , 920,061 1,150,077 >> 
‘Tennessee, 200,000 250,000 


In addition to those grants of land which I have enu- 
merated, large sums-of money have been appropriated, 
to wit: for the Louisville and Portland Canal Company, 
three hundred thousand dollars; for the improvement of 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; for the improvement of 
the mouths of almost every’creek and river ia Ohio, émp- 

ing into lake Erie; for the improvement of the harbor 
of Presque Isle, on lake Erie; for the Cumberland road 
through Ohio, and for. its being extended through the 
whole extent of Indiana and Ilinois, agreeably to the 
wishes of those States, which appropriation of money can- 
not be less than two millions of dollars—making the total 
of land and money amount.to nearly five millions of dol- 
lars: whilst Maryland has been expending its own money, 
and that of Baltimore, to the amount of from twenty 
to twenty-seven thousand dollars per annum, for the last 
twenty years, for the preservation of the harbor of Balti- 
more; and whilst a subscription to the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company, of five hundred thousand dollars, has 
been refused,. although equally beneficial to the West as 
to the East. The West, Mr. President, are satisfied, at 
least I suppose so, because they have scarcely ever asked 
for appropriations of money from the treasury, or land 
from the public domain, for application to national objects 
in the West, without having such request ultimately 


granted. : ie ty ax 
The, West, Mr. President, has always.been the favored 
child of Congress. We have seen its rapid improvement, 


and we look, with pleasure, to its future great: conse- 
quence to this Union. It has been our duty, as well as 
our wish, to promote all its improvements of a national 
character; and-I trust, and believe, that Congress will, as 
it has heretofore done, do all that lays in its power, to 
promote its happiness and,increase. 1 have.always been, 
as Senators well know, and shall ever continue to be, a 
friend to the West, in promoting its views in every thing 
which relates to internal improvement of a national cha- 
racter. ` 

I return my thanks to the Senate for their pol 
gence, and will now resume my seat. - 4 

Mr. HOLMES-next rose, He said, I should not, pro- 
bably, Mr. President, have thrown myself on. the indul- 
gence of the Senate, had not the Senatorfrom South Ca- 
‘rolina. [Mr. Haxxz] denied. the power of Congress to 
protect our manufactures, and intimated an opinion that 
a State might annul the acts of the Federal Government. 
And although the few sentiments which he uttered on the 
subject came in at the close of his remarks, and seemed 
rather as an afterthought, yet, as he has embodied them 
in the speech, Ican never let doctrines so dangerous ‘pass 
without my decisive disapprobation. Here every friend 
of the constitution should be upon the walls—he should 
“ cry aloud, and spare not.” Here, we should repeat 
again and again, here there should be ‘ line. upon line, 
and precept. upon precept.” And though my little bark 
has been pelted and ‘shattered by the storms and tempests 
which infest the capes, shores, and seas of public: life, 
yet, frail as ittis, I will venture to launch it into- the boister- 
ous ocean of debate, if thereby I can contribute aught to 
save the constitution of my country from the shipwreck to 
which it is exposed. Sir, I have entertaified an early 
and:constant veneration for this constitution. My. first 
essay in political debate was to. defend it against innoya- 
tion, undér the specious name of amendment; ahd I shall 
never cease to regret the success of that alteration in re- 
‘gard to the election‘of President and Vice President. It 
thas unquestionably impaired the beauty and harmony of 


ite indul- 


-hot'the same cause? Usurpation ofa State upon the le- 


 portanceat this crisis, calls for the aid of all its friends. The 


tion, and more on those which lead to intemperance and 
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thë- system, ‘and multiplied the dangers which will always 
attend the election of a.chief magistrate. _When-an at- 
tempt. was’after wards made in my own, and some-other of 
the New England States, to‘annul the acts of the General 
Government, I then: exerted my feeble powers, against 
fearfal odds; to defend this constitution against heresy and 
infatuation... And the’same doctrines which I then incul- 
cated upon the Hartford conventionists of the East, I will 
now enforce upon the nullifiers of the South. -Sir, is it 


‘and even-exempting bibles entirely? If, in these things, 
you havea discretion, if: you can tax the rich and relieve 
the poor—-the extravagant for the sake of ;the prudent— 
the immoral for the moral—infidelity and vice for piety 
and. virtue--why not idleness for industry; inasmuch as 
indolence is the parent of vice; and nothing is more true 
than the adage, that ‘* when the devilfinds a man idle, he 
generally sets him at work.” E 

` But it is, I believe, admitted,' that an impost may be 
« incidentally” protective. Now, if by “incidental” we 
are to’understand casual, fortuitous, accidental, the pro- 
tection ‘must be a‘mere happening, and cannot at all- 
enter into the design. - Miserable, indeed, would be the 
fate of your manufactures, were their protection to be 
the sport of chance, or a blind fatuity. But ascribe to 
the term a secondary meaning, to wit, ‘*subordinate, or 
not essential to the chief purpose,” and then your impost 
must be chiefly financial, subordinately protective. But 
here a question meets us at the threshold. In determin- 
ing whether an‘impost ischiefly financial or not, must we, 
in order to determine its character for constitutionality, 
be governed by the design or the effect? It will be rea- 
dily perceived, an act intended for revenue may become 
almost entirely protective. It has been the case of nails 
and other articles; and, on the contrary, an act intended 
for protection may operate exclusively for revenue. Let 
us first suppose it is the design of the act which is. to de- 
termine its character, and that we could agree in the tri- 
bunal to make the decision--it must be an exceedingly 
critical matter to decide. You must keep an accout cur- 
rent of motives, and set down to the credit of the law 
those Senators who voted for it asa revenue law; and to the 
debit side those who voted for it for protection; and those 
for nothing, who were governed alike by both motives. 
But when you come to those who were governed almost 
las much by one consideration, and also those who were 
against the Jaw altogether, you would find it exceedingly 
difficult to get down to the end of the alphabet with any 
accuracy even in this Senate. And then you must ascertain 
the motives of a much more numerous branch, many 
members of which would not probably know-how or why 
they voted; and, could you even surmount all these difi- 
culties, and go to the President to inquire of him, 
here you are finally stopped: for this Senate has solemnly 
decided that he is not obliged to give any reasons for any 
thing. And where is the tribunal to search the hearts and 
try the designs of the Federal ‘Legislature who enacted 
the law? The Supreme Court would not. In a very pal- 
pable case, (the Senators from Georgia know what I 
mean,) that court solemnly decided that they would not 
inquire into the purity of the motives of the legislators 
who enacted the law; and if they would not in that case, 
it is not to be expected that they would in any other, 
for a stronger. could scarcely occur. The design of a 
law of Congress, then, is only to be examined by a State; 
and its Legislature is, I suppose, to sit in judgment on the 
members of Congress, penetrate. their inmost thoughts, 
and pronounce a law unconstitutional or not, as, in their 
wisdom, they may have ascertained the motives of the 
legislators who enacted it. If our Government is such a 
palpable absurdity, such a compound of contradictions 
and inconsistencies, it is a poor compliment to those pa- 
triots who formed it, and the people who adopted it, and 
its dissolution might be anticipated: without one feeling of 
regret. : , i 

But if the constitutionality is to be determined by the 

effect, the difficulties will thicken, and are indeed insur- 
mountable. The decision is to be made not upon the laws 
and constitution, but by matter of fact. It is to depend 
upon facts, and of a character, too, the most corrupt and 
uncertain ascertained not even‘by positive and direct tes- 
timony, but upon the mere opinions of men influenced by 
different and opposite views and interests, Ts this law of 


gitimate. powers of the Federal Government?. ` 

I know full well-that even the thought of a. dry discus- 
sion of this- constitutional question is more. revolting. to 
the hearer than it iseven to the speaker; still, sir, its im- 


strength and power which is exerted against it, was never 
greater than it now is. We see statesmen of the highest, 
order, inferior to féw in any country, whose power: and 
influence.in a good cause would almost certainly ensure its 
success, by some strange delusion, converting our Federal 
Government into a mere rope of sand. . In this state of 
the case; I must approach this part of the subject, forbid- 
ding.as.it is, and volunteer my humble services in defence 
of this constitution. L will, sir, for brevity’s sake, quote 
that part only of the ‘constitution which grants to Con- 
gress the power to lay and collect imposts. That the 
charactér:of an impost tax was well understood when it 
was inserted in the constitution, cannot be well doubted, 
if we consider the men who framed it. It had never been 
confined:or limited tothe object of revenue. Great Bri- 
tain: had always-exercised this power to protect her manu- 
facturing industry; and was, “at that time, exercising it 
with a relentless hand, to suppress and entirely destroy 
the infant manufactures of the United States. The chief 
mischief to be remedied was the want of an efficient power 
to wrest from impending rain our own domestic indus- 
try. Foreign goods were never cheaper, yet we were 
never poorer, ‘or in-greater embarrassment or distress; 
and I declare'it:as‘tmy deliberate belief, that, but for the 
want of this protective power, the constitution never could 
have been adopted... 
_ Now, sir, there is no other restriction on this power of 
imposing an impost, but-that it shall not be imposed on 
exports, and that it shall be. ‘ uniform” throughout the 
United States.’ The first restriction has nothing to do with 
the question, and the last refers not at all’ to the equality’ 
of the tax on different parts of the Union. An impost js 
a:tax on consumption, which can never be equal unless 
you can compel all to consume to the same amount of the 
same article; or it fluctuates between the consumer and pro- 
ducer, or falls exclusively on the latter, according to the 
vicissitudes of trade. No oné can, for a moment, imagine 
that the framers of the constitution could have ever enter- 
tained the thought that this tax was to fall equally on all. 
Tt was to'be <‘ uniform” in this—that the same article 
pate in all parts of the Union, be subject tothe same 
duty. aoe i E s 
Now, can you make this impost.duty bend to any pur- 
pose except that of revenue? Can you, for instance, re- 
gard the- ability of the persons taxed? If it must be ex- 
clusively financial, you must impose it on that which will 
produce the greatest revenue, regardless of all other con- 
siderations. May you not have in view public economy, 
and give your imposts a sumptuary character? It will not 
be denied that this tax has always been made to bear most 
heavily on luxuries. . And, if it may have regard to the 
economy, why not to the morals of society? May you not, 
for instance, ‘impose less on articles of necessary consump- 


other immoralities? It is surely the characteristic feature 
of an impost, and among:its chief excellencies, that it may 
be thus used. May you not regard religion in our imposts; 
laying heavier burdens on irreligious books than on others, 
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Congress chiefly financial or chiefly.protective in its ope- 
rations? . This isthe. question of fact to be determined, 
upon which hangs the validity of a law, -A State (for 
your federal court would not,) looking up evidence- to 
nullify an act of Congress! Look a little further——an act 
at first financial and very constitutional, becomes, ‘by its 
operation, protective, and therefore unconstitutional-- 
dead. And who can. tell at what time it died? When 
was this good law converted into a dead letter? And if 
this be so, then the converse proposition: is true, that an 
act of Congress, protective, and. therefore unconstitu- 
tional, at first, may, by the course of events,-be raised 
into full and active life by its becoming financial. Sir, can 
it be seriously insisted that this power over the impost is 


confined exclusively to revenue, or-that it- has annexed 


to it this vague, visionary, incoherent, “incidental”? quali- 
ty, which none can define or understand? It is most mani- 
fest that this word was ‘inserted in the constitution with its 
then ordinary import, force, and effect, qualified or altered. 
only by the exceptions and limitations connected. with it. 
And all of such a character were those only. which re- 
quire its “ uniformity,” and forbid it upon ** exports.” 

But for what other purposes than revenue was this 
power given? The purpose for which it has always been 
employed by other nations, and by several of: the States, 
was commercial; and, in some nations, that was almost its 
exclusive purpose. Other modes of taxation were resort- 
ed to for revenue, but this was an instrument. for the pro- 
tection of commerce. This, when the constitution was 
framed, was the chief engine of all the restrictions and 
countervailing restrictions of every commercial nation. 
The people of the United States were suffering from this 
power which they themselves were unable to exercise; 
and it was for this reason, more than any other, that they 
consented to adopt the constitution. i 

Look at the connexion of the grant to lay and collect 
imposts with the other grants. . «€ To pay the debts,” this 
is one purpose. To “ provide for the common defence 
and general welfare,” is this a substantive grant? If it is, 
it includes the protection of manufactures and every thing 
else. Is it a purpose or design of other grants? That is, 
may you raise and appropriate money at discretion? If 
so, the power of protection is included. I do not contend 
for either of those constructions. Congress has power to 
lay and collect imposts for the purpose of providing for 
the common defence and general welfare, viz. for the 
purpose of carrying into effect the other specified powers, 
one of which is the ‘ power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several-States, and with 
the Indian tribes.” ‘The Senator, from South Carolina, in 
the debate on the tariffof 1824; and he seems now to urge 
the same idea, insists, that as the. power to regulate com- 
merce is expressly given, and that to regulate agriculture 
and manufactures is not, it is clear that no such power can 
be inferred. It shall be my purpose to examine this ob- 
jection, and I shall do it particularly; and, as the consti- 
tution is become the subject of ingenious criticism, and is 
in danger of being frittered away in this manner, I shall 
indulge in a close examination, even‘at the éxpense of be- 
ing thought pedantic. z : 

Now, sir, what was the known signification of this 
word * commerce,” when-it was inserted in the constitu- 
tion? I will give its literal, its historical or practical, and 
its political or scientific definitions. The best. lexico- 
graphers define it, ‘€ the exchange of one thing for. ano- 
ther;” in a general ‘sense, an interchange or mutual ex- 


- The Edinburgh Encyclopedia says of commerce, that 


the word is frequently used in the limited :gense. of: mer- 
-cantile intercourse with a foreign country, while trade is 
made to denote.traffic among the inhabitants of the same 
country. Strictly speaking, however, there is no founda- 
tion for-this distinction, either word being entitled, both 


by etymology. and’ decisive authority, to a comprehensive 
and general interpretation. ` Either. may, therefore, be 
defined, in-its broadest sense, ‘‘an-exchange-of commo- 
dities, whether the object of the exchange be‘consumption 
or resale at-a profit.” we ge AME AAs ae 
Mr. Say, the most scientific theorist on political econo: 
my, inchides in it all products of agricultural’and ‘manu- 
facturing industry: He observes, that industry, limited 
to the collection of natural products, is agricultural; em- 
ployed in severing, compounding, or fashioning them to 
the satisfaction of our wants, is manufacturing; and in 
placing these within, which before were beyond our 
reach, is commercial. From all these we come down to 
this conclusion, that “ commerce,” as understood when the 
constitution was adopted, is the interchange or mutual ex- 
change of the.products of agriculture and manufactures. 
Now, it is very true that the constitution does not grant 
power to regulate agriculture and manufactures, but it 
does grant:the power to regulate the exchange of their 
products. Had the constitution conferred on Congress 
the power to regulate agriculture and manufactures, it 
would have conferred too much; that is, in what manner 
these shall be produced, or whether at all. Had it con- 
ferred the power to regulate the products of agriculture 
and manufactures, it would have amounted to about the 
same. But-had it conferred the power to-regulate the 
interchange, or mutual exchange, of these products, it 
would have done circuitously what it has, in part, done 
concisely, and distinctly, and much more appropriately. 
Take away from commerce the products of agriculture 
and manufactures, and there is nothing left; labor and ca- 
pital are the agent, the products of agriculture and manu- 
factures the object, and commerce is the action. Now, 
take away the object, and there is nothing on which to 
act.. And how can you act when there is nothing to do? 
Without these products, commerceis a mere ideal being; 
it is even less, it is the merest abstraction; there.is nothing 
in it tangible, ostensible, or imaginable. You may as well 
conceive of roundness without a ball, of smoothness with- 
out a surface, motion without ‘something to be moved, a 
quality without the thing qualified, as of commerce without 
the objects of exchange. Lowey ONT 
Navigation is not commerce, and no power is given to 
regulate this. . It is the vehicle, the instrument, by. which 
commerce is cartied on. . It is even less essential to com- 
‘merce than the products of agriculture and manufactures; 
because without these there can be no commerce; and 
without the interchange of these, commerce is a misno-- 
mer. And where is your power to regulate seamen, as 
another instrument of commerce? Yet this never has 
een questioned. a 
And what is this power to “regulate?” It ia to. make 
rules to govern. And what isarule? Itisa law.. We 
all remember when, in our incipient studies, we were 
taught that a law was ‘*arule of civil conduct, prescribed 
by the supreme power of-a State, commanding .what is 
right, and forbidding what is wrong,” -The supreme is 
the legislative power; and this must. be supreme over the 
subject-matter and person on which it is called to act; and 
the <‘ right or wrong” is determined by the decree of the 


change of goods, wares, productions, or property of any | judiciary, to whom, in free Governments, this duty is con- 


kind, between nations or individuals, either by barter or 
by purchase and sale. ‘The dew mercaforia includes in 
the word whatever is transacted in the way of barter, pur- 
chase, or sale.” Dr. Anderson comprehends in commerce, 
“t navigation, colonies, manufactures, fisheries, mines, 
agriculture, and money concerns.” < aia 


fided. The word rule; is, in the constitution synonymous 
with law. ** Uniform rules of naturalization,” and ‘(rules 
for the government of the army and navy,” are made by 
enactments, and are, to all intents and purposes, laws. 
To regulate commerce, therefore, is to prescribe rules to 
govern the exchange of the products of agriculture and 
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inanufactures; aid-it'is-a~power over the whole subject-| ‘+The question is, have these been encouraged? ` Has 
matter, exceptwhere-rest#ained by the constitution itself. | Congress been able, by national laws, to prevent thé im- 
It would seem to the that-this inference is,irresistible, and/ portation of such forcign commodities as are made by raw 
that,zunless the regulation of commerce ‘{ncludes that of| materials as we ourselves raise.”--Mi. Dawes, of Mr. 
the*éschange of its objécts, itis nothing but an abstraction. | Eliots Debates, 1 wol pT oas 3 

But if Iam wrong in this, the constitùtion has failed| ‘Mr. Pierce (opposed to the constitution) was afraid 
of its design; It originated:in the want of power to re-|the impost would be. abandoned for direct taxation.”’— 
ciprocate ‘the favor, and retaliate the injuries.of foreign Id. 9%. Ds gs : 
nations on this very subject of trade. This powerof pro-|} Mr. Williams, of New York, proposed. an amendment 
tecting out own manufacturer was urged as the chief rea-|to the constitution of the United States, that when the 
son for its. adoption. Some States had, notwithstanding | moneys arising from imposts and excise should be insuffi- 
the articles of confederation, undertaken to expotind cient, then a requisition for a direct tax upon the States 
treaties. . Congress, on the 13th of April, 1787, came to should be made, and, om refusal, Congress should levy the 
the following resolution: =~ : ` |tax.?--1 Elliots Debates, p. 294—5. 

c Besólved; That the Legislature’of the several States} <“ Chancellor Livingston, in objecting to this amend- 
cannot explain, limit, or control, a national treaty, but} ment; remarked that if the manufactures of this country 
such treaties are the supreme laws of thé land, by the ar-| were always to be in a state of infancy, if the amendment 
ticles of the confederation.” - í were only a temporary expedient, the provision might 

‘In. 1784, . April 30, a resolution of Congress recom-| consist with good policy; but, at a future day, an en- 
mended tothe several States to vest the United States in |larged population will render us a manufacturing people; 
Congress ‘assembled, for. the term of fifteen years, with} the imposts will then necessarily lessen, and the public 
power to prohibit any goods from being imported into, or | wants will call for new sources of revenue.”~—Jd. p. 303, 
exported from, any of the States, in vessels belonging to,| ‘* Mr. George Mason opposed the power to lay direct 
or navigated by, the subjects of any Power with whom the | taxes.” —2 Elliot, p. 64. 

United States have not formed any treaties of commerce;|_ Mr. Madison. ‘* Direct taxes will only be recurred to 
and, also, of prohibiting the subjects of any foreign State, | for great purposes.” —/d.- 96. : ; 
&e. unless authorized by treaty, from importing into the} ‘Mr. Nicholas. Money cannot -be raised more judi- 

ciously than by imposts. It is not felt by the people. But 


United States any goods, &c, which are not the produce | ciou 
or manufacture of the. dominions of the sovereign whose | he insisted that the power of. direct taxation was necessa- 
ry.-—Id. 98. i f 


subjects they’ are:——5 Marshals Washington, 70. . 
“The idea of compelling Great Britain to relax some-| Mr. Marshall answered the objection, that direct tax- 
ation was unnecessary.”’~—Jd. 187. i 


what of the rigors of her system, by opposing it with re- 
gulations equally restrictive, seems to have been generally} “Mr. Monroe contended against direct taxation, be- 
taken up.”’—Jd..69. - cause the impost and back lands were sutficient.”-—Jd. 232, 
So also note, Mr. Adams’s letter, recommending that} Mr. Madison. ‘‘I admit that the impost will increase 
Congress should have the power.~ í until the population ‘becomes so great as to compel us to 

«4 'The`Bostoñ petitioners request that the numerous im-|rectir to manufactures.” —Jd, 238. f 
positions of the British on the trade and exports of these} © Mr. Spencer, of N: C. “I would give them the power 
States may be forthwith contravened, by. similar expedi-|of laying imposts, and I would-give them power to lay 
and collect excises: I confess that this is a kind of tax 


ents on our‘part.”-—Jd. 77. 2 
‘Thè Pennsylvania memorial, after, stating that other |that I would with great reluctance agree to exercise. But 
it is obvious that, unless such excises were admitted, the 


nations will not be -restrained by any apprehensions, as 
longas the power remains severally with the States, of public burden will all be borne by those parts of the com- 
munity which. do not manufacture for themselves.”—3 


being met by any consistent and effectual restrictions on 

our ‘part; prays Congress to recommend to the States to| Æliot, p. U7. ; ; 

give it the necessary power over the commerce of thej ` Mr. Wilson, of Pennsylvania. ` **’ The future collection 
: of the duties and imposts will, in the opinion of some, su- 


United States.”-—Jd. 73. 
‘Washington, in a letter to a friend in Great Britain, thus | persede the necessity of having recourse to internal taxa- 
tion.”--3 Elliot, p. 289. ; 


states: “ They (the people) now see the indispensable 
Mr. Wilson again, on the same subject. ‘It is not an 


necessity ofa general controlling power, and are address- i 
ing their respective assemblies to grantit to Congress.” — jimportant object to extend our manufactures and our com- 
i EARS merce.”-~1d, 282, 


. Id. dow”: ; s 
Again: ‘Ido not see that we can long exist asa nation, | ‘* Mr. Martin, of Maryland, proposed, in the conven- 
tion for forming the constitution, that requisition should 


without: lodging:somewhere a power which will pervade 
the wholé Union, in as energetic a manner asthe authority | precede direct taxation.”—4 Elliot, Yates’s Min. 30. 
of the State Governments extends over the several States.” | “< Massachusetts convention ratified the constitution, and 
Id. 95. , l X proposed, among other amendments, that Congress do 

st Suppose, as has been contended, that the federal power | not lay direct taxes but when the moneys arising from the 
of taxation were to be confined to duties, on imports, it is|impost and excise are insufficient for the public exigencies; 
evident that the want of being able to command other re-|nor then, until Congress shall have first made a requisition 
sources.wotld frequently be tempted to extend those du-|upon the States.” ——4 Elliot, 210. 

South Carolina. ‘The General Government of the 


ties to'an injurious excess.”—1 Federalist, No. 35, p. 18. 
United States ought never to impose direct taxes but 


s s Thèmore intelligent ‘adversaries of the constitution n 
admit the necessity of the power of taxation, but they | where the moneys arising from the duties on imposts and 
excise are insufficient for the public exigencies; nor then, 


qualify their admissioh by a distinction between what they 
call internal taxations; the latter of which they explain}until Congress shall have made requisition upon the 
into commercial imposts, or rather duties on imported ar-|States.”—4 Eliot, 214. 

ticles; they declare. themselves willing to concede to the] “New Hampshire in nearly the same words.”’-- 2. 
‘Federal Government.?*-1 Federalist, No. 30, p. 19. <‘ New York, nearly the same.”--/d. 218. 

~- < Our manufactures are another great object which has] Rhode Island. ‘No direct taxes without previous re- 
received no encouragement by national duties on foreign | quisition, nor without the consent of three-fourths of the 
States.”-—Jd. 225. 


. manufactures, and they never can, by any authority in the 
old confederation. ; 3 “In the preamble of the act of the 22d July, 1789, 
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the reason of that tariff is alleged to be to pay debts and from abroad, as to the exertions and 


protect domestic manufatures.”—1789, Jirst sessions — - 

‘To complete a temporary system (of revenue) in 
. time to embrace the spring importations, Mr. Madison 
presented the scheme of impost which had been recom- 
mended by the former Congress, c 
the.approbation of a majority of the States; to which he 
added a proposition’ for a tonnage duty. Mr. Fitzsimmons, 
of Pennsylvania, meved to enlarge the catalogue of spe- 
cific duties, to. include those calculated to encourage the 
productions of our own country, and protect our infant 
manufactures, and others tending to operate as sumptuary. 
restrictions upon articles of luxury: But though. the 
propriety seemed to be admitted, yet the time was thought 
insufficient for a permanent and extensive plan.”—-5 Mar- 
shall, 190. ne: 

«Mr. Madison consented ‘to subjoin.the amendment 
proposed by Mr. F., and it was received. Buta differ- 
ence of opinion arose on filling the blanks, as to particu- 
lar articles; ‘and no inconsiderable degree of watchfulness 
was discovered lest those States which were more popu- 
lous, and whose manufactures were in greater progress, 
should lay protecting duties, whereby the industry of one 
part of the Union would be encouraged ‘by premiums 
charged on the labor of another part.” —Jd. 191. 

«s On the tonnage question, Mr. Madison supported the 
affirmative, that we ought to have vessels enough to an- 
swer all the purposes of our commerce, to form a school 
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skill in producing 
them at home.” , j i . 

Was this for revenue?. 5 

Mr. Jefferson’s report of 23d February, 1793,..made 
pursuant to a°resolution of the House of the 14th Fe- 

< Where-a nation imposes high duties on our produc- 
tions, of prohibits them altogether, it may be proper for 
us to do the same. by theirs, first burdening or excluding 
those productions which they bring here in competition , 
with our own of the same kind, imposing -on them-duties 
lower at first, but heavier and heavier afterwards, as other 
channels of supply open.” š 
` Not for revenue, surely. `. 

Message, November, 1804, he submits: 

“s Whether the great interests of agriculture, manufac 
tures, commerce, and navigation, can, within ‘the pale of 
your constitutional powers, be aided in any of their rela- 
tions.” Nothing of. revenue in all this. / 

Again: ‘An immediate prohibition of the exportation 
of arms and ammunition is submitted to your considera- 
tion.” Nor in this. n ty 

Message of December, 1806: : 

« Shall we suppress the impost, and: give that advan- 
tage to foreign over dorhestic manufactures?” This looks 
like protection. 

„Mr. Madison’s message, December, 1810: 

“ Although other objects will press more immediately 


for seamen, and to lay the foundation of a navy; and if this [on your deliberations, a portion of them cannot but be 
were a burden on some parts of the Union, they ought to|well bestowed on the just and sound policy of securing 
bear it for the public good.”’-—Jd. 192. å to .our manufactures the success they have attained, and 
' You see then, sir, after the constitution was adopted [are still attaining, under the impulse of causes not: per- , 
and put in operation, what was the understanding-of it by | manent; and to our navigation the fair extent of which it 
those who contributed to its formation and adoption.. The|is at present abridged by the unequal regulations of 
very first public general law, approved on the memora:|foreign Governments.”- This too is protection. ; 
ble fourth of July, 1789, bore upon the face of it its‘de-| In the clause of the constitution which declares that 
sign to protect domestic manufactures. If the constitution | Congress shall have power to regulate commerce. with 
has been violated, the enormity was committed by its|foreign nations, and among the several States, and with 
framers and adopters, by the very first act which they did|the Indian tribes, the. word “commerce”. comprehends 
after their votes to support it, and this, too, on the glori-|‘* navigation;” anda power to regulate navigation is as 
ous dnniversary of our independence. Its death-wound [expressly granted as if that term had been a ded to the 
was inflicted at its birth—ay, wantonly inflicted—there | word £ commerce.”—Gibbons vs: Ogden, 9 Wheat. 189, 


was no mistake—no plea of ignorance to shelter them; 
the protection of manufactures stood in glaring capitals, 
conspicuously on its, front. And, strange to tell! that, 
from that time down to 1824, though we had had protec- 


193. 
“Exceptions from a power-mark its extent.” —Zb. 191. 
“ The power to regulate commerce extends to every 
species of commercial intercourse between the United 


tion upon protection, and had experienced a partisan {States and foreign nations, and'among the several States.” 
warfare, in which’the combatants were violent and vindic- | 6. 193. ds , oars 
tive, and not over-fastidious about their ‘weapons, not af ‘Like all other powers, it is complete in itself, may be 
lisp was uttered of this usurpation, nor the least pretence jexercised to its utmost extent, and has no other limitations 
of the unconstitutionality of a protective tariff. . Sir, I put jthan such as are prescribed it by the constitution.” —Jb. 
these historical facts against.all the arguments made, or {195. : -3 
to be made, I care not how ingenious, subtle, or power-| ‘*It is the power to prescribe rules by which commerce 
ful.: Washington, Hamilton, Madison, and a host of|is to be governed. It seems to imply in its nature full 
others, who made this same constitution, could not have |power over the thing to be regulated, and necessarily 
mistaken its design in this respect; and they either were [excludes the action of all others that would perform the 
right in the exercise of this power, or wilful and. wicked [same operation on the same thing. ”—Zb. 209.. 
usurpers. ; A Sir, unless the United States have an ultimate, effectual 
Sir, it is most certain that if revenue must be the chief |decision and determinatiowof conflicts between State and 
object of an impost, it is excluded from every other pur-|federal power, the constitution is a misnomer. A consti- 
suit, as well as the protection of manufactures. How, |tution of government, and-no power to govern without the 
then, could the tonnage act be justified? How could’ the |consent of the constituent? Legislative authority to make 
famous resolutions of Mr. Madison, of 1794, discriminat- |laws, to be executed only at the will of those on whom they 
ing against nations having no commercial treaties with us, fare to operate?. Judiciary and Executive power.to be met 
be justified? Now let us see what have been the Execu- jand opposed with effect, by those from whom these pow- 
tive opinion and practice on this subject. ers emanated? A Government containing, in its constitu- 
tion, a revolutionary principle which can destroy it? And 
yet this denominated a Government! -Palpable absurdity. 
Your confederation was‘a, ‘* perpetual league,” and its 
. energies would be exerted upon the differentemembers. 
recommendation. But I cannot forbear intimating to you jonly by advice, ov actual force, war. The name and na- 
the expediency of giving effectual-encouragement, as {ture of this was changed, and we have a constitution con- 
well to the introduction of new. and useful inventions |ferring legislative, judiciary, and. executive powers as 


Washington’s inaugural address. 


“The advancemeént. of agriculture, commerce,- and 
manufacture, by all proper means, will not, I trust, need 
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absolute upon those matters on-whiċh they are designed 
to act,-as such powers can be. . : ier 
Iam aware thatj.at times, States have attempted to put 
on airs, and set up thei own against federal opinions. 
But*they have always:been: ii.the wrong, and-were com- 
pelled to retract. ` Virginia, in ler famous resolutions 
against the aliencand ‘sedition: acts, as they were called, 
was supposed to advance the doctrine that a State. could 
annul a law of. Congress, on the ground that, in the opi- 
nion of the State, it was unconstitutional. But, by recent 
explanation, it is believed Virginia did not intend to go so 
far. But be that as it may, she, in about ten years after- 
wards, disavowed the principle entirely. It was at the 
time Pennsylvania was.disposed to measure her strength 
with that of the United States, in Olmstead’s case. It 
seems the Legislature had ordered out the- militia to resist 
the marshal‘in the execution of a precept, issued under 
the authority: of the United States; and, on the pretext 
that the decision of the court was wrong, General Bright 
marched this army against the marshal, who. had nothing 
“but his precept to defend him. He, nevertheless, in the 
presence of this hostile force, executed his precept, and 
the General marched his army ‘‘back again.” - It was on 
this occasion that Pennsylvania applied to the other States 
for an“ainendment.of the constitution, to establish some 
other tribunal to-determine conflicting claimgyof jurisdic- 
tien’ between.a State and the Federal Government. . Then 
Virginia, ‘with: great unanimity, answered that the Su- 
+ preme Court was the most suitable tribunal, and that the 
constitution, in this respect, is very well as it is. 
“> At the times.of the embargo and war, my own State, 
and some others; urged upon Congress their nullifying 
doctrines.. „I have some reason to remember it: although 
it-was scarcely safe.to. attempt to resist the infatuation, 
yet, at every -hazatd, I condemned it as a usurpation. 
‘And, sir, L will enforce. the same objections and argu- 
ments toall who maintain the same doctrines, at any time, 
and -in-any. section: of the Union. These, sir, were my 
sentiments.then... [Here Mr. H. read a passage from his 
own speech in: the Senate of Massachusetts, in 1814.] 
These are my sentiments: now. ‘Then, I was sustained 


discontents of any portion iy fellow-citizens. I con- 


‘sider the nullifying power claimed by a State, pernicious 
Lat any time, and any where. 


And; sir, allow me to add, 
thatthe effect of such doctrine, with the precepts and 
examples..of South Carolina, are, to my mind, indeed, 
most pernicious. Had. these complaints, and’the remedy, 
come from some new State, scarcely instructed yet in the 
principles of our conféderated republic, we might have 
ascribed’ them to rashness, or want. of instruction, and 
treated them ‘‘as the capricious squalls of a child, who 
don’t know whether it is aggrieved or not.” But coming 
from a State always and still distinguished, as well for her 
intelligence and. patriotism, as for her politeness and ur- 
banity, the tendency. and effect is’ to be deprecated in 
proportion to the high source whence the cause proceeds: 
for if these things are found in the green tree, what may 
be found in the dry? 1f the golden vessels of our politi- 
cal sanctuary are thus marred, what is to become of the 
earthen pitchers? If the sturdy oak thus bends its majes- 
tic branches to the blast, how is it to fare with the hyssop 
upon. the wall?” If; in fine, South Carolina can inculcate 
these precepts, in the spirit of patriotism, what may we 
not expect of others in the spirit of faction? 

I now quit the discussion of the constitutional question, 
which has detainéd me much longer than I intended, and 
inquire how the Federal Government, in its operations, 
failed to secure to the people the great objects anticipated 
and intended. Is the picture of the distress and ruin of 
the South, as drawn by the Senator.from South Carolina, 
real? -And ‘has this desolation come upon them so sud- 
den? If so, I say with Patrick Henry, ‘overturn ‘the 
Government.” In the language of the declaration of in- 
dependence, it having failed to secure to the people 
‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” it is your 
right to alter and entirely abolish it. But remember, the 
moment you take this ground, you are, as the States wete 
who made that declaration, in a positive revolution, and 
out of the pale of the constitution. ; 

But sir, it seems to me thatthe evils which we have 
heard described with such feeling and touching eloquence, 
must be either imaginary or greatly exaggerated. In 


and encouraged in these doctrines by many members of] 1824, in discussing the subject of the tariff, that Senator 


Congress whom I-now. see around me. But ‘tempora 
mutantur; et mutamur in. illis;” and what was ‘*moral 
treason” then, may be patriotism now. Have they all aposta- 
tized—all gone and left me? No, I see one. It is a con- 
solation--1am_ not left entirely alone. But I will quit this, 
which may savor of egotism, and give you something far 
better. : 

Patrick Henry, in his address to the people of Char- 
lotte, speaking of the Virginia resolutions, remarked that 
“the State had quitted the sphere in which the constitu- 
tion had placed her, and, in daring to pronounce upon 
federal laws, had gone out of her jurisdiction in a manner 
not warranted by any authority, and in the highest degree 
alarming to every considerate man; that such opposition, on 
the part of Virginia, to the acts of the General Government, 
must beget their enforcement by military power; that this 
would probably produce civil war; civil war, foreign alli- 
ances; and that foreign alliances must necessarily end ‘in 
subjugation to-the Powers called in. _ : 

“Congress were as much our representatives as the 
Assembly, and had as good.a right to our confidence. He 
had seen, with regret, the unlimited power over the purse 
and sword consigned to the General Government; but he 
had been-overruled, and it was now necessary to.submit 
to yhe constitutional exercise of that power. If,” said 
hes “Iam asked what is to be done, when a people feel 
themselves intolerably oppressed, my answer is ready— 
overturnathe Government. But do not, I beseech you, 


thus describes the then condition of the people of the 
United States: i 

s Frederick the Great could make his subjects so pros» 
perous; that every family should enjoy on the Sabbath 
day the luxury of a meat dinner. . All'classes of our peo- 
ple are supplied with food, not, as in many parts of Eu- 
rope, a single kind, and of insufficient quantity, but ina 
great variety, and in vast abundance~-they have conve- 
nient dwellings, sufficient fuel, warm and comfortable 
clothing, and these blessings are “possessed to an extent 
which leaves no room for complaint in any part of the 
country. We possess, too, the means of educating our 
children.” o - 

Now, in little more than seven short years, they, from 
this high eminence, this summit of human happiness, are 
plunged into the deepest and darkest abyss of misery and 
despair. In looking at the population of the cotton-grow- 
ing States, viz. South Carolina, Georgia, Tennessee, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, I find that, in 1820, it 
was 1,622,889, and in 1830, 2,371,748, giving an increase 
in ten years of 748,899, or nearly fifty per cent.; and, 
while allowing a proportionate gain upon the increase for 
the next ten years, it will double in twenty years. Now, 
whether the means of subsistence, the comforts of life, 
precede or follow an increase of population, it is certain 
that one always treads very closely on the heels of the 
other. If this then is to be relied on, here is an indica- 
tion of prosperity unexampled in the history of man. 


carry matters to this-length. without provocation.”——|Further: the great staple, the chief industry of these 


Wirt’s P: H. 374-5. 


people, is cotton planting. Let us see the result of these 


Sir, I impute -no improper motives to the complaints or {products at two given periods, 1821 and 1830: 
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, 1821 ~ 1830. Gain. 
Cotton, Ibs. 124,993,404 | 290,314,937 | 165,318,532 
Value, $20,157,484 | $29,674,883 | $9,517,399 


By these results we see a population doubling in twenty 
years, increasing the export of its great staple one-half in 
value, and nearly three-fifths in quantity, increasing the 
home consumption of the same article at least one-half in 
the same period, and-furnishing: in it more than half of all 
the domestic exports of the United States; and yet within 
the last seven years fallen into the region of despair. Sir, 
if this is so, it is a paradox that would confound and para- 
lyze every political economist and statesman . who ever 
wrote. See what they were in 1824—a true picture, I 
admit. See what they now are described to be—the most 
appalling picture of desolation I_ever- witnessed. . Ossian 
himself could not have surpassed it. ‘* The stream is re- 
moved from its place by the falling of the walls, the this- 
tle shakes there its lonely head, the moss whistles in the 
wind, the fox peeps out of the window, and the rank 
grass of the wall. waves round his head.” . 

One-sixth:of the population, doubled in twenty years, 
nearly doubling: the value of its products in ten, antl 

. furnishing, in a‘single article, more than half your domes- 
tic exports; and with all these indications of prosperity, 
.you witness ,discontent, complaint, and lamentations; the 
tariff must be. abolished altogether, and then a jubilee! 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hayne] wants 
: a jubilee! | What!-another, and so soon, too? Sir, the one 
which you have will not expire, at soonest, until the 4th 

* of March, 1833;'and now you would have another on the 
-back of this! The tribes of Israel (and they were a dis- 

~ contented set) were satisfied with one year in fifty. Then 
all debts were cancelled, all prisoners released, and those 
who-had been in any way deprived of their lands had them 
restored. - The poor Indians would, I think, be satisfied 
with even such a jubilee. But, on the’4thof March, 1829, 
you blew the trumpet, and the jubilee was announced for 
four years at least, and I am sure more and greater bless- 
ings were anticipated than the Israelites ever enjoyed in 
all their jubilees. Very much was promised, and very 
much too was realized. Editors, postmasters, and con- 
tractors, were to have offices—and it was so. : Friends 
were to be rewarded, and enemies punished—and it was 
so with a. vengeance; and even friends were massacred, 
who were a stumbling-block in the roadto ambition. Re- 
form was to be thorough, and it is so: so thorough, that 
the President is now engaged, most of his time, in re- 
forming his own reformation! ~The bank was to be 
abolished, and a new one established, based on the public 
revenues; and, as there is so large a surplus of these, all 
were to come andhave what money they would! I mean 
all the friends of the administration; and it is to be so; 
thatis, ifthe question can be postponed until after the next 
election! And, in addition to these, you have enjoyed, 
and are still enjoying, many things which were not pro- 
mised. The President has done what no other man ever 
did or can do; he has, as it were, annihilated space, and 
an American minister is near-to the court to which he is 
appointed so long as he can get no further off. He has, 
moreover, invented a suit of -politics, fit for any size, or 
any form! Are you a democrat? Fam the father of the 
democratic party. Are you for amalgamation? See my 
first cabinet—poor fellows! Are ‘you federalists? See 
my last—four to one. The federalists ‘had been so long 


neglected, that I was determined ‘to make up for lost time! | 


Are you against appointing members of Congress to office? 
See my precepts. Are you for it? See my. practices. 
Are you against internal improvements? See my Mays- 
ville veto. Are you for them? Séean act of the same 
day, embracing the same principles:.“¢ Approved, Andrew 
Jackson.” Are you for ‘nullific 2- Thad no power 
(do you see) to execute a law, a treaty, against 


the will of a “sovereign State!” you against. it? 
Read my letter to the Charleston dinner eaters. -Are:you 
against the bank? Read my first message. : Are you for 
it? Read my last. And, to come to the subject directly 


before us, are you for or against a protective tariff?’ -On 


that subject I-am this, that, or nothing~~precisely as you 
please, gentlemen! Now, with all these blessings pouring 
in upon you like'a torrent, will you go away? . No, stay 
and enjoy this jubilee! What a delightful variety! Are 
you not fond of variety? If you are, you never can expect 


-to find a greater than under this nondescript administration. 


Sir, the effect of the objections to the protective system 
are the same, whether they be to its expediency. or con- 
stitutionality, viz. tö defeat the'design of the constitution. 
The propositiow of the Senator from South Carolina is, 
that restriction should never be resorted to, but for the 
purpose of eoercing other nations to abandon their re- 


.strictive systems on us. 


Now, the exception amounts, in’ practice, to nothing. 
Free trade is your avowed policy, and you only resort to 
restriction as a measure coercive. This is saying at once 
to other nations, ** we will force you, if we can, to quit 
your restrictive measures upon our commerce; but free 
trade is our policy, and if you will not-yield, we must.” 
Like the case of two men, who met ina very harrow way; 
one called-out to the other, ‘‘turn out, and Iet. me 
pass;” the other believing, perhaps, that he had an equal. 
right to the road, disregarded the command, and remained 
leisurely in his carriage. The‘first called out, “sir, if you 
do not turn out and let me pass, I will—” ** And pray, sir, 
what will you do?” 4 Why, sir, if you do not turn: out 
and let me pass you, I will—turn out arid ‘let you pass 
me.” The proposition, therefore, of the Senator. from. 
South Carolina,-thus stripped of its. useless and inopera-’ 
tive exception, is nothing more nor less than-a preference 
of a passive to an active commerce. It is emphatically 
Chinese. If other nations make it a part of their per- 
manent policy to encumber our trade, we are to submit. 
The whole freight and capital engaged is to be foreign, 
and we are to become the passive sellers and buyers at 
home. Isee, sir, we have stronger indications still that the’ 
Chinese policy is gradually gaining ground. Our late 
minister to England, in his. miserable arrangement” in 
regard to the colonial trade, after having given’ to British 
tonnage a preference alike injurious and disgraceful to us, 
attempts an apology, by saying that it will always be for 
our benefit for other nations to export our foreign produce; 
that is, that they should have a preference. And if apre- 
ference inthe exportation of our foreign, why notin‘our do- 
mestic production? Take the. Senator’s and the minister’s 
proposition together, and there will be very little ground 
to complain that ‘‘‘ our tonnage is diminished.” 

But it is contended that protection keeps down foreign 
competition, and enhances the price to the consumer. 
Now, whether the impost falls on the consumer or pro- 
ducer, or is divided between them, depends upon the dë- 
mand.. If the producer is much more necessitated to sell 
than the consumer to buy, the impost falls on the first; if 
the reverse, it falls on the last; if the necessity is-equal, 
it is divided between both. Diminish the number of pro- 
ducers, and you destroy the competition in the production. 
Diminish the number of consumers, and you effect the 
same in the:consumption. The Senator tells:us that a coat 
may be purchased cheaper in Canada thantin the United 
States. Be it so; and what would be the résult, should 
you withdraw your protection -from your own woollens? 
Should it suppress the American fabric, the British manu- 
facturer would be almost without:competition. He then 
could furnish the market, and establish the price. Take 
a simple illustration. -łn a couùtry village there’ are 
twenty consumers. of a‘single manufacture, and two pro- 
ducers of the article. -While* these rival artists remain, : 
each would attempt to excel the other, and the purchasers 
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who. hears mew 
being“left-to the me 
withsimpunity, deman 


fa single producer, who might, 
sown price?. Further: suppose, 


in the same village, twenty producers of the raw material 
„should furnish these two.manufactures. On the withdrawal 


of oné,. would-not these twenty equally suffer. with the 


consumers? In the first case, they might sell to one of 


the two rivals; now, they are at the mercy of the one with- 
out a rival. Now, if Great Britain were our sole Manu- 


facturer, and we were the- consumers of her products, | 


and the producers to her of the raw material, why would not 


the producers’ of this raw material, and the consumers ‘of 


the manufactured. article, be as much in her power as i 
the example cited? : $ pen Fan be 
But, you will answer, withdraw protection, and. fo- 


reign manufactures will struggle for our market; the com- 
petition we lose at home will be supplied abroad... But 
where? . We must take the commercial world as itis; and 


then. we find Great Britain capable of monopolizing our 
whole:market... She can break down every other foreign 
competition: ‘ : 
if 


érs will so compete with each other, 
preference in our market, you have 
icy. 
ketd of competition and rivalry; 
sport of her capitalists, and, in 
ed,- But the Senator admits, nay, in- 
ish: foreign competition, is to enhance 
í ndoubtedly the effect, unless there is 
sponding increase to the home competition. Make 
otecting duties —prohibitory, and you would. un- 


eater than that of the consumers. 
ct, the foreign importation is. not 
creased, and regularly increasing. 
‘encourages the domestic manufac- 
he consumption of the foreign. 
ireefold competition—the foreign 
ucers, and the domestic with each 
wn manufactures to their good be- 
the greatest stimulus. possible to pro- 
ductio ut. if to diminish the foreign competition 
enhances the-price, much more, therefore, would a diminu- 
tion of the domestic: consumption of the domestic pro- 
ducts, being always far greater than that of the foreign. 
It seems tome, therefore, very clear that the presentlow 
prices are accounted for in the competition of production, 
encouraged by. the. protecting system. But, let us have 
free trade—free trades: Now, sir, this notion of free trade 
is an entire fallacy ce:every where begun by 
protection, and is still main- 

tin the nature.of man that 
j pe; Mi the very ‘politics’ of- na- 
ture”: which the Sena res. Shouldevery commercial 

nation now spring into existence, organized into communi- 

ties as they now are,’they would, from the very nature of 

things, resort to the protecting system., Where they are 

disposed to a.perfect reciprocity, they would differ. at 

once in defining it. .-Suppose all men. honestly disposedto 

do justice to each; still law and civil. government would 

be just as necessary as-they now are: for they would never 

agree what was justice. Suppose a solitary ona desolate 

„island: he raises his bread, and makes his clothing, and 
“the surplus of his labor-is: th nothing. Another, 
a manufacturer of clothin g, 1s-cast upon the same island, 
“and bread is exehan othing, and here commences 
what is termed ‘£g: But the moment 


fn clothes again, or go 
and protection begins. 


: -compétition._ Let one of the two 
ight. put the question to any one 
rot the whole twenty. suffer. by. 


upon relief from this, by supposing’ 


You would find combina-, 


‘den’ Consumption, until the competition of 


.delphia Society for the Encouragement of 


‘the smalles 


Commerce, from. thea pndebted to protection 
for its existence and its g The Hanseatic league”. , 
was formed and sustained for the defence of commerce 
‘against the rovers, (advocates of free trade,). who made 
themselves a little too free with the legitimate enterprises 
of merchants. Our non-intercourse, non-importation, and 
embargo laws were restrictions upon the freedom v hich 
was practised with it by the British orders and Fre: ich 
decrees; and our navy has very lately operated.as a: 
strictionaipon those associated gentlemen in the W: 
dia seas, vulgarly denominated pirates. ge a 

Adam Smith and John Baptiste Say wrote for Europe, 
as it was, and, like all'others, in. opposing the abuse of a 
system, they have become adversaries of the system itself; 
as men, by seeing religion and liberty perverted, have be- 
come infidels and tyrants. Mr. Say observes, ‘that there 
is, perhaps, not a nation in Europe where a man is free to 
dispose of his industry and capital in what manner he 
‘pleases. In most places he cannot even change his oc- 
cupation, or even his place of residence, at pleasure.” 
But even here, he says that Smiths rule, that ‘every 
one is the best judge how to employ hi a capital and 
industry,” admits of many important éptians;. and 
admits that encouragement is proper whe è 
application of the power of capital is contemplated 
distrust or disdain.” This principle of Mr. Say 
trated by the doubtand prejudices which haye at di 
times been felt or entertained in regard to what are no 
our most important products. I will give you an insta 
in the silk and cotton. ee oe 

Sixx. Sully’s objections to Henry TV,:a 
duction of silk. ‘itis true her (France’s) chmate denies 
her silk—the spring begins too late, ‘and an’ exc sive... 
moisture almost always prevails; and this. inconvenience, 
which is absolutely irremediable, affects not only the. silk 
worms, which, on this account, are hatched with great 
difficulty, but likewise the mulberry'trees that these in- 
sects feed upon, for which a mild and temperate“air is 
necessary in the season wherein they put forth their 
leaves.” : ; : 

In 1590, less than two centuries and a half ago, this was 
the opinion of one; of the greatest statesmen of the age. 
But Henry would not be dissuaded, and now France pro- 
duces annually more than all Europe besides; and the 
United States has grown, in.that time, to 13,000,000, and 
has imported 6,599,007 dollars--3,634, 839 dollars of which 
is the product of this same France. * j 

Corron. In 1788, Richard Leake, Esq., of Georgia, thus 
writes to Thomas Proctor, Esq., of Philadelphia: ‘‘T have 
been this year an adventurer, (and the first that has at- 
tempted it on a large scale,) in introducing a new staple 
in the planting interest of this State—the article of cotton. 
Several here, as well as in Carolina, have followéd me, 
and tried the. experiment, and it is likely to answer our 
most sanguine expectations; samples of which I beg leave 
to send, and request you will lay them before the Phila- 
Manufactures, 
that the quality may be inspected into. -I shall raise 
about five thousand pounds in the seed, from about eight 
acres of land, and next year I intend to plant fifty or one 
hundred acres, if suitable encouragement is given. 

- The principal. difficulty that arises to us is, the clearing 
it from the seed; which J am told they do with great dex. 
terity in Philadelp ith gins or machines madc for the 
purpose,” &e: equestshis friend to purchase, and 
send to:himyon Stnachines, and adds, ‘I have not 

d at this State will be able to fur- 
nish al ‘be necessary. for the manufactories in the 
Northern States nd concludes with his conviction of its 
“magnitade to-the manufacturing interests of America.” 
_ Mr. Hamilton’s report: ‘The extensive cultivation of 
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cotton can, perhaps, hardly. be. expected, but from the prises—intrinsic difficulties incident to first essays ‘against 


previous establishment of the domestic manufactories of} 


the article.. He proposes to remove the duty of three cents 
per pound from the foreign article.” 

The Senator from South Carolina has spoken of the free 
trade system, and principles of Washington and Hamilton. 
J confess I was not a little surprised; for these are the last 
authorities to sustain the free trade doctrines of the present 
day. © Washington’s opinions and practices I have already 
cited; and should scarcely think that any one who had 
read Hamilton’s celebrated report on manufactures, could 
possibly imagine that he and the Senator were both on the 
same side of the question. .They would readily admit that 
the Senator made a very good argument against the pro- 
tective system, and the Secretary a very good one for it. 
But surely our understanding must be obtuse, indeed, 
to imagine possibly that both were aiming at the same 
object. 

iM. HAYNE hererose to correct Mr. Honmes, and said 
he had not quoted Alexander Hamilton as an authority in 
favor of the doctrines of free trade. What he had said 
was, that Alexander Hamilton’s protecting system was, 
essentially, a system of free trade, inasmuch as he did not 
propose to impose duties beyond 7% per cent., an amount 
far below what the most zealous advocate for free trade now 
would be willing to submit to, as necessary for revenue. ] 

I have already given the reason why the duties were 
then so low; but I will recur to the Secretary himself for 
proof of his principles. 1 cannot tax the patience of the 
Senate to read his report, which is very voluminous, as 
well as very able; but ] have taken a synopsis of it, con- 
taining the substance, which I will present to their consi- 

- deration. 

In‘answer to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, 15th June, 1790, Mr. Hamilton, Secretary of the 
Treasury, made his report on manufactures. 

‘The embarrassments which have obstructed the pro- 
gress of our external trade, have led to serious reflections 
on the necessity of enlarging the sphere of domestic com- 
merce.”-—— 5 Miles, 153. 

‘* He maintains that land is, itself, stock or capital, ad- 
vanced by its owner to the occupier or tenant.””—J6. 155. 

Speaking of the productiveness of manufactures and 


foreign competitors, 
which they experience.” 


and capital. 
of capital.” But query of this.--J6. 160-61-62-63. 


with their skilland. the protection 


«< He answers the objection to the use of foreign labor 
He speaks of the funded debt. as a species 


<c He then enumerates several manufactures in which 


we have been successful, viz. of skins, iron, wood, flax 
and hemp, bricks, tiles, and potter’s ware, spirits and 
malt liquors, paper, hats, refined sugars, oils of animals 
and seeds, soap and candles, copper, brass, and tin wares, 


carriages, snuff and smoking tobacco, ‘starch: and ‘hair 


‘powder; painter’s colors and gunpowder.”—Jb. 190. 


‘<The theory, that to abridge foreign competition in- 
creases the:price of the articles, does not correspond with 
the fact.” 

‘t But if such were the effect at first, it is universally 
true that the contrary is the ultimate effect with every 
successful manufacture.” 

«s Thus, in a national view, a temporary enhancement 
of price must always be compensated by a permanent 
reduction of it.”—J6 j 

<‘ There seems to be a moral certainty that the trade ofa 
country which is both manufacturing: and ‘agricultural, 
will be more lucrative and prosperous than that ofa country 
which is merely agricultural.” = >’ : oo 5 

‘6 The essential of national supply—-the means of sub- 
sistence, habitation, clothing, and ‘defence, every nation 
should possess within itself.”—Zb. i 

ce The extensive cultivation of cotton can, perhaps, 
hardly be expected, but from the previous establishment 
of domestic manufactures of the article.”?—=1b. 193.0" 

*©To accomplish the object, he recommends protecting | 
duties, which have been sanctioned by the Jaws of the 
United ‘States in a variety of instances. -Prohibitions of 
the exportation of materials of manufactures—pecuniary 
bounties. The right to do this has been questioned, but 
without foundation.”-—J}. 195, `. ok 

«© Premiums of a nature allied to bounties.” —JB: 

“ Exemption of the materials of manufactures from 
duty.”—J. R i 

“ Drawbacks of the duty on the material when manu- 
factured; judicious regulations for the inspection of the 


agriculture‘ the maintenance of two citizens instead of | manufactured article; the facility of pecuniary remittances; 
one is‘going on, and the State ‘has two members instead of |bank paper, and the facilitating of the transportation of 


one, and they, together, consume twice the value of whatis 
produced from the land.” 

* The division of labor and its effects—greater skill and 
dexterity--economy of time, and an extension of the use 
of machinery.” ‘ 

t Additional employment of classes of the community, 
not particularly or necessarily engaged--women and chil- 
dren.”’-—1b. 157. 

‘Emigration from foreign countries--greater scope 
for the diversity of talents, anda more ample field for 
enterprise.” 

. “The uncertainty of the foreign demand for the pro- 
ducts of agriculture should induce us to substitute a home 
market.” Jb. 159. 

**The arguments against the encouragement of manu- 
factures would have great force, if the perfect liberty to 
industry and commerce were the prevailing system of na- 
tions. But the regulations of several countries with which 
we have the most extensive intercourse, throw serious ob- 
structions in the way of the principal staples of the United 
States.”-—Jb. 159-60. eee 

“TIt is no small consolation, that the measures which 
restricted our trade have accelerated our internal improve- 
ments.”——1h. 160. 0. 55 ee - 

Against the hypothésis that manufactures, unprotected, 
will grow up as fast as the interest of the community re- 
quires, he replies: “The 
spirit of emulation, the fear of- 

Vou. VIN.--14 


materials by roads and canals.” ees 

“It were to be wished that there was no doubt of the 
power of the National Government to lend its direct aid 
to a comprehensive plan of internal iniprovements.”-—Jb. 
197. xs SE y 

‘*He then proposes specific protection to certain manu- 
factures: Iron, copper, lead, fossil, coal, wood, grain, flax 
and hemp, cotton; the duty of three cents per pound on 
the foreign raw materials should be removed; wool, silk, 
gunpowder, paper, printed books, refined sugar, and cho- 
colate.” 

I have before me a volume of Chaptal, who, morethan 
twenty-five years after, expresses the same sentiment, He 


is the great practical writer on political economy, and one 


whose opinions are now followed exclusively m France. 


It is in the original French, but I believe I can render it 
correctly into English. 


4 If Government does not afford to an important branch 


of industry which is. undertaken, the advantages necessary 
to indemnify the undertaker for sacrifices and losses which 
are inevitable in a first establishment, what prudent man 
would engage his fortune in enterprises so hazardous? In 
this case Government should endeavor to reconcile two 
kinds of interests, 
risk his capital without a guaranty that the industry with 
t which he would enrich his country should not be sacrific- 
fluence-of habit, the ed to that of foreigners; and that of the consumer, who 
in- untried enter- ought not to be left to the mercy of the manufacturer for 


That of the manufacturer, who cannot 
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the,price of an.article.consecrated .by use. . This-legisla- 
tion, applicable to. every kind of industry, forms a guaranty 
for the manufacturer who engages his fortune in an enter- 
prise; it excites emulation, multiplies establishments of 
thesame.nature, -and‘establishes very. soon a competition 
which is to the entire advantage of the consumer. 

Without doubt, in the first moments, the consumer 
might be injured; but it is a light sacrifice which he makes 
for his country, which .opens.a new source of riches; and 
the competition which is induced in the fabrication imme- 
diately lowers the price to whatit ought tobe. We have 
seen a.very recent proof of this in the cottons, the salts, 
alum, light draperies, and most of the articles of cutlery. 
As. the immutable principles of nature will not bend to 
the capricés.of. men, we readily perceive that we have 
taken a false direction, and have had to overcome difficul- 
ties, which we might have escaped, but for this false posi- 
tion; and to preserve the industry created, it has become 
necessary to resort to extreme measures, and to enforce 
the prohibition of foreign products. f 

s We have to speak of the forced condition in which 
Europe‘is placed. England has set the example, and she 
has. drawn. almost ‘all nations into her measures; so.that 
now we are obliged to imitate the conduct of our neighbors. 
It is, perhaps the only means that a great nation could 
employ, strong in its industry and its agriculture, and 
more independent in. its resources, to bring back people 
to true ‘principles. We dare believe that this return, so 
desirable, isnot far distant; and, in expecting it, we should 
prohibit foreign. products, so- far as foreigners exclude 
those of our soil. and- our country.” 

Again: ‘The necessity of the protecting policy is so clear- 
ly enforced in the following French decrees of 1785, that 
Lcannot omit a quotation:from them: 

“The tide of fashion, which, in this country, had run 
so. long and so strong in favor of French goods, especially 
those depending upon fancy, had now set as strongly in 
the contrary direction;and English manufactures, of almost 
all kinds, were, in'suich request in France, that the shop- 
keepers used. to write.over their doors, ‘Warehouse for 
English goods.’ .. The King of France, in a decree issued 
onthe 10th of July, very liberally declared that nothing 
could be more agreeable to his own principles, than a 
general liberty of trade, which should permit the free 
circulation of the produce and manufactures of all nations, 
making them all, asit were, but one nation in point of trade. 
But, unless such a liberal system could be universally and 
reciprocally established, he must consult the interest of 
his kingdom, by prohibiting the importation of white cali- 
coes, stuffs of cotton and linen mixed, handkerchicfs, di- 
mities, and nankeens, except those imported by the India 
Company, or vessels. licensed by w late deerec; forcign 
printed calicoes, whether: imported from India or Europe, 
were ordered to be exported; and all muslins, gauzes, and 
lawns, of foreign manufacture, were strictly forbidden to 
be sold in the kingdom. ` But he allowed his subjects till 
the 10th of August, 1786, to dispose of the goods already 
in their possession, and alsc. six weeks to receive goods 
already. ordered from foreign countries; and he excepted 
from the prohibition blue linens, checks, &c. fit for the 
Guinea trade. 2 

«July 17th. Ina few days this decree was followed bya 
second one, the preamble of which states that the industry 
of the country was discouraged by the demand for foreign 
goods, and chiefly English oncs, which, from fashion and 
fancy, had obtained a preference, which was the more in- 
tolerable as French goods were rigorously prohibited in 
England.” ‘Therefore the King strictly prohibited the im- 
portation of English saddlcry, hosiery, woollen cloths, 
hardware, and ‘all other English goods, except those al- 
lowed by a deeree’of the year 1601, whereof'a list was 
annexed. All polished steel wares (except tools and in- 
struménts for the setvice 6f the arts and sciences) and 
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glass, and crystal of foreign manufacture, were also strictly 
prohibited.. Those who carried on no trade were per- 
mitted, upon obtaining a special license, to import smal} 
quantities of foreign goods for their own use only; but, 
that the enjoyers of luxuries might be obliged to contri- 
bute to the general utility, they were to. pay a duty of 
above thirty per cent..on the value, to be applied for the 
encouragement of the national manufacture, and upon no 
account to be remitted to any person, of whatever rank or 
quality. ; f 

‘It was said that-above a hundred looms in Spitalfields, 
in the gauze branch only, were stopped by the counter- 
manding orders sent over in consequence of these decrees.” 

The next year, however, notwithstanding this ‘tide of 
fashion and fancy,” France was seduced into a commer- 
cial treaty, stipulating for low duties on the manufactures 
of each country, and. mutually excluding silks, of which 
France produced the raw material, and England did not. 
This was the finishing stroke to a successful rivalry with 
England. The manufactures of Great Britain have ever 
since maintained the ascendancy, and their unrivalled 
success may be ascribed to this very treaty. Had these 
decrees but.been enforced for a few years, this ‘ tide” 
would have turned, and very many French manufactures 
would, at this time, have excluded the British. 

The Senator still insists that ‘the consumer pays the 
impost.” This, though it may be generally, yet not uni- 
versally, true, in arevenue, is no rule ina protecting duty, 

Mr. Say, on this subject, observes, ‘those writers who 
have maintained that the tax bears upon any one or more 
classes in particular, or in any fixed or Certain proportion, 
have found their theory contradicted by experience at 
every turn.” Yet, if any one rule, more than another, is 
to be relied on, it is this, that, as soon as protection begins 
to operate, and in proportion to its operation, the tax is 
reflected back from the consumer to the producer. Take 
the case of bar iron: in the years 1818, 1826, and 1830, 
when the several tariffs of 1816, 1824, and 1828 were in 
fall operation, I recur to the price current in Boston, and 
select for an example, ‘ Old Sable.” . In 1818, the duty 
was $9 per ton, and the price, including the duty, $104. 
In 1826, duty $18, price, including duty, $100. In 1830, 
duty $22 40, and price, including duty, $96. Thus, while 
the duty has been constantly increasing, the article taxed 
has becn as constantly diminishing. ‘lhe reason 1s as 
manifest as the fact is true—the domestic article has been 
increasing in quantity. Suppose the foreign manufacturer 
furnished three-fourths of your consumption, the greater 
quantity would command the price, and this tax would 
fall on the consumer. . But let the domestic product in- 
crease to one-half, the competition between forcign and 
domestic producers will be more equalized, and the tax 
will be divided between the producer and consumer. 
Further: let the domestic product be three-fourths, and 
your own producers govern the market, and the foreign 
producer bears the whole tax, or nearly so. Again: take 
the article of nails: the duty five cents per pound, and 
the nails, duty and all, but five and a half cents. Now 
apply the rule that the consumer pays the tax, and take 
off this duty, and your nails would come ata half cent, 
when the raw material of which it is made is four.and a 
half cents. Take the article of cheese—the duty is nine 
cents, and the best cheese, good enough for any gentle- 
man’s table, may be had for eight cents. Now, in this last 
case, it would, I should think, be rather difficult to con- 
vince the purchaser, who paid but cight cents for his 
cheese, that he had’also, by construction, paid nine cents 
duty in addition, making seyenteen cents. f 

But another very grave charge against the protecting 
system is this—high imposts upon the fabrics of those 
who take our raw materials, diminish the demand for 
such materials. This is supposed to be done by taxing 
the consumer, and lessening the consumption, or by taxing 
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the producer, lessening his profits, and, consequently, 
driving many from employment. But, still, it comes to 
this at last, if the producer has more need to sell than the 
consumer has to buy, it falls on the former; and if the 
foreign fabricator of our raw material diminishes his de- 
mand on account of the price, the deficiency will be 
more than supplied by the domestic competition. As to 
the idle and vain alarm, that foreign manufacturers’ will 
not take our raw material, unless in exchange for their 
‘fabrics, were we their only consumer, they might not buy 
unless they could sell; but it is idle to suppose that they 
would ever buy elsewhere, so long as they obtain our 
products cheaper and better. ‘Phis alarm, that the im- 
post would exclude foreign fabrics, and, consequently, 
diminish the demand for our raw material, was sounded 
loud in the discussions of the tariff of 1824. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, relying on the calculations of a 
member of the other House, [Mr. CamBrerens,] prophe- 
sied that that bill would diminish the importations 
$26,000,000, the revenue $8,000,000, exclude cotton 
fabrics $7,000,000, the duties on which would be 
$3,000,000, and diminish the exports of our cotton 
44,000,000 pounds. Had the Senator himself examined 
the state of the case, instead of relying on one whose 
commercial predictions have very seldom, if ever, been 
realized, he would scarcely have hazarded his reputation 
for accuracy, on a supposition so extravagant. Our whole 
exportation of cotton, in 1823, was 173,723,270 pounds. 
To Great Britain, 127,684,442 pounds—her whole con- 
sumption, 182,072,100 pounds. Her fabrics of cotton 
were stated by Mr. Huskisson, in Parliament, in 1824, 
{referring to the returns in ’23, no doubt,) to amount to 
£36,000,000 sterling, equal to $160,000,000. Our whole 
consumption of: foreign cotton fabrics, the same year, was 
$5,587,097, British, say $4,500,000, or less than three per 
cent. of all her cotton fabrics. . 

L will add to this, that our whole imports, for 1823, 
were $77,579,767; and for a man, with these facts before 
him, ,to be seriously alarmed lest the tariff, as then pro- 
posed, would diminish our importations one-third, our 
revenue one-third, our importations of cotton fabrics for 
consumption seven millions of dollars, when the whoie 
was.about five and a half, and the revenue thereon three 
millions, about half a million more than the whole; and, 
above all, cut off forty-four millions of pounds, more than 
one-fourth of our exportation of cottons, is, to be sure, 
among the extraordinary predictions of these extraordi- 
nary times. And all this because we had raised the duties 
on about 3-100th parts of all their productions in this 
article. I admit that 1825 was a-very unfortunate year 
for the fulfilment of these strange predictions. The 
events of that year afford no fair calculation of the effects 
of this tariff. There was a morbid excitement in the 
commercial world, in this article in particular, and com- 
mercial exchanges were unusually great. But, as there 
was a consequent depression in 1826, it will be fair to 
take an average of these two years to ascertain how far 
these predictions have been verified; and you will see it 
in the table which I will now present you. 


Importation. 
1823. 1824, 1825. 1826. 
$77,579,767 $80,549,007 $96,340,075 $84,994,477. 
Cotton and cotton fabrics—expertations. 


Pounds, 173,723,270 142,369,663. 176,444,907 204,535,415 
Value, 820,445,520 21,947,402 36,846,649 26,625,214 
Importation, ` $8,240,271 7,498,243 12,509,516 8,318,034 
Re-exportation, 2,653,174 2,461,168 2,404,455 . 2,126,806 

5,587,097 5,037,075 10,105,061 -- 6,191,228 


You see, sir, by this exhibit, that, ‘contrary to the strong 


cotton fabrics, have been surprisingly increased; so that, 
in 1830, the cotton exported was, as we have’ seen, 
290,311,937 lbs., valued at $29,674,883; and the cotton 
fabrics imported for consumption, $5,926,070. Here we 
see the direct proof, by matter of fact, that our reasoning’ 
is sound and conclusive... The necessity of the producer 
has become greater than that of the consumer, by the 
competition which your protection has caused, and, con- 
sequently, a reduction of price, and an- increase of con- 
sumption. I will show, most clearly, that the consumption 
of the foreign fabric has greatly increased ‘under the 
operation of your tariff. It is a ‘palpable error to try this 
by the price or money value of the atticle-imported. It 
is the quantity which the consumer obtains, that interests 
him. ‘If the same goods are obtained for’one million, that 
heretofore cost three, the consumption is treble, though 
the price is the same. Take the foreign cotton fa- 
brics imported, deducting the re-exportations for 1821, 
$5,707,450, and 1830, $5,926,070—an increase, in nine 
years, of $218,630 only, if you regard the price. But 
the price of these goods, in those two years, was as thirty- 
two to eleven—that.is, the same goods, in quantity and 
quality, which ‘cost thirty-two cents in the first period, 
could be purchased for eleven cents in the last... This fact 
I have obtained from the surest sources. © Then, as eleven 
is to thirty-two, so is $5,926,070 to $17,239,476, the value 
of the goods consumed in 1830, provided the price had 
been the same as in 1821. Then, as $5,707,440, (the 
value of goods in 1821,) is to 100, or any other given 
number, so is $17,239,476, the goods in 1830, at the price 
of 1821, to 300 and a fraction. So that we consumed, in 
1830, three-yards of foreign cotton goods to one in 1821, 
and paid less money for them. - But this is not‘all. There 
has been a corresponding increase of quantity and re- 
duction of price in the domestic fabric.’ We, probably, 
can manufacture, at this time, not -less than one hundred 
millions of pounds of cotton, valued at $10,000,000. 
Suppose the fabric-to be quadruple the raw material, the 
manufactured article: would be worth $40,000,000. De- 
duct the exportation, and the whole consumption of cotton 
fabrics, foreign and domestic, can fall little short of forty- 
five millions of dollars; this, at the price ‘of 1821, would 
amount to one hundred and thirty-five millions. ` So that, 
at the rate of value at that time, we must have diminished 
our consumption, or have paid $90,000,000, “arinually, 
more than we do at present prices. How are these things 
to be accounted for but from an intensely active compe- 
tition between manufacturers, foreign anddomestic? Your 
protective system, if it has not done all,*it:has contributed 
largely to this result.: Itis a happy result; it is just as it 
should be; and what man could expect that an abandon- 
ment of protection would make it better? Indeed, why 
should we wish it better? Why not ‘let well enough 
alone?” Why is a certain good to be put at hazard, or 
thrown away, on a doubtful and most unpromising expe- 
riment? 

But we are fostering manufactures, at the expense of 
commerce and agriculture. If it has-been proved, as- I 
trust it has, that the rise of price at first, as a consequence 
of protection, operates a reduction afterwards, and the 
depression has already taken place, the objection “is an- 


‘{swered. But, suppose it may be to some extent a pro- 


tection at the expense of other interests, why should not 
manufacturers take their turn? They have néver been 
the alumnus of the nation. The parent had. well nigh 
strangled it in its cradle. So early as 1731, spies were 


‘{set upon the colonists, to take care that they did not begin 


to supply their own wants by their-own domestic industry. 
Informers were employed by the lords of trade and plan- 
tations, to report every. symptom of a disposition to manu- 
facture. Heavy penalties were inflicted for engaging in 


prediction of such a fatal diminution of trade, the import-|setting up factories; and it was disloyal for a man to make 
ations and exportations, and: particularly of cotton and|his own hat or shoes, or for a woman to knit her own 


215 


GALES. & SEA'TON’S REGISTER 


216 


Sznarx.] 


The Tariff. 


[Jax. 30, 1832, 


stockings.*. After. the revolutionary war, and. until the 
adoption of this:constitution, we were obliged to submit 
to the free trade’ system now coatended: for, and our 
manufactures. were consequently in ruin. Very soon after 
this Government was: organized, all the capital in the 


country, then-very.small, was turned into other channels, 


by the war which sprung out of the French revolution, 
where-it continued torun until our war with Great Britain. 
Our ‘restrictions, embargo, and war, gave a temporary 
stimulus to manufactures, but the period was too short, 


-and it was not until 1816 that any thing could be done for 


them. 

Commerce has had, and we trust will continue to have, 
our fostering. care. It was for commerce, mainly, that 
our constitution was made. - It was for commerce that we 
laid discriminating duties of tonnage. . ft was for com- 


. merce that foreigners are excluded from your coasting 


trade. Itis for commerce that your bounty is given upon 
your fisheries; and your restrictions, embargoes, and war, 
have all been‘endured for the protection of commerce. 
And. has agriculture had no protection? Near two-thirds 
of your whole population are agricultural, and: yet elect 
representatives always unfriendly to this great interest! 


_No, sir, it has not. been so. We -have offered to every 


nation a perfect reciprocity in navigation, that they may 
export our heavy products upon the same terms as our 
own citizens. $ ' 

The constitution has forbidden an export duty. Our 
flour, rice, beef, pork, tobacco, andother heavy products 
of agriculture, have always enjoyed protecting duties. 
Cotton, the: great, the capital-export, has, since 1789, 
enjoyed a. protection of three cents per pound, which, 
upon your hypothesis, that «the consumer pays the im- 
post,”* would, to this time, have been a tax of sixty 
millions of dollars. This tax, equal, at the time it was 
imposed, to an ad valorem of twenty per cent., designed 
to. protect an agricultural product then in its infancy, and 
whose:‘success:. was, to say the least, problematical, with 
five per cent. only on the manufactured article, is an ex- 
ample of the. **cold:comfort’ afforded to manufactures, 
when brought into competition with agriculture. 


was a premium on agriculture. It was bringing so much 
agricultural capital into the market, at a reduced price. 
It, to be sure, diminished the value of this kind of capital 
already invested, by overstocking the market; and it di- 
minished the revenues. of the capital, by increasing the 
production. But this is always the effect. of the influx of 
every kind of capital, everywhere. The whole mass of 
production and profit is increased, though individual re- 
venues are diminished by competition., Your excellent 
system, for the sale and settlement of the public lands, was 
constantly subtracting the industry and capital from the 
Atlantic States. Sir, who would purchase cotton lands in 
Georgia, at four guineas per acre, when he could obtain 
better in Alabama, at half as many dollars? Whatever fa- 
cility, therefore, that the United States’ Government has 
given to the purchasers of its lands, over or above what 
would have been given if these lands were owned by 
companies or individuals, either in price, payment, ex- 
emption from. taxes, or ‘‘relief system,” was a bounty 
and a temptation. to lure men from the pursuits of com- 
merce and manufactures into those of agriculture. Un- 
derstand me, sir; I do not complain of this. It was an 
understanding, at the time, that it would be'so; it was a 
part of the compact that it should be so. The sales of 
these lands, at an average of a million a year, and, consi- 
dering all the facilities, fifty per cent. less than they would 
otherwise have commanded, is an annual bounty to agri- 
culture of halfa million. Here, then, we see at once the 
cause of all the evil of which portions of:the South so 
loudly complain, if evil it can be called. Have I not, 


then, traced the mischief home, and found its birth-place, 


its character, and its name? And, strange to tell, its name 
is plenty! ‘There is such a surplus of the products of 
agticulfu re, that the price is depressed. The gross profits 
of cotton planting are far greater than ever; but they are 
distributed among too many. The many can be com- 
forted, but the few cannot get rich. Sir, is it republican 
to complain of this? See the result of your land system. 
A savage wilderness, in less than fifty years, converted into 
the finest settlements and most productive agriculture, 
inhabited by three millions of human beings, free and 


| But, sir; agriculture has been specially protected. Of| happy, and advancing onwards, with firm and rapid step, 


this .I'do not complain; far from it. Itis the first, the 
great interest—the foundation of all the rest. The earth 
ls tous what the mother isto the child—our best nurse— 
our- dearest: and kindest friend; and, although she some- 
times frowns on us, in her storms, her blasts, and her pes- 


» tilence, yet she again smiles, in her gentle breezes, her 


. Leceives us to sleep.in her bosom. 


refreshing showers, and genial sunshines; and, when we 
arrive at. the evening of life, and need repose, she kindly 
But, metaphor aside; 
I would speak practically to practieal men. And I aver 


: that no ‘nation ever. did more for agriculture than the 


. We. commenced, as the great Jandholder. 


United States has done. ‘Indeed, none ever had the means. 
Fhe public 


‘lands were pledged to pay the public debt; but this was 


but a secondary consideration. The primary object was, 
settlement, cultivation, wealth, strength—an extension of 
civilization, and an augmentation of the means of happi- 
ness. Every facility given to the purchaser of these lands, 


#1732. Act of 5 George II, 6. 22. American hais were forbidden 
tobe exported under penalty of five hundred pounds sterling; none 


> were permitted to make hats, unless they had served an apprentice- 


ship of seven years; and no master to have more than two apprentices 
ata time-—“ nothing to prevent their manufacturers from interfering 


“swith ours, but their being constantly employed in raising raw materials 
«for our own manufactures, such as silk, flax, hemp, iron,” Ke. 


In the same year, the Lords Commissioners of Trade and Plantations 
“yeported tothe House of Commons. It seems that the household manu- 


- facture of coarse woollens and lincns gaye them such uneasiness that 
. “it were to be: wished. that some expedient might be fallen upon to 


divert their thoughts from undertakings of this nature,” and, after a 


` particular account of the manufactures in each province, they recom- 
. mendan encouragement ta the production of naval stores. 1750, an act 
; Was passed fur the encouragement of pig and barrou from the colonics, 


and to prevent.the erection of any mill or iron factory for splitting or 


+ platting, &e. ‘any iron or making steel.----20. p. 280, 


to the highest state of prosperity. And to wealth and 
prosperity is not the only advance; itis ‘*the march of 
mind.” Schools, academies, and colleges are springing 
up every where, and science soars on eagle’s wings- 
“ The Sun of Righteousness,” with his beams, is penetrat- 
ing the darkest, meanest, remotest cabin there; and there, 
‘fin strains as soft and sweet as angels use, the gospel 
whispers peace;” and, pardon me, when I add, it is.to this 
very West that the patriot’s anxious eye is now directed 
for some bold adventurous. champion, to save our country 


‘from its degradation, and “pluck up our drowning 


honor by the locks.” 

Sir, it is not the demoeracy, it, is the aristocracy of the 
country that is complaining. . The true index of the pros- 
perity of the State is the high price of labor. To this 
rule there are exceptions. A temporary rise, by the 
forced state of affairs, is one. High taxes, which sub- 
tract from the gross amount; productive laborers called 
off to defend the country, or promote its future interests. 
But these exceptions apply not to the United States. 
When, for a series of years, a given quantity of labor will 
produce most of the comforts and conveniences of life, 
then is the country most prosperous. Now, let us exa- 
mine: I take the free agricultural labor as the standard, 
and I will give you the reason. Slave labor might be 
taken into the amount if it was diffused. generally through 
the United States. But it has sectional limits, and has 
little or no interest in the amount produced. It is, there- 
fore, more like machinery, under a patent, to be used 
within certain limits by the patentee. I take agricultural 
labor, because it constitutes the greatest portion of our 
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industry, and must, consequently, regulate the price o: 
all the rest. In England, the agricultural population is 
calculated at one-third of the whole. In the United 
States, were the industry divided into twelve equal parts, 
we might assign to commerce two, navigation one; manu- 
factures two, and agriculture seven. ~Seven-twelfths be- 
ing more than all the rest, would regulate-the prices of 
all other classes. I say-regulate; for, though other labor 
may be lower or higher, according to the demand, skill 
and talents, constancy of employment, education, rank of 
profession, certainty of success, or personal danger, yet 
all must relatively rise or fall with that of agriculture. 
What, then, was the value of free agricultural labor, in 
the different periods of 1818, 1826, and 1830, when the 
respective tariffs of 1816, 1824, and 1828 were in full 
operation? In which of these periods would a given quan- 
tity of labor yield most of the comforts and conveniences 
of life? By comforts and conveniences, I do not limit my- 
self to the bread necessary to save the poor from starva- 
tion. Ido not speak of the scanty. sustenance of an Eu- 
ropean serf. I speak of the means of subsistence required 
by an American free laborer, ‘worthy of his hire.” I 
have examined into this subject with some care, and 
obtained, from the best sources in my power, a schedule 
of the value of labor in the three different periods which 
I have named, in each State of the Union, with the ex- 
ception of Louisiana, which does not employ a sufficiency 
of that labor to establish a price. I find, by this schedule, 
which I shall not trouble the Senate to read particularly, 
but which is free for the inspection.of any Senator, that 
the diminution of price, in the whole United States, is not 
above ten per cent. The valuation in this schedule is 
the price per month, taking all seasons of the year, inclu- 
sive of board, and exclusive.of clothing.* By this, I find 
that the labor which, in 1818, was ten dollars, was, in 
1830, at nine dollars, giving a reduction of ten per cent. 
only; while all the articles of necessary consumption, sub- 
ject to a protecting duty, have fallen one-half, and a large 
proportion of them two-thirds, I now come to the means 
of subsistence to be acquired by this labor. I have made 


* Average price of agricultural labor in each State, 
from June, 1818, to June, 1830, per month, through the 
year. i 


1818. 1826. 1850, 

Maine, $8 00 $8 00 $8 00 
New Hampshire, 8 50 8 50 10 00 
Massachusetts, 10 00 10 00 8 50 
Rhode Island, 10 00 10 00 10 00 
Connecticut, 10 00 8 50 8 50 
Vermont, 10 00 10 00 10 00 
New York, 10 00 8 00 8 00 
New Jersey, 8 50 8 50 8 50 
Pennsylvania, 11 00 9 00 9 50 
Delaware, 6 00 6 00 6 00 
Maryland, 12 00 10 00 10 00 
Virginia, 6 00 6 00 6 00 
North Carolina, 6 00 6 00 6 00 
South Carolina, 10 00 8 00 7 00 
Georgia, 14 00 12 00 12 00 
Kentucky, 11 00 10 00 10 00 
Ohio, 9 00 9 00 9 00 
Tennessee, 8 50 8 50 8 50 
Louisiana, 0 00 0 00 0 00 
Indiana, 8 00 8 00 8 00 
Illinois, 12 00 10 00 10 00 
Alabama, 11 00 9 00 9 00 
Mississippi, 15 00 10 00 10 00 
Missouri, 15 00 15 00 15 00 
Aggregate, 229 50. -208 50 206 00 
Average, 9 99 : 9.06 8 95 


out a schedule of these, with as much accuracy as possi- 
ble, from the best sources of information. It is based 
upon the prices current at Boston, in those three periods. 
I have selected the principal articles of subsistence, and 
placed the duties opposite the prices, and.the result will 
show, at one view, the effect of protection on the com- 
forts and conveniences of life. And here, sir, I do not 
fasten upon the article of bread, or any two or three other 
articles barely sufficient to sustain life. Itake the great 
essentials which support. comfortably an American. free 
laborer, with his wife and children—comfortable food, 
clothing, and habitation. {Here Mr. H. read and com- 
mented on the articles of subsistence in the schedule 
alluded to. ]. 

Mr. President, it is proper that I should remark, in re- 
gard to these, and those of clothing and habitation, which 
I am about to present, that the products of agriculture 
and manufactures which we export to any considerable 
extent, are clearly not injuriously affected by our tariff: 
for the fact of exportation proves that they are cheaper 
at home than abroad. Such, it appears, are bread stuffs, 
meats,-butter and cheese, fish, hats, manufactures of lea- 
ther, cotton fabrics, glass, cabinet work, and nails. And 
the last article of subsistence which I have noted, (salt,) 
about which we have witnessed, for three or four years 
past, so much “weeping and wailing,” was, during the 
very time, lower than it has been for twelve years before 
and since; and it has not been higher for twelve years, 
than since the duty was diminished.* 

[Mr. H. then particularized the essential articles of 

clothing subject to protection, showing the gradual de- 
pression of prices under the operation of different tariffs, 
and proceeded.] Sir, 1 think I have now provided the 
free American laborer with comfortable food and clothing; 
but there is one thing yet: he must have a resting-place, 
to which he has a right to retire, to deposite his cares and 
enjoy repose. He must have a home. > It is the instinct- 
ive principle in nature—‘ the foxes have holes, and the 
birds of the air have nests”-~—and miserable, indeed, must 
that man be who has not where to. lay his head. Even 
the statesman here, struggling in strong debate, or forcing 
his way up the delusive road of ambition, riding upon the 
whirlwind and ruling the storm—how often does he turn 
aside, and cast a longing, lingering wish upon home! 
How often does he sigh for the endearments of the do- 
mestic fireside—the family circle. [Mr. H. comment- 
ed upon the articles. of building and furniture, con- 
tained in his schedule, and proceeded in his remarks. ] 
I intended, sir, to have noticed more fully: the tariff on 
woollens, and particularly the opinion. entertained here, 
that British statesmen are relaxing their notions of the 
restrictive policy; but this would require more time than 
I had prescribed to myself, and I can only remark, that 
it is easily proved that British statesmen, as well as 
British writers, have one set of politics for themselves 
and another for us; and, while their free trade. doctrines 
are imported and retailed out here at a profit, their prac- 
tice is at direct war with their precepts. 


The Senator from South Carolina denies the justice of 
taxing his State for the manufacturers of the North. I 
* Price of salt in Boston, per bushel: 
Price. Duty. _. Price. Duly. 
For 1815 . 90 cts. 20 For 1824 50 cts. 20 
1816 60 20 1825 58 20 
1817 62 20 1826 49 20 
1818 70 20 1827 62 20 
1819 70 20 1828 52 20 
1820 62 20° 1829 45 20 
` 1821 60 20 1839 55` 20 
1822 60 20 1831 62 1S 
1823 52 20 
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‘have proved that the South is not so taxed; but, if they 
were, I maintain its justice.. ‘The condition of the North, 
when the constitution was adopted, indicated clearly that 
they must depend: on: manufactures. . Their soil, water 
power, and. enterprise, all combined to make them a 
manufacturing people; and they had made some progress, 
under all the discouragements which they had encounter- 
ed, The South needed, or might need, other protection, 


which was to be found in the strength and energy of the |] 


North; and it was well understood-at the time, that this 
protection was to be accorded to the North, for which it 
had given a fair equivalent, when it should become neces- 
sary. Whoever thought that equality in public burdens 
must be contemporaneous? At one time, the state of af- 
fairs willthrow the burdens heavier on New England; at 
another, on other sections; and each should bear them in 
turn. But, really, it seems to me rather a waste of time 
to urge this, inasmuch as nothing can be more manifest 
than this—that there is either no ee atall, or, ifany, 
other causes, and not the tariff, have produced it. 

It is:said that the cotton growers can never manufac- 
ture the raw material which they produce. It would 
seem strange that it is so; and one of the reasons given by 
the Senator from South Carolina is stranger still. It is 
this: that one of our enterprising Yankees erected a fac- 
tory there, and a negro burnt it down. It is not stated 
that he was governed by the anti-tariff mania, nor what 
induced the incendiary to perpetrate the crime. But, to 
make this case a good reason against the success of manu- 
factures there, I suppose, if the negro had burnt the own- 
er’s dwelling-house, he ought to live out of doors, because 
houses would not succeed at all. This anecdote might 
lead to a train of thinking upon the subject of a certain 
class of population, which I choose to exclude; and, 
when the Senator is disposed to be merry at the expense 
of New England, and sneer at our ‘* wooden ware and 
notions,” instead of retorting, I will join in the laugh. It 
is true, our ‘wooden ware,” our elegant cabinet work, 
not excelled by any in the world, does adorn the parlors, 
drawing-rooms, bed-chambers, and even the churches, of 
the rich and the favored South. We are, in this sense, 
your. ‘‘hewers of wood,” if not your ‘drawers of wa- 
ter.” But, ef one thing be assured, we do not intend to 
hew your wood, or draw your water, for nothing. We 
intend to be paid, and well paid, for it. And, as to our 
“notions,” “+I guess” that New England notions will 
bear a comparison with any other notions whatever. 

But, nevertheless, protection must be abandoned. It 
is ‘sectional and unequal”—‘‘a cursed, ruinous, fatal 
policy—‘‘a case of life and death.” ‘Give us back the 
merchants bankrupted by your policy--the sailors, ships, 
farmets, and, above all, harmony,” and we consent to— 
what? why, that every factory shall be razed to its foun- 
dation! This, indeed, is very, very liberal; it looks quite 
like a compromise: Give me your food and raiment, and 
your money, too, and make me contented with it in the 
bargain; and, in consideration thereof, I will consent that 
you may go and starve. Sir, I have a small objection ‘to 
the acceptance of this liberal offer—a want of reciprocity. 
We have now our all, nearly, vested in manufactures, and 
the industry of the country isengagedin them. We have 
no knowledge of any-rich nabobs, nor of operators under 
task-masters. These things may exist in the South, but 
they belong not to New England. 

The Senator thinks our exports, were it not for the ta- 
riff, would have been two hundred millions; and our ton- 
nage two millions. After the predictions of 1824, and 
their failure, very. little reliange, I should think, can be 
placed on predictions. But, as to our tonnage, I do not 
admit that it is diminished; and if it has not increased quite 
so fast as he would have expected, I can-give him pretty 
good reasons for it. Our products, by being’ manufac- 


in proportion to their value, and their exportation requires 
consequently less tonnage. We have canal transportation, 
which dispenses with considerable coasting tonnage; and, 
above all, the improvement in ship-building, whereby a 
ship built now has been known to carry seventy-five per 
cent. more freight than one of the same tonnage built fif- 
teen years ago. This, to be sure, is a strong case, but no 
doubt exists that our: present freighting vessels will ave- 
rage fifty per cent. above the old ones; and I appeal to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Srusnzx] for the cor- 
rectnegs of the statement. 

But, sir, the diminution of the tonnage of South Caro- 
lina is no evidence of the decline of trade. The merchants 
of that State prefer other ships. No State in the Union 
employs so great a proportion of foreign tonnage, and 
none, except two, somany tons. I do not complain of 
this; but, surely, they who prefer British tonnage, ought 
not to complain of the loss of our own. Northern ships, 
excepting the foreign, are chiefly employed for the freights 
of the South; and for the plain reason, that their merchants 
find it for their interest to hire, rather than build or 
purchase. ; 

But, to me itis singular, indeed, that the grain-grow- 
ing States should complain of domestic manufactures. 
England is your greatest manufacturer, and she will not 
receive in return your bread stuffs, until her own people 
are up to the point of starvation. Of all nations, there 
are more sellers of grain than buyers. In times of peace, 
people produce more than they consume; consequently, 
your exportations are diminishing. In 1818, your export 
of flour was eleven millions of dollars; in 1830, six mil- 
lions; while, on a fair calculation, the consumption of the 
manufacturing population, in New England alone, cannot 
be less than ten millions, and the demand is constantly in- 
creasing. Raze our manufactures to their foundation, and 
where is your market for your bread stuffs? And yet! 
admit that the groans of the cotton States are equally 
strange. One-sixth of the whole population, increasing 
beyond example, exporting-annually three hundred mil- 
lions of pounds of cotton, worth thirty millions of dollars, 
being more than half of our domestic exports, and regu- 
larly increasing, besides one hundred. millions of pounds, 
equal to ten millions of dollars, for domestic manufacture, 
and yet complaining of distress and misery! 

One word more, and I shall have done. In reading an 
account of the cotton factories of Great Britain, in the 
Edinburgh Encyclopzdia,I was very unfavorably impressed 
by the immoral tendency of the establishments, as there 
described. Ihave since, however, read an excellent ar- 
ticle in the Edinburgh Review, on the same subject, which 
reyerses the whole picture. From this contradictory tes- 
timony, I concluded it safest to examine our own establish- 
ments; and I wrote to gentlemen on whom I could depend, 
at the principal factories in New England, inquiring into 
the moral and religious deportment of those employed; 
and I will give you one froma gentlemen of the first re- 
spectability at Great Falls, asa specimen of the others, 
with which I will conclude my remarks. 


SOMERSWORTH, December 12, 1831. 
Hon. Jons Hoxrmes: 


Dear Sir: Your favor of 15th ult., inquiring in rela- 
tion to the moral and religious education and deportment 
of those engaged in this establishment, was duly received, 
and I have waited your arrival in Washington to reply, as 
you request. j f 

The tendency of your queries, and the information like- 
ly to be elicited by them, are of great importance, and I 
heartily rejoice that you have taken the subject in hand. 
The prevailing opinion, in a great portion of the Union, is 
unfavorable to manufactories, as a school of morality, 
taken, no doubt, from the condition of the operatives in 


tured at home, their bulk and weightare greatly diminished [the manufacturing districts of England. A thorough in- 
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vestigation of the subject, as rerards this country, will 
exhibit, I am well convinced, a far different state of so- 
ciety and moral deportment from the prevailing opinion in 
the Middle and Southern States. Ss 

In this villages we can say, without exaggeration, that 
less crime or misbehavior, of any kind, ,can rarely, if 
ever, be met with in any community, however pure. 
Much and unceasing attention is bestowed by our minis- 
ters, of each persuasion, upon the moral and religious in- 
struction of those composing our village; and the number 
who constantly attend the différent churches and places of 
worship, is very great, in proportion to the whole popula- 
tion. The company give such encouragement to this sub- 
ject as they, with propriety, can, and do not fora moment 
countenance any improper or irreligious conduct.. Per- 
sons of this latter description always meet with a prompt 
and invariable discharge from the premises. With respect 
to the females, I feel well assured there are none, in ány st- 
tuation, or under any circumstances, who are less obnoxious 
to the charge of immoral or improper conduct, than 
those in our employ. The reason is obvious, and the remedy 
or prevention so direct, that immorality, to any extent, 
cannot exist among them. A large majority of our girls 
have seriously attached themselves to one or other of the 
religious denominations, (of which we have four or five, ) 
and will not, consistently with their feelings, work or as- 
sociate, in any manner, with those of even doubtful charac- 
ter. This at once brings the matter to our ears, and we 
rarely hesitate. ‘The casés have been comparatively few, 
and much less within the past two years than previously; 
but solitary instances of immorality cannot be avoided. 

To men of intemperate habits, we extend no encourage- 
ment whatever; and we do notcontinue any for asingle day 
who are in the habit of using spirituous liquors improperly. 
Excepting at the bar of the hotel, the company do not per- 
mit any liquor to be sold upon their premises; and there is 
not, within the corporation, any spirituous liquor retailed, 
excepting at the hotel. Onno account is liquor permitted 
in any of the mills or workshops, and its use is discounte- 
nanced by us in every practicable method. A very large 
majority of the village belong to the ‘Temperance So- 
ciety,” which excludes the use of liquor, in toto, from its 
members. 

The manufacturcrs in this section of the country would 
eagerly challenge a close investigation into the habits and 
morals of their establishments; and I fondly trust your ex- 
perience and influence will excite discussion and inquiry, 
which cannot but result to our advantage. 

I felt much gratified you called upon me in this in- 
stance, and shall be always happy to receive and attend 
to your communications, whenever you may favor me 
with them. : : 

very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

LLOYD W. WELLS. 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 31. x 
SURPERFLUOUS TREASURY OFFICERS. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Foor, was 
called up by him: 

Kesolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of’ so amending 
the act of the Sd of March, 1817, to provide for the prompt 
settlement of public accounts, as to abolish the offices of 
Second Comptroller and Second Auditor, and assign the 
dutics now by law referred to them, to the First Comp- 
troller and Third Auditor. 

Mr. WEBSTER observed that the resolution contem- 
plated an inquiry by the Judiciary Committee respecting 
the organization of the ‘Ireasury Department. It would 
be better to give the resolution a. different direction, as 
the Judiciary Committee had no particular acquaintance 
with the subject. a 


-|and determine whether there was usury 


Mr. FOOT said he had no choice as to the committee 
to which the resolution should be sent. It had seemed 
to him, that some inquiry as to the necessity of retaining 
the offices of Second Comptroller and Second Auditor was 
necessary, and he therefore offered the resolution, without 
deeming it of much importance what committee made 
the inquiry. It was known that, by the establishment of 
the office of Solicitor of the Treasury, a considerable por- 
tion of the duties of the Second Comptroller was: taken 
from him; and it was known also, that both of the offices 
referred to in the resolution were created -to settle the, 
mass of accounts which: grew out of the late war; and 
gentlemen who were then in public life might recollect, 
that the understanding at the time was, that they were to 
be abolished when the purpose for which they were 
created was answered. 

` Mr. MARCY thought that the committee which took 
charge of the resolution, ought to have full power to go 
through the whole of the public offices, and see which 
could be best spared—-whether there were not some others 
that might be abolished without detriment to the public 
service. Perhapsit might be found, on inquiry, that these 
offices were more necessary than many others that were 
to be retained.. If the gentleman would make his inquiry 
more general, he would vote for it. 

Mr. FOOT said, if the gentleman from New York would 
look back to the law creating those offices, he would find 
that they were created solely for the purpose of settling 
the accounts of the late war. Now all these accounts had 
been long since settled, and the necessity, therefore, for 
retaining the offices ceased. It was understood, at the 
passage of the law, that the offices were to be abolished 
when the accounts were settled. 

After so modifying the résolution, at the suggestion of 
Mr. WEBSTER, and with the consent of the mover, as 
to refer the inquiry to the Committee on Finance, the re- 
solution was agreed to. 

The resolution of.Mr. Ewine, respecting the improper 
removal of public officers, wastaken up; and, at the instance 
of Mr. GRUNDY, (who said it could not be expected 
that the resolution should be decided without discussion, ) 
it was made the special order for Monday week. 

The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. BENTON 
on the 25th January, were taken up, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the select committee to which was re- 
ferred the memorial of the directors of the Bank of the 
United States, praying for the renewal of their charter,. 
be directed to inquire as follows: . i 

1. Into the nature and amount of the loans, if any 
there were, made by the bank or its branches, of local 
bank paper; and to report all the facts and circumstances 
which shall be necessary to enable the Senate to judge 
in the contracts 
for such loans, or oppression in collecting them: a 

2. Into the fact of non-user of its powers by any of the 
branch banks, and all the circumstances which may be 
necessary to enable the Senate to understand the nature, 
extent, and duration of such non-user of powers. 

3. Into the.amount of the real estate acquired by the 
bank, and at each branch; and a detailed statement there- 
of; showing where situate, the price at which acquired, 
the price for which sold, if sold, and the present value, if 
not sold. 

4. The number of buildings, if any, where situated, 
and the cost thereof, which may have been erected for 
the purpose of being rented. . : 

5. Whether the branch bank notes, or the branch bank 
orders, issued as currency, are received in deposite, as 
cash, at the parent bank, and at every other branch; and, 
if not, to report the exceptions. 

6. Whether the branch bank notes, or the branch bank 
orders, issued as currency, are at a discount in any town 
or city where a branch bank is situated; or in Philadel- 
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phia, where the parent bank is; and if so, the rate of said 
discount, CEES SS - 

7. The amount of the gold and silver coin and bullion 
annually ‘remitted ‘by each branch bank to the parent 
bank, or to any other place by the order of the parent 
bank, from 1817 to 1831, inclusive. as 


5. Whether the sale of salt was unrestricted before 
1825, and all purchasers bought at will. 

6. Whether the sale has been restricted since that time; 
and, if so, the nature and extent of such restriction. 

7. The cost ‘of transporting salt, during the spring 
months, from the works to Cincinnati, Louisville, and St.. 


8. The annual aggregate amount of the expenses of| Louis. 


the bank and her branches, from 1817 to 1831, inclusive. 

9. The annual amount of the expenses of the same, 
‘for the same time, under the heads: first, of printers and 
editors; second, attorneys and counsellors at law; third, 
contingencies. 

10. Of what consists the capital of the Bank of the 
United States, and of such of the branch banks asare re- 
ported in the monthly statements to have capital; and the 
difference between the specie which is reported in one 
column to be on hand, and the capital which is reported 
in another. 

11. Whether different rates of exchange are taken at 
any of the branches, or at the parent bank, on bills of ex- 
change, as sold to merchants or persons in official stations, 
and to the body of the citizens. 

12. Whether facilities for obtaining loans are granted 
to persons in official stations, which are not extended to 
the citizens generally. 

13. That the said select committee be empowered to 
send for persons and papers, and to have oaths adminis- 
tered to witnesses; and that they be allowed a clerk, to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to keep 


8. Whether the works, or a large part of them, have 
been leased toa company; and, if so, at what time, and 
for how long a time. 

9. How many furnaces are in use, how many idle; and 
if any are idle, or have been idle, whether the owners 
have been paid, and for what time: Also, the same in- 
quiries with respect to not opening new wells. 

10. Whether the company, since 1825, have not re- 
quired their agents to sell salt by the weight, marked at 
the works on the barrel; and, if so, how long did that 
practice continue. _ 

11. Whether the company will sell salt at the works to 
wholesale dealers, for the latter to retail elsewhere; and, 
if so, at what places these wholesale dealers are allowed 
to retail. 

12. Whether the company who have leased the works, 
(if any such there is, or lately has been,) have established 
agencies in the West to retail salt; if so, the places where 
such agencies are established, the prices at which they 
have sold salt in the fall season of each year; whether 
they received any thing but cash for salt; and whether 
any agent was restricted from selling salt to a wholesale 


the journal of their proceedings, and to take minutes of} dealer, to retail in the district of such agent, or any other 


the evidence, and to do such writing as the committee 
may direct. 
THE TARIFF. 


The tariff resolution was resumed, and Mr. HOLMES 
spoke between two and three hours in continuation and 
conclusion of the speech he commenced ygsterday. 

[The speech is given entire in the preceding pages.} 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Wennespax, Feervary 1. 
; INDIAN TREATIES. 


The following resolutions were submitted for considera- 
tion by Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 

1. Resolved, That the Government of the United States 
is bound by the terms and stipulations of several treaties 
made with the Cherokee nation of Indians, and also by 
the provisions of the intercourse act of 1802, to protect 
said nation from all intrusions upon their territory. 

2. That the President of the United States does not 
possess the constitutional power of dispensing with the 
execution of the intercourse act of 1802, and of said trea- 
ties; and that. until the: said act shall be repealed, and 
while the said treaties remain, it is the duty of the Presi- 
dent to enforce their provisions and stipulations. ý 


SALT. 


- The following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Brexron, was taken up, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Senate’s Committce on Manufactures 
he instructed to inquire of the gentlemen whose letter on 
the state of the salt manufacture and salt trade on the 
Kenhawa has been communicated to the Senate by that 
committee, as follows: : 

1. The present actual cost of manufacturing salt at the 
Kenhawa works. 

2. The minimum amount to which such cost might be 
reduced by exertions within the power of the manufac- 
turers to make. 

3. The selling price of salt at the works for five years 
previous to 1825. i 

4, The usual selling price at the works since 1825. 


district. 

The same queries to be’ answered, not only according 
to the personal knowledge of the gentlemen to whom 
they are directed, but according to such information as 
they may have received and believe to be true, and ac- 
cording to such information as they can conveniently ob- 
tain, and can rely upon as true—the whole to be‘commu- 
nicated as soon as conveniently it may be. 


UNCLAIMED DIVIDENDS. 


The following resolution, offered yesterday by Mr. 
Seracug, was taken up: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direct- 
ed to communicate to the Senate the amount of the un- 
claimed dividends of the funded debt of the United States 
which have been due more than two years, with the names 
of the persons to whom the same may appear to be due, 
and the particular species of stock upon which it accrued. 

At a subsequent part of the day, 

Mr. CLAY observed that the resolution had passed 
while he was absent but a few moments‘from his seat. It 
related to a subject which had once been before the 
other House, who then deemed it inexpedient to act on it. 
It was a subject also that required some consideration; 
and he hoped the honorable Senator who brought it for- 
ward would, for that purpose, allow the vote taken on it 


‘| to be reconsidered. 


Mr. SPRAGUE said that, in consenting to reconsider 
the resolution, it was with the understanding it was for 
the purpose merely of restoring it to the situation in which 
it stood before its adoption, and not with any view of 
withdrawing it. In introducing it, he had no other object 
than that which ought to actuate every Senator--to pro- 
cure information on subjects of importance. The divi- 
dends referred to had remained in the Treasury Depart- 
ment for thirty years, and perhaps without the knowledge 
of those entitled to them; and it was but just to let the 
claimants know that there was money of theirs in our 
own hands, which we are ready to pay them. He would 
consent to restore the resolution to the situation in which 
it stood before it passed; and when it again came to be 
acted upon, he hoped the Senate would give it a favora- 
ble consideration. 
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Mr. CLAY observed. that he had no other object in|in his own State, and he could not consent to this bill if 
asking a reconsideration than to gain time for an examina-|they were to be excluded, because in the colleges of all 
tion of the subject. : 4 the new States the French language was taught as well 
The Senate then, on motion of Mr. SPRAGUE, agreed |to the children of the original inhabitants as to others, and 
to reconsider the resolution, and it was laid-on the table, |he could see no propriety. in selecting the St. Louis col- 
and made the order of the day for Monday next. . lege as one éntitled to peculiar favor, if all the others 
The bill from the House, giving effect to a commerciali were to be excluded. »He should, therefore, feel it his 
arrangement between the United States and the Republic| duty to move to lay the bill upon the table, for the pur- 
of Colombia, was read the first time, and ordered to a] pose of further consideration and amendment: 
second reading. Mr. KING said that the committee had: under, cen- 
The. bill for the relief of John J. Jacob; and sideration the memorial alluded to by the gentleman from 
The bill for the relief of William Tharp, were consider-| Mississippi, and he believed they. were not disposed to 
ed in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to a third| report favorably upon it. He had before given his reasons 
reading. : e, | why the committee had thought the college at St oe 
oO IRR. entitled to favor, and he would leave the Senate to decide 
Sel UUs COLLEGHE: _ | }the question. Ie had before stated that Mississippi had 
The bill granting a township of land to the French|two townships, and Missouri and Alabama had the same, 
-college of St. Louis, was taken up in Committee of the| while Indiana had three. No cause had been assigned for 
Whole. z the preference that he knew of, that had induced this 
Mr. KING explained the reasons why the committee{ action of Congress in their favor. It seemed to him that 
had thought proper to report in favor of the object ofj there would be equal propriety in giving three townships 
this bill. Congress had appropriated lands in all the new] to each State, and he should not object to any proposal 
States for the benefit of seminaries of learning; and the| that the gentleman might make for that purpose; but to 
bill granting aid to the French college of St. Louis, was} grant the present petition to protect the college of St. 
founded on the ground that those lands appropriated for| Louis, would only be following the course heretofore pur- 
the purpose of education were granted for the benefit. of] sued by Congress in ‘patronizing learning by grants of 
English. institutions, and the present applicants derived | land; and as this institution was without the reach of bene- 
no advantage from them whatever. They were the] fit from the public lands already granted, he thought some- 
original inhabitants of Missouri, and formerly subjects|thing should be done for it. He would support any 
under the French or Spanish Governments before the ter-| amendment that the Senate might think proper. 
ritory was ceded to the United States. They had now] Mr. HOLMES hoped this question would not be con- 
become citizens of the States, and, as such, were entitled] nected with others with which it had no concern.. He 
to all the rights and privileges of American citizens. When] was in favor of granting lands for the benefit of institu- 
the change took place, they were left unprovided for, and| tions of learning, but he did not see the propriety of 
were now dependent upon the liberality of individuals to] granting to one college, and refusing it to another. 
support their institution, which was not only important to) Mr. BENTON said the merits of the bill had been well 
themselves, but to the whole American people, as chil- stated by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Krve,] who 
dren, whether of French or English origin, were equally| had reported it from the Land Committee, of which -he 
admitted to the benefits of the institution. There hadj was chairman. Mr. B. knew that the hour for taking up 
been a grant made by Congress in support of the deaf|another subject (the tariff resolutions) had arrived, but 
and dumb asylums at Connecticut, and elsewhere, besides} he hoped that a few minutes would be spared to this bill, 
appropriating for other seminaries, which he referrec to. | and thereby prevent it from being laid over till another 
He could only add that, besides these views which the|day. He was sure-he could appeal to the liberal feelings 
committee had taken into consideration, the old French] of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Pornpexren,] not to 
inhabitants had peculiar claims upon Congress, that would} press an amendment for his State, which would be of a na- 
not apply in any other case of the numerous similar appli-| ture dissimilar to the bill before the Senate. [Mr. POIN- 
cations which had been made from various sources for} DEXTER bowed assent.] Mr. B. continued. This bill is 
appropriations for the benefit of English institutions which | for the preservation and the diffusion of the French lan- 
were already receiving the proceeds of the lands hereto- | guage; a language of too universal use and necessity to be 
fore appropriated for the advancement of learning through-| commented upon.here. Itis to preserve and diffuse that 
out the country. language, not for the children of Missouri alone, but of 
Mr. BENTON asked the reading the petition, which}the whole Union. The college is now in operation; a 
contained a statement of the present and past situation of] brick building of four stories high having been built by pri- 
the college—its origin and present number of students, | vate exertions and liberality; about one hundred and forty 
and the grounds upon which they prayed for the aid of/students, many of them receiving gratuitous instruction, 
Congress. were now at the institution, the whole under the care of 
Mr. POINDEXTER said he had no objection to the/a president and professors eminently capable of discharg- 
grant of land asked for by the memorialists; but, in hisjing their important trusts. Besides the French language, 
opinion, similar grants should be made'to other States if}all the branches of a liberal education were taught there; 
this was adopted. There were many applications, and|the modern living languages, English, Spanish, and Italian, 
among them one from his own State, which he thought|as well as French, and the dead languages. It was a place 
was equally entitled to an appropriation; and he wished|where the modern living languages, especially French, 
to know of the gentleman from Alabama, who was on the/could be learnt practically; where the tongue and» ear 
committee to which this memorial had been referred, | could become master‘of the language as well as the eye. 
whether it. had been acted on, and, if so, what was thc} French was undoubtedly taught in all our seminaries of 
result. He observed that some States had received ajlearning; but how? and to what purpose) -Merely to 
grant of three townships, while others had but two, and| translate; hardly ever to speak it, to. write it, to under- 
Mississippi was among the latter description. He thought] stand it when spoken. . Mr. B: said the French college at 
it would be the best policy to place all the States upon/ St. Louis would differ fromall these. It would.teach the 
an equal footing in their grants of land, either in the pre-| language practically;-make it useful; add. it, in-fact, as a 
sent bill, or in some other that might be brought forward.|second mother tongue to the American or English learner. 
He wished to be informed on this subject, because he| Mr. B. could see no constitutional objection to this appli- 
stood here as a representative of those who-had applied| cation. . The United States. had bought the province of 
Vor. VAL—15 
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Lotiisiana, and could ‘sell-the Jand, or. bestow portions ofl on articles of necessity, than it is that of the freemen of the 
itas she pleased. . Two townships of land had been grant- South; that if the people of the South are suffering from 
ed to the State of Missouri: for the support of a seminary | the effect of heavy duties, so do the mass of the people in 
of learning, but-both: ‘these townships would.go to the|the manufacturing States suffer from the same cause; that 
support of an institution’ chiefly dedicated to the. English | the chief intention of those who employ agents to besiege 
language.. Why. give‘all our support to the English lan-| Congress, to resist all attempts to reduce the taxes, and 
guage, when we have acquired, with an immense public|to call for more protection, is.to benefit. the rich and de- 
domain, a large:population-of French extraction, descend- | press the poor—-to enable the wealthy manufacturers to 
ed from that nation which stood by. us inthe war of thej swallow up the small manufacturers and mechanics, the 
revolution, now incorporated with us in our political union, | farmer’s family manufactures, and all the money the far- 
entitled to all the benefits of the Union, and only asking | mer can’ earn. : Jn a word, 1 hope to succeed in demon- 
for a, pittance out of the vast domain which came with|strating that the higl tariff, continued without abatement, 
them into this Union, and which pittance is to be used in| must result in the complete monopoly to wealth, in the 
the. most'meritorious manner, not for their own advantage | virtual creation of lords and vassals, and in the destruction 
only; but: for.the. common and -mutual advantage of the|of that proud spirit of independence which characterizes 
whole Union? Mr. B. said it was.an object in the admin- | free institutions and free men. 
istration of the laws to give publie satisfaction; much more |. Another artifice of the political tariff party is to inter- 
should it be an object to give satisfaction in the enactment | pose the question of constitutionality, on which the oppo- 
of laws. . ‘The petitioners in this case are a portion of the | nents of a high tariff are divided. "The wire-drawn argu- 
ancient inhabitants of Louisiana. -They have been peti-|ments, the nice definition and, collocation of words, and 
tioners.at this bar for.a long time, not for this object, but|the labored inferences which are or may be offered on 
for another; not for bounty, but for justice. They have|this subject, T will not attempt to answer. The question 
been petitioners here for a quarter of a century, not fora jis not with mc—are high duties intended exclusively for 
college grant, but for the confirmation of their land titles. | the protection of home manufactures constitutional? But, 
Those titles were not yet settled. Mr. B. would not now jare they expedient? Af- inexpedient, they are bad, and 
touch that question—another occasion would present itself| ought to be changed:-if both inexpedient and unconstitu- 
soon—but he would'declare to the Senate, that it was the | tional, they. are still bad, and can only be changed. If 
conscientious. belief and firm ‘conviction of the ancient|they are daily increasing that discontent which may ter- 
French population that justice had not been done them;|minate in a disruption of the constitution, it is folly surely 
that formalities and unfounded suspicions had been allow-|to discuss nice: points which may never be satisfactorily 
ed to interpose, and to deprive them of their. lands, and|decided while we suffer the evil to occur which might 
that in a republic which the bounty of kings had bestow-|have been averted. . Et is quite enough for me, if our fa- 
ed-upon them. This was their belief; and now, if, after | thers who framed the constitution considered the power 
so many large grants to the States for the support of semi-| of enacting a protecting tariff for the growth of manufac- 
naries; if; after the grant of one section in every township | tures to be the main object of that instrument, that they 
throughout the new States for the promotion of education, {never laid or enforced taxes on the people in the shape of 
the. whole of which. grants enured to the benefit of English | duties on imports which went beyond the revenue neces- 
schools. and English colleges; if, after all this, a petition |sary for the support of Government—that they had no pro- 
for one township of refuse land, to be taken out of their|jects of federal internal improvement, or splendid Go- 
own former inheritance, and to be devoted to the pre-|vernment, to furnish an-apology for high taxes. 
servation and diffusion of their native language, should be| Tani opposed to the resolution submitted by the gentle- 
rejected, it will be impossible for them to see an adequate | man from Kentucky, as well because the principle of that 
reason for the rejection. | Dissatisfaction must be the con- | resolution, if carried into effect, will make taxation more 
sequence, and a stronger belief of injustice must pervade | unequal than the tariff of 1828 now is, as because the 
their bosoms. ; : adoption of such a principle is calculated to produce great- 
Mr. HAYNE observed that the object was an important er discontent and heart-burnings, and to. fan the flame of 
one, and likely to take. up much time; he would, there- | discord in this happy land. Nay, sir, it is my fear that if 
fore, move to lay it on the table, for the purpose of|laws shall pass at this session, carrying into effect the prin- 
resuming the special order of the day. This motion was| ciples of that resolution, civil war may be the consequence. 
agreed to. i Gentlemen more than once have alluded to the * pro- 
tate tective system” as. being the very life-blood of our coun- 
try’s prosperity—-as having scattered its ‘rich fruits” over 
the land—as having ‘replenished the public coffers,” and 
enabled.the Government to discharge the public debt. In 
my belief, they have mistaken altogether the effects of 
their system. I had supposed if any tariff law had been of 
essential benefit to the general interest by fostering Amc- 
rican manufactures, it was the law of 1816; but this the 
Senator from New Jersey denies. © 1 understood him to 
say that ‘the tariff of 1816 carried destraction to the 
Eastern States;” but that the Eastern States were relieved 
by the law of 1824. Now, sir, the law of 1824 did not 
satisfy—it did not afford the protection asked for, and 
under that law the manufacturers were ruined: millions 
of moncy expended on manufactures were sunk betwecn 
that year and 1829. The law of 1828 was passed: this 
law, by some of its present friends, was termeda “hill of 
abominations.” The gentleman from Kentucky is not 
satisfied with it--he says its wholesome provisions are 
evaded, and that, under its present’ operation, the manu- 
facturers of woollens are still great sufferers. The gén- 
tleman from New Jersey is also dissatisfied with some of 
its proyisions-—he says the duty on wool was laid too high. 


THE TARIFF. 


- -The ‘Senate then resumed the consideration of Mr. 
Cxax’s resolution; proposing a modification of .the tariff; 
together with Mr. Hayxx’s amendment thereto. 

Mr. HILL, of New Hampshire, said, as J, Mr. Presi- 
dent, am so unfortunate as to differ in my views from those 
of almost evéry other Senator representing the States of 
the North, on the subject of the resolution now under 
consideration, l am forced to do what I had not expected 
‘to feel obliged to do during the. present session—give at 
length the reasons which will prompt my vote on the ques- 
tion—a question of great importance to every section of 
the country. - I should not do justice-to myself, or, meet 
the expectations of my constituents, if I suffered the occa- 
sion 'to:pass with giving simply. a silent vote. 

Sir; among the artifices resorted to by the political tariff 
men—for we- have political tariff men, whose newborn 
zeal outstrips all the old and steady friends to the protec- 
tion of American industry—is that of making this a ques- 
tion of variance as between the North and South. Itrust 
I shall-be able to show that it is not less the interest of the 
great body. of freemen at the North to reduce the taxes 
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Withouthearing a word from the opponents of the present 
tariff, reasoning from. the opposite facts and inferences 
presented by its friends, I can’come tono other conclusion 
than-that the imposition of all duties beyond what is neces- 
sary simply to raise a revenue for defraying the current 
and ordinary expenses of the Government, is of a policy at 
least doubtful. ` . ae 8 i 

Mr. President, I will assume and attempt to prove the 


position that neither the tariff of 1824 or that of 1828 has 


essentially benefited manufactures. 


it is true that since the passage of the law of 1828 seve- 


ral great manufacturing establishments have arisen in the 
Eastern States. ‘ 
So; under the moderate protection 


flourished. 


of 1828 had been in operation ‘more than one year. 


Does any one suppose that if the duties on imports had 
remained uniform from 1816, such vast sums would have 
been lost in the cotton and ‘woollen. manufacturing esta- 
Will any one contend that the manufactures 
both of cotton and wool would have been less flourishing 
Such. assumption 
would now be a mistake; and every practical manufacturer 


blishments? 
‘in New England than they now ‘are? 


in the country will tell you so. 


i trust, Mr. President, that Iam not of those who will 
not rejoice to see any portion of our country prosperous. 
1 rejoice to see large manufacturing establishments grow- 
ing up in my neighborhood, and I am gratified when I 
hear that their owners are enabled to.make large divi- 
| But these large establishments. are not, to my sec- 
tion of the country, all that they appear to be—all that the 
gentleman from South Carolina supposes them to be: they 
are not always to be taken as an indication of the © general 


dends. 


prosperity.” 


in a township of the State of. New Hampshire, a few 
years ago, an establishment with a capital of one million 
of dollars was set on foot for the manufacture of cotton; 
‘many men of small capital in the vicinity were induced 
to take shares; the principal part of the stock was, how- 
ever, taken by the rich men of a city in another State. 
The work of erecting buildings, tearing down old houses, 
openug new streets, erecting dams, and creating artificial 
ponds of water, went on swimmingly until the first million 
was expended. The directors and agents had not yet 
gone far enough for the “prosperity” of the place: they 


took out a new act of incorporation for another company, 


with a capital of five hundred thousand dollars; and not to 
burden the small proprietors with new assessments, who 
were too poor to raise the money, the rich men engaged 
preferred to loan the sum to the new corporation, taking 


for their security the property of the first establishment. 


‘The stock, the price of which those.interested knew well 
how to control, fell in the market—the. corporation be- 
came embarrassed—the property was attached, and in the 
end the whole was seized to the use and ownership of 
, those who had loaned the- one-third of the original cost, 
while the other creditors to. the -corporation obtained not 
It is believed that not an individual owner of the 


a cent. 


of the law of 1816, 
several large, and many small, establishments grew up and 
The cotton establishments at that early period 
were as well protected—nay, better-protected, than they 
ever can be under any other law. . Not that the laws of 
1824 and 1828 did not aim at protection—but what with 
the revulsions consequent to continued legislation, and 
annually moving this subject—now, the market overstock- 
ed and glutted with the foreign articlé, and rendering 
prices merely nominal, and now the spirit of speculation 
stimulated by the “ glorious protection” which was to be 
furnished hy a new tariff—thousands of persons of. mode- 
rate property, who had invested-all they had in manufac- 
turing establishments, were ruined. Of-all the small wool- 
len establishments within my knowledge, there was no 
one that had not stopped; yes, sir, the owners failed, or 
shut up shop, at the close of the year 1829, after the tariff 


stock, resident in the State where this establishment was 
Jocated, escaped the entire loss of his amount of stock 
paid in, and the hard earned wages of the workmen and 
workwomen were never paid. This, sir, is but an instance 
of many, in which the men:of moderate property, the. 
widew and the orphan, have been filched of their all... 
Another evil. attending these large establishments is, 
that they tend to the annibilation of that household indus- 
try, under which the matrons of New England had reared- 
those. sons who have been the stamina of our liberties, and 
those daughters who have arisen to call the nation blessed. 
The common farmers of New. Englatid; sir, are working 
men, and their wives and daughters were working women; 
it was their pride and their delight to ** lay their hands to 
the spindle, and their hands hold of the distaff—to make 
fine linen and sell it, and deliver girdles unto the mer- 
chants.” So extensive were these household manufac- 
tures, that almost the entire clothing of the farmers’_fami- 
lies was produced on their own farms, manufactured into 
cloth, and the garments made under their own.roofs, The 
yalue and extent of this manufacture may be estimated 
from the fact that, «from 1790 to 1794, the average cost 
of woollens brought into the United States, including duty- 
and expenses of importation, was seven and a half millions 
of dollars; the population about four-and a half millions of 
persons. Atthe moderate estimate of six dollars per head, 
this would give an annual woollen consumption for the 
whole United States of twenty-seven millions of dollars; 
only seven and a half millions of which being of foreign 
production, it is manifest that a woollen manufacture ex- 
isted in the United States, equal to the wants of three- 
fourths of its whole population, at.a period when the du- 
ties were almost nominal.”. Every neighborhood then 
had its falling mill, and clothier, who dressed this cloth, 
and prepared it for use. This occupation now is almost 
entirely broken up—the clothier has been obliged to seek 
an occupation elsewhere—the farmers’ daughters are 
obliged toherd together in fifties, hundreds, and thousands 
in the manufacturing establishments; or, if they remain at 
home, no longer find that profitable and wholesome em- 
ployment which was so highly beneficial to the prosperity 
and to the morals of the whole community. While pur- 
suing these occupations at home, they were respectable 
and respected. You may imagine, sir, what is, what will 
be one hundred years hence, their condition in such. esta- 
blishments as will be the future Birminghams and Manches- 
ters of America; how well fitted they will be to fill the 
places of the mothers of our country. vo eh os 
Here, sir, 1 may be permitted to notice the information 
given by the Senator from: Maine in.a letter from some 
agent of the ‘great. manufacturing establishment at Great 
Falls. Great Falls is within the State of New Hampshire, 
and I have a right to say something about the place: the 
village contains more than a thousand inhabitants, and part 
of the settlement belongs to the State of Maine, being situ- 
ated on and near the line of the two States. The.Sena- 
tor from South Carolina the other day informed you how 
many yards of cotton cloth were made there in a-year. 
But the letter read by the Senator from Maine: gives more 
important information: it discloses other machinery there 
in operation. It seems the inmates of the establishment 
are there all forced to become religious. Ba tie ae 
{Mr. Hix was here interrupted by. Mr. HOLMES, who 
denied that any such inferences. were deducible from the 
letter which he had read yesterday: >He*[Mr. EL] said 
he had-not the Ictter in his place, but would go to his lodg- 
ings and procure it.] Bs aes 
Mr. HILL resumed. ‘The manufacturing dons, said he, 
have always been of the party claiming “all the religion” 
as well as ‘all the wealth and respectability;” and if their 
dependents refuse to become so, [that is, reftise to sub- 
scribe to their peculiar doctrine, ] they are, sans ceremonie, 
turned out of employment. They are also forced to be 


r 
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temperate; or, at least, they are:under. such a restrictive of-new temporary employment in other States, where ma- 
system as permits them: to purchase intoxicating liquors nufacturing establishments are erecting; others go to the 
only at one place; and that place managed without doubt/far West, where more golden ‘prospects are held out to 
to the advantage ahd profit of the rich owners of the es:|them. ‘The daughters of the farmers- seek employment 
tablishment...It willbe seen by the letter read by thefirst at some neighboring factory in the State, and after- 
Senator, that a director of one of these great establish-| wards pursue a round wherever they can find employment 
ments-controls every thing—that he directs, not only the in factories of other States. It has often surprised stran- 
actions, but the. thoughts of all persons in his employ—-that | gers who travel in New England, to witness the nimber of 
they are but machines in his hands to execute any purpose, | young females travelling in the publie stages from place 
to turn off any work he may be employed to do, whether|to place without a protector. Sometimes they find full 
it be to manufacture cotton cloth, or vote at the polls for|employment, and a little better. wages than they can ob- 
such candidates asthe owners shall designate. Ts it pre-|tain in families; sometimes the female domestics are lured 
suming too much to say that the future condition of the from their homes, it being considered more respectable 
pérsons composing the ‘manufacturing population will be |to work in a factory than in the kitchen, and the price of 
no better than-that of the ‘serfs. and vassals to the Euro- family service is raised for the moment some twenty-five 
pean barons of the feudal system? and fifty per cent. At other times.a whole factory esta- 
Sir, the effect of large manufacturing establishments | blishmentis thrown out of employ, and the female inmates 
may be illustrated by a comparison. The States of New jare obliged to seek any roof where they can find a shelter. 
Hampshire'and Vermont, nearly of equal size, for the last | 1t is believed a-majority of these females are no better off, 
thirty years have been of nearly equal population. Ver- after having labored for ycars in a factory, than they were 
mont has the advantage of more recent settlement and a|when they entered its, they usually are kept in debt to 
more extended fertile soil, while New Hampshire is nearer [some store connected with or owned by the factory pro- 
the seaboard and to a profitable market for her surplus pro- prietors: the moral effect of their associations is better 
ducts. In 1810, the population of Vermont exceeded that | conceived than described. What respectable man would 
of New Hampshire by about three thousand; but, by the | wish a daughter placed in such a state of vassalage, away 
census of 1820, New Hampshire went ahead of Vermont from friends, away from home? Yet the daughters of re- 
more than nine thousand. During these ten years there spectable men are obliged to place themselves in this situ- 
were no manufacturing establishments in cither State, of ation; and far be it from me to impdach their virtue in the 
sufficient magnitude to affect the population. From 1820 condition to which circumstance has forced them. 
to 1830 has been the manufacturing era. Millions of capi-|. We have seen, sir, how New Hampshire, a manufactar- 
tal, much of it entirely sacrificed, have been invested injing State, stands, when compared with her sister, Ver- 
New Hampshire, but none of any considerable magnitude |mont, an agricultural State—what is the consequence? 
in Vermont.* I do not know of a cotton or woollen esta-|She is deprived of at least twenty thousand of her most 
blishment in that State-—at least, I believe there is none in|active population—yea, more than this—twenty thousand 
operation on the east side of the Green Mountains. As|are taken from her agriculture; for, by so much as the 
New Hampshire had the advantage of the millions invested, manufacturing towns within her borders have been in- 
and the great manufacturing establishments in operation; creased, has her agricultural population suffered a propor- 
as she had some thousands added in operatives from Ire- |tionate decrease. The consequence is, that we have 
land- and England, we flattered ourselves that the granite | more cleared land than hands for its proper cultivation; 
State would still keep ahead in population of her sister, that the price of lands has fallen; that agricultural capital, 
Vermont, in the census of 1830, We are disappointed. even when the soil is cultivated by the hands of its owners, 
Vermont is above New Hampshire by 11,146, having gain- will not yield a profit of three per cent.; and if cultivated 
ed upon her in the last ten years more than 20,000, and by hired service exclusively, will scarcely pay for the cul- 
having a population of 280,679, while New Hampshire tivation; that the price of houses and lands, except in or 
has but 269,533. Under the last census, New-Hampshire |near some thriving village, is almost nominal. Docs a 
had six, and Vermont five representatives in Congress; | farmer wish to better his situation by going into some ma- 
under the present census, the case may be reversed, and |nufacturing employment? He can scarcely realize a suffi- 
will be reversed if the ratio either of 45,000 or 46,000 cient outfit from the sale of his farm to doit. Ihave known 
shall be adopted. $ f some to leave their farms entirely unoccupied, for the pros- 
The manufacturing establishments have doubled and |pect of better employment: others } have known to sell all 
sometimes trebled the population in some half dozen town- |they possess; and, after employing themselves ncar some 
ships of New Hampshire; but their immediate presence factory, perhapsjin taking boarders, or in acting as menials 
has so discouraged agriculture, that other farming towns |4 few years, return poor and pennyless, having contract- 
in their vicinity have less population than they had ten ed habits which, to the credit of our yeomanry be it spoken, 
yearsago. The active young men have been tempted by few of them possess. . ; ; 
the prospect of cash and high wages to labor in erecting] To show you, sir, how much protection the tariff affords 
these manufacturing establishments: when this business to our farmers, I will enumerate some of the taxes they 
is finished, they return to their former occupation, dis- | pay on articles of necessary consumption. Suppose a far- 
contented that they cannot Jabor there with the prospect | mer, with a family of ten persons; they will consume and 
of immediate cash payments. Some of them go in search | wear out, at a random calculation, in a year, as by the fol- 
ž f ; lowing table: 


* Since this statement was made, the writer understands Vermont has TARIFE 1828. Tanier 1790. 


been claimed as a manufacturing State! It will not be denied that Taz. nerd. Tax. nerd. 
Vermont does much in the way of common manufactures, as haa every 7 7 3 S 3 ‘ 5 $ 4 
Eastern State for twenty years; that she has her flour mills, paper mills, 200 Ibs. raw iron, $3 r0 $0 Sa $0 15 $0 

carding machines, tanneries, &e, She has also had a few cotton and 300 ibs. brown sugar, 9 00 225 4 50 125 


woollen establishments on a small seale, which were in operation before 20 yards woollen cloth 


the tariff Jaw of 1824. On inguiry at Montpelier, in November, the + Eti K 

writer could not learn that a single toitoi estublishinent of any extent under $1 minimum, 9 00 2 25 i 00 0 25 
was in operation. One at Hartford had been stopped for two years: the 10 do. $2 50 do. 11 25 2 81 125 031 
owner of another on Queechey river, supposed to be worth £100,000, | 100 yds. coarse cottons 3 00 0 75 0 50 0 123 
hàd been rained, A woollen factory at Northficld, which had been in 50d fi d : 4 00 1 00 0 50 0 124 
operation before the tariff of 1824, had since that of 728 ruined its weal- 0- une Os 3 
thy owner, In fact, from alf the information received, the opinion must 24 do. calico, 192 048 022 0 5 
be reiterated that Verinont is nota manufacturing State, that is, she) 24 do. gingham 192 048 022 0 5 
has no large joint stock companies of considerable extent, whose busi- - Bins 2 č 0 900 0 50 
ness ia to manufacture cotton and woollen cloths, 50 Ibs. coffee (act 1828) 2 5 0 624 
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30 galls. molasses, (act ` E _ į were jus encing the business, and were. investing 
1828, ) 300 075 `O 90 ~ O 22 | their capi urchasing and clearing the lands, in buy- 

4 lbs. Hyson tea, do, 160 0 40 128 0 33 |ing slaves, in" erecting the houses and necessary append- 
8lbs. Souchong, do. 2 00 0 50 144 0 36 |ages. It is no secret in the Eastern States, that. immense 
20 yds. bombasin, 100 025 0-42 0 10 {fortunes have been made by these planters in the course 
15 bush. salt (act 1828) 3 00 0 75 180 0 45 |of a few years: the planters themselves have returned 
6 galls. wine, instead - and told us so. The price of sugar has since fallen; and 
of spirits, 300 075 -1-50 0 S74)it is gravely urged that this fall of price has been a conse- 

4 woollen blankets, 3 30 0 88 0 40. 0 10 | quence of the protection furnished by the tariff. There 
20 yards flannel, 450. 1123 6 50 0 123) has been no tariff which has protected cotton for seve- 
Spices, i 100 025 0 25° 0. 6 |ral years; and the price of cotton has. been depressed 
24 lbs. raisins and cur- equal to that of sugar. How does it happen, if the tariff 
rants, 084 021 010 -O 2 jon sugar is encouraging the growth of sugar in Louisiana 

12 yards silks, say 180 0 45 045 0 11 [and Florida, that twice the quantity of foreign sugar was 
China ware and porce- imported into. the United States in the year 1830, that was 
Jain, 100 0 25 0 623 0.15 imported in the year preceding, as is shown by the re- 

Tin ware, 050 012 . Free turns reported from the Treasury Department? Sugar 
12 yards lincn, 1 50 -0 374 ™ 0 50° 0 12}|has become an article of consumption scarcely less ali- 
Glass ware, 200 050 050 0 124| mentary than flour or rice: twenty years ago, in many 
Earthen and stoneware, 100. 025° 050 0 124]/places, foreign sugar was used as an article of luxury. It 
Buttons, 050 0 128 017 0 4 |is of the first importance that it should come cheap to the 
Leather, 400 100 100 0 25 jconsumer; and the consumer ought not to pay an extra 
20 Ibs. steel, 030 0 7 015 O 4 {tax for its protection, when it is produced in such abun- 


: — dance in so many places, where it isreadily exchanged for 
$82 13 $20 52 ` $23 32 $5 67 |many ofthe agricultural products of the Middle, Western, 
and Eastern States. There is no conceivable reason why 
I have calculated the duty on the original cost, and add-| the small farmersand mechanics, the working men of the 
ed an advance of twenty-five per cent. on that duty, as} United States, should pay a tax of fifty per cent., with 
the profits of the wholesale and retail dealer; for it should} twenty-five cent. added as the profit of the vender, for the 
be kept in mind that the dealers charge and receive as| protection of the rich planter of Louisiana. It has been 
much advance on the duties paid to the Government, as! said that the people of the United States might afford to 
on the cost and charges. By this table, it will be seen|hire all the slaves employed in the cultivation of sugar in 
that the farmer pays on twenty-eight articles-a tax of| Louisiana and Florida, at some one hundred and fifty dol- 
$102 65, whereas, by the tariff of 1790, he would have to| lars per annum a head, to do nothing, so they could be re- 
pay on the same articles only $2899. These twenty-| lieved fromthe tax on foreign sugar. 
eight articles are selected from several hundred enume-| The Senator from Kentucky complains of the *scan- 
rated articles on which duties are paid, many of which are| dalous violations” of the tariff law: he says, ‘false in- 
articles of necessity. It is believed, if some exceed,! voices are made as to woollens, and the classification into 
others fall below the amount used and consumed by fa- minimums is constantly cluded;” and inquires “ whether 
milies that are able to pay for them. To those in affiuent| it be not practicable to arrest this illegitimate course of 
circumstances, the list would be much extended. trade.” He complains that the valuation is made in foreign 
Looking minutely into the tariff of duties, the consumer, | countries, and says this kind of valuation is an anomaly— 
the man of limited income, is enabled to see what is other-| that ‘seven-cighths of the importation of woollens into 
wise invisible—to see why, with all his efforts and his in- the port of New York, where more is received than in all 
dustry, he is continually becoming lessened in his means. | the other ports of the United States together,” are in the 
If the farmer was required, when he purchased a new | hands of the foreigner. A committee of the late tariff 
ploughshare, to count out and pay as a separate tax! convention charges these frauds on “the American oppo- 
eighty-seven and one-half cents; a crowbar, thirty-five! nents of the protective system, who (they say) have en- 
cents; a shovel, fifteen cents; a log chain, sixty cents; a cart} deavored to render that law as odious as possible; in which 
tire, two to three dollars; a set of harrow teeth, $1 50 to they have received material aid from those ‘foreigners 
$25 a yard of coarse woollen cloth, from one to two dollars;| who are extensively engaged in importing from the agents 
for every pound of brown sugar, four cents; or, if the tax-| of foreign manufacturers in this city,” viz. New York. 
gatherer should go into the blacksmith’s, or other me-jI am little disposed to bandy words with the American 
chanic’s shop, and demand another amount equal to the! system advocates; but, so far as my knowledge extends, 
first cost of all the iron and steel, or other raw material these gentlemen are much more engaged in purchasing, 
necessary to carry on his business, could it be supposed | importing, and vending foreign woollens, than the oppo- 
he would cheerfully bear this burden without complaint?| nents of the high tariff. It is believed there is not in the 
When the artisan should further consider that the effect] city of Boston a dealer in woollens, interested in the large 
of this tax on the raw material directly tended to take| woollen manufactories, who does not sell more British than 
the business out of his own, and place it in the hands of| Amcrican cloths. Come this evil from what source it may, 
foreigners, who, not being taxed for the raw material, | it is an evil that must exist whenever the tax on imports is 
could furnish the manufactured article much cheaper, | so bigh as to be oppressive. To the other calamities of the 
would he thank you that the tax wasimposed on him, not| forcing system, we may add its demoralizing effect on the 
for the purpose of necessary revenue, but for “protection”’; whole trading community. Such enormous duties as the 
I have mentioned the article of brown sugar, which is; tariff on woollens imposes, furnish a strong temptation to an 
but of recent production in the United States, and is now; evasion of the laws by false swearing, and all the arts of 
produced only in quantities in the State of Louisiana andthe practised smuggler. The evasions at New York are 
the Territory of Florida. In 1790, when the first cost‘of| not the worst feature in this odious business. Entire car- 
this article in the West India islands was probably three; goes of British goods are imported by way of the river 
times as much as it now is, the duty was only one cent and! St. Lawrence, for the purpose of being smuggled into the. 
one-half per pound; Since 1816, it has been. three cents| United States; and I state what I do know, when I say that 
per pound. It was raised at that time with the view to the! professed friends of the American system in my section of 
temporary encouragement of the Louisiana planters, who| the country are deeply engaged in this Canada trade. I 
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the whole interior frontier with a cordon of armed. men, 
and- goods will come, as they were brought during the 
embargo and war, from depots kept up at Halifax, St. 
John’s, and St. Andrews; they will be there imported from 
England by American merchants, the professed friends of 
the “system and the whole sytem,’ and they will proba. 
bly find, as the same class of men found fifteen and twenty 
years ago, judges who will wrest the goods from the fangs 
of your laws certain they will never wantable lawyers, ready 
to interpose legal quibbles to amerce in heavy damages those 
faithful officers who honestly aim to execute the laws. 

Since I came into the Senate this morning, my attention 
has been drawn to the memorial yesterday laid on your 
table of two.hundred and seventy-six journeymen tailors 
of Philadelphia—that city which is the very focus of the pro- 
tective tariff. ‘The facts and inferences of this memorial are 
so apposite to my present object, that { must ask liberty to 
read a few paragraphs from it. And it should be recol- 
lected that these complaints come not from men who have 
frequently been.in the habit of memorializing Congress, 
but from laboring men, in humble life, who surely ought 
not, on that account, to. be turned off without a hearing!, 

After giving a history of the rise and progress, from 
low to high dutics, on ‘woollen cloths, and the effects of 
these high duties in depressing their business, the memo- 
rialists say: 

“The facilities of smuggling ready made clothes, and 
the immense advantages resulting from it to those who can 
avail themselves of it, hold out temptations too strong to 
be resisted by the great bulk of the community; and many 
of. us know the fact, that foreign made coats, and other 
garments, are now worn by the former customers of our 
employers, who have found agents of foreign tailors wil- 
ling to supply them ata trifle more than the European 
prices. A coat, which is here charged at $25, can be had 
in London for $15, whilst one, for which our employers are 
obliged to charge $35, can be had for £5 5, or $23 33. 
‘The facility and cheapness of an intercourse with Canada, 
and the impossibility of closely watching the crews of ves- 
sels and passengers who come from Europe, present 
insurmountable barriers to any efficient system for pre- 
venting smuggling; and we are fearful that, if the present 
high duties are persevered in, smuggling will be so well 
established, that not cven a reduction of duties to one-half 
would be sufficient to break it up. T 

“ But itis not from smuggling alone that your petiton- 
ers anticipate an annual decrease of their business, under 
the present high rates of duty upon woollen cloths. Rea- 
dy made clothing, of particular qualities, viz. that which 
is wade of cloth upon which the highest rates of duty are 
charged, can be imported and sold, after paying the duty 
of fifty per cent., cheaper than it can be made in this coun- 
try. The inevitable effect of this must be, to lead to ex- 
tensive importations of ready made clothing from Europe, 
where labor is cheaper, not only on account of the great 
competition amongst laborers, but on account of the very 
low prices at which the laborers are enabled to clothe 
themselves and families. . 

“In thus representing our grievances, we cannot avoid 
bringing into view of your honorable bodies the condition 
of avery extensive and worthy class, who, from their Sex, 
are prevented from addressing you. We mean the tailor- 
esses of our city, who perform the light work of the trade. 
For several years past, this extensive class of females 
have felt the injury resulting from diminished employ- 
ment, and are now in a state of extreme suffering in con- 
sequence thereof. 

“The price of cloth is kept up by the high duties, so 
as to diminish the number of garments which people can 
afford to wear, or to oblige families whose means are li- 
mited to make them up themselves, and thus deprive of a 
job the tailoresses who would otherwise have been em- 
ployed. The effect of high prices upon the demand for 


know it, sir, because these men journey 
nada several times in a year, and becaus 
avoid custom-house officers quite as much 
same party hated and avoided custom-house officers du- 
ring the late war with Great Britain. ; 

` Permit me, sir, to` read an ‘extract from a letter I rẹ- 
ceived since I arrived here, dated December 7, 1831, from 
a member of the Legislature of New Hampshire, living 
in that part.of the State bordering on the Canada line. 

t At the time our Legislature was in session last June, 
I did not even dream that a great part of the broadcloths 
J saw in the stores, &c. were smuggled from Canada; but, 
sir, I have no doubt of the fact; and from circumstances and 
facts daily coming to light, there is a gang of smugglers 
who have been running goods through this country to 

` Boston, ‘Hartford, Concord, Portsmouth, Portland, &c. 
for eight or ten months past, and perhaps twice that 
length of time, and to a very considerable amount, as they 
-convey three and four thousand dollars worth of cloths and 
nutmegs at a-load; and frequently two and three loads have 
been know to pass this place ina night.” 1 

Another letter, subscribed by five gentlemen of veracity 
and respectability, living in a town more central in New 
Hampshire, under date of December 13, 1831, says: 

‘* Every evidence short of absolute certainty is in our 
possession that smuggled goods are frequently, and to a 
large amount, carried through this village, by persons long 
since suspected, and now almost known.to.bée engaged in 
that illicit traffic.” % l i 

These letters, which furnish no new information to me, 
were written at a time when the winter sleighing had set 
in, affording facilities for rapid transport to and from Ca- 
nada. As the whole fronticr lies open, those who have 
long pursued this illegal trade know well how to avoid the 
few officers of the customs established at the different 
points. It is believed that not one case in a hundred is 
detected; and it has been confidently asserted and pub- 
lished, that insurance at the rate of fifteen per cent. on 
the original cost. of the goods is readily procured against 
all risk of their. arrest while.on the way from Montreal 
to the shelves of the woollen dealer in the United States. 
The old offenders, who learned their trade during the 
war with Great Britain, in which they were then protected 
by some of the State authorities, in most instances prefer 
the ‘t protection” which their wn shrewdness and ma- 
nagement will give their goods, rather than the  protect- 
ing duty” of fifteen per cent. paid in the shape of insur- 
ance on smuggling, They are almost to a man strong 
advocates for the American system, as well they may be; 
for under the ‘*protection” which this system affords 
them, a single trip to Montreal will put more * money in 
their purse,” at the expense of the Government and of 
the honest manufacturer, than they would gain in a whole 
year from any honest calling. f 

Another method may be here mentioned of evasion of 
duties. The gentlemen traders who have intercourse with 
Canada, at cach journey they take, come out with one or 
more suits; pantatoons, vest, coat, surtout, and cloak, ready 
made, costing, for a full suit of the best broadcloth, less 
than a hundred dollars, and worth, when brought in, one 
hundred and fifty to two hundred dollars. Circular bills 
of prices, with directions how to take the measure, to 
be transmitted through the post office, and inviting or- 
ders, and engaging that entire suits of clothing shall be 
forwarded and delivered—yes, delivered, at the Montreal 
prices, have been seen in this City. 

Were it possible to do away the evils of fraudulent in- 
voices at New York, and secure the whole amount of duty 
at the real value; if the evil be as great as is represented 
by the friends of high duties, the channel of fraud will 
inevitably take a worse direction. The woollen goods 
will then come direct from the British provinces by water; 
and armed men will be unable to keep them out. Line 
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clothing is well known to our profession. We have it upon|tons of iron; in New Jersey there were seventy-nine forges 


the authority of one of our principal merchant tailors, 
who has carried on business in this city for upwards of forty 
years, that, between the years 1790 and 1797, when a 
fashionable coat was furnished at 18 to 19 dollars, that 
class of customers who now purchase one or two coats in 
a year, used then to purchase from two to four; and 
there cannot be a doubt that a reduction of the duties upon 
every species of woollen manufacture would greatly in- 
erease the demand for the labor of journeymen tailors and 
tailoresses, and, at the same time, benefit all classes, by 
diminishing the price of clothing. : 

“In conclusion, your petitioners are fully, convinced 
that a perseverance inthe present policy will make their 
condition worse and worse; and they respectfully solicit 
your honorable bodies to take their case into seriou’ consi- 
deration, and reduce the duty to the rate at which it stood 
by the law of 1816, thatis, twenty-five per cent. ad valo- 
rem upon woollen cloths.” í 

The course of my remarks has led to'a digression from 
the direct point at issue, which was, that the tariff laws of 
1824 and 1828 had been of no essential benefit to manu- 
factures. z 

If it be contended that the present flourishing state of 
manufactures is owing to the protection of thesè tariff 
laws, I answer that the articles produced in this country, 
which have been protected by the lowest duties, are at 
this time in quite as flourishing and prosperous- condition 
as those which have had the protection of the Highest du- 
tics, Take the following, all of which are taxed at a duty 
of 30 per cent., and under, down to 123, viz. buttons, 
hats, cabinet wares, manufactures of wood, clocks, manu- 
factures of brass, brass in plates, earthen and stone wares, 
gold and silver watches, looking glasses, glass knobs, gilt 
wares, jewelry and paste work, leather, manufactures of 
brass, copper, iron, led, pewter, steel, and tin, not other- 
wise enumerated, millinery of every kind, ready made, 
nitre, spermaceti oil, whale oil, ochre, painters’ colors, 
printing types, quills, saddles and bridles, silk shoes, lea- 
ther shoes, snufts, silks, cotton stockings, twine. The 
duties on these articles range, as I have said, from 30 
down to 124 per cent. Many of them are successfully 
manufactured inthis country, and have been for years, be- 
fore high duties existed. If the’duties were prospec- 
tively reduced on all of them down to 20, 15, aŭd 10 per 
cent., itis my firm belief—and this belief is confirmed by 
past’ experience--that the domestic manufacture would 
not at all be interfered with by foreign competition. 

As a contrast to the foregoing comparatively moderate 
duties, let us turn to the duties on iron in an unmanufac- 
tured state, taxed more than one hundred per cent.; on 
wool, and manufactures of wool, taxcd from fifty to 
more than two hundred per cent., and see what- are 
already, and what inevitably must be, the effects of the 
enormous duties imposed for their protection—rather 
should I have said for their destruction. I take the facts 
and illustrations principally from an ‘* exposition of the 
unequal, unjust operation of the present tariff system,” 
compiled by a committee appointed at the Free Trade 
Convention lately held at Philadelphia. 

And first as to the iron duty. After mentioning that 
iron was manufactured in this country previous to the re- 
volution, in large quantities, furnishing, besides the do- 
mestic supply, more than 7,000 tons annually for export- 
ation, the exposition proceeds : : 

“Te the year 1784, before duties were hardly known 
on imports, the annual production of iron in the United 
States was extending vigorously. According to Mr. Coxe, 
in his View of the United States, published in 1794, there 
were, in Massachusetts alone, seventy-six iron works; Vit- 
ginia made above 5,300 tons of iron; in Pennsylvania 
there were sixteen furnaces andthirty-seven large forges, 
besides slitting and rolling mills, that cut-and rolled 1,500 


i 


and eight furnaces; and in Maryland, and most. of the 
other States, iron works.were very numerous, although 
the details were not so weli known. Mr. Coxe estimated. 
the quantity of iron then consumed in nails and spikes at 
4,000,000 pounds, of which 1,800,000 only were imported, 
the remainder being made at home.” 

. Having no authentic account from 1794 to 1810, when 
the marshals were directed, while taking the. census, to 
take also an account of the manufacturing establishments, 
these returns, although imperfect, are next given ‘in the 
exposition: : 7 ` ENEE 

ts According to these returns, there were in the United 
States, in the year 1810, one hundred and fifty-three iron 
furnaces, and three hundred and thirty forges; the former 
making 53,908 tons of metal, and the latter 24,541 tons 
of bar iron. As it required 36,811 tons of pig metal, or 
one-third more, to make the 24,541 tons of bar iron, there 
would only remain 17,697 tons of pigs and castings; in 
other words, the actual production of iron, both wrought 
and cast, was 42,238 ‘tons. The duties imposed on all 
descriptions of imported iron, up to the year 1810, had 
not got beyond fifteen per cent. ad valorem, with the 
exception of the two and a half per cent.. duty, known as . 
the Mediterranean fund, which continued during, and for 
some time subsequent to, the war with Tripoli. This 
increase of duties had been progressive. The act of July 
4, 1789, commenced with ‘seven and a half per cent. ad 
valorem, at which it remained until 1792; it was then in- 
creased to ten per cent. al valorem. Under this scale of 
revenue duties, the manufacture of American iron had 
grown up to the extent stated; and the capital employed 
in the establishments necessary for its production, it’ is 
well known, yiclded fair and liberal profits. Some of the 
largest fortunes in Pennsylvania, Maryland, and New Jer- 
sey, were acquired by iron masters during this period.” 

The exposition then goes on to give various estimates 
of the quantity of iron manufactured at the present time, 
and presents, as nearest the truth, the following: 

« The author of the article ‘Tron,’ in the Encyclopedia 
Americana, published during the present year, expressly 
states that ‘the total annual production of this metal in the 
United States cannot be estimated beyond 50,000 tons.’ ” 

Noticing still further the testimony made .by the iron 
masters, before a committee of Congress, in 1828, the 
exposition says: ` 

“ Have we not then a right to infer from this analysis 
of the testimony of these iron masters, that, so far. from 
there having been any very great increase in the annual 
production of iron, from the year 1818 to the year 1828, 
it is quite doubtful whether as much iron of every descrip- 
tion was manufactured during the latter as the former 
period?” ; 

The exposition proceeds: 

“ What better evidence then can be produced, than 
the statement just given of the unequal and oppressive 
operation of the present high duty on raw iron, when 
compared with that imposed on the importation of the 
various foreign manufactures of the same metal. The 
effect of this part of the tariff system of protection has 
been to almost put a stop tó all further competition be- 
tween the domestic and foreign manufactures of hardware 
and ironmongery, and to cause many other articles of iron 
which had previously thereto been made at home by our 
smiths, to be manufactured abroad; ‘and, instead of encou- 
raging and protecting this important branch of domestic 
industry, has retarded the fair and natural growth of every 
branch of the smithing business, diminished the employ- 
ment, and reduced the wages and profits of the valuable 
class of the American artisans actually engaged in, and de- 
pendent on it for their support.” 

Referring to the petition of the blacksmiths to Congress, 
at the three last Sessions, the author says: f 


239 


SENATE. ] 


GALES & SEATON’S. REGISTER 
The Tariff. ~ 


240 


the few.” 

Since 1820, (says an eminent merchant of Boston, ) the 
ratio of taxation by the increase of duty, and fall of iron 
abroad, has been nearly double. . 

I will now continue the quotations from the exposition. 
Alluding to the coking process of manufacturing iron in 
England, for which charcoal only is a substitute in this 


could ever prove, more than nominal. 

«The taxes now imposed on the American people, as 
consumers of iron, although apparently inconsiderable in 
reference to each individual, amount to more. than four 
millions of dollars per annum... This is undoubtedly a 
heavy burden; but itis not the only evil it inflicts: The 
tax, at the same time, prevents the American ‘smith, or 
other worker in iron, from extending his business and in- 
creasing his wages and profits, and denies him the oppor- 
tunity of a fair and equal competition with his foreign 
rival at Birmingham or Sheffield; for it deprives the former 
of the cheap raw material, exclusively possessed by the 
latter,and by means.of which the American workman could 
supply his own market on the same if not better terms, 
By throwing the market open to forcign competition, 
the consumption of iron would certainly be doubled, per- 
haps quadrupled, give employment to one hundred and 
fifty thousand blacksmiths, the class of artisans always 
most wanted, either in peace or war, in every country, 
and, if done by the hand, transfer the labor now performed 
by fifty thousand British smiths to our own fellow-citizens 


‘in American workshops. For such is the disproportion of 


the duty or imported hardware, in comparison with that 
imposed on raw iron, as we have already remarked, that 
the tariff acts of the United States afford bounties sufficient 
actually to give employment to the above mentioned num- 
ber of smiths in Britain, instead of the same number of 
American citizens. 

« Such is the ridiculous effect of the present adjustment 
of the duty between hardware and bar iron, that many 
descriptions. of hardware, subject to the duty of twenty- 


country, it requiring one hundred and twenty acres of five per cent. ad valorem, are actually imported at a lower 


woodland to produce the same iron here, that in England, 
by the coking process, may be obtained from less than 
half an acre of Staffordshire main coal, the author says: 

“Itis not possible, therefore, by the present mode of 
smelting iron, by charcoal and the hammer, to obtain the 
supply of iron required by the United States.” ‘ 

«é The old process of charcoal, and the hammer, is the 
only one known, and the most perfect indifference has 
prevailed with regard to every improvement; and we have 
the evidence of the iron masters themselves, of their unwil- 
lingness to enter into competition witi any economical or 
more perfect form of making iron,.in their recent opposi- 
tion toa company about to be formed in’ Pennsylvania to 
make iron by the coking process, It may, with perfect truth, 
be asserted that. the tariffs of 1824 and 1828, so far from 
improving the manufacture of iron in the United States, 
have only had the effect, by removing further competi- 
tion, of deadening invention, discouraging ingenuity, and 
actually leaving the American iron masters far behind their 
European brethren in the same branch. of industry. As 
long as they are secured in the partial possession of the 
same market, they will make no further -efforts, but con- 
tinue the same rude and imperfect machinery and process, 
which have been wholly abandoned in England. In a 
word, if it be intended to. advance as well as protect Ame- 
rican industry, restrictions and impositions on imported 
foreign iron must be given up.” 

In relation to the iron masters of the interior; the same 
author, after remarking that the cost of transportation 
from the seaboard to Pittsburg is more than two hundred 
per cent. on the first cost_of iron imported from Great 
Britain, says: - - 

“The iron masters of the interior have not the shadow! 


cost than the price of the raw iron from which the same 
articles are manufactured.” 

«4fthe present duties be not speedily reduced, horse 
shoes and every other article, manufactured in whole orin 
part, not specified in the tariff laws, will, one after the other, 
be introduced. The blades of knives and prongs of forks 
are actually forged in England, and imported to be finished 
here; keys to have the wards cut out and finished, and parts 
of shovels, &c. Wheel tire can be imported for forty- 
four dollars and seventeen cents a ton, whilst the bar iron 
of which it is made costs, in this market, from eighty to 
ninety dollars a ton. A ton of imported knitting needles 
costs two hundred and forty-six dollars and thirty-seven 
cents; aton of the wire from which they are made, duty 
included, three hundred and eighty-nine dollars.” 

To show that the manufacture of iron may be success- 
fully pursued without the aid of heavy duties, I read from 
this exposition again: 

“s Extensive iron works, for castings of all descriptions, 
have been in uninterrupted and successful operation at 
Trois Rivières, and other placesin Lower Canada, for up- 
wards of a hundred years. Within the last ten years, at 
and near Long Point, on the shore of Lake Erie, in Up- 
per Canada, American emigrants, from the State of New 
York, have erected large furnaces that make pig iron, 
stoves, machinery, and hollow ware. ‘These castings, we 
are informed by one of the proprictors of these establish- 
ments, amounted, during the last year, (1831,) to the sum 
of thirty thousand dollars, and yield a handsome profit, 
although the duty on pig and bar iron, imported into the 
province from Britain, is only seven and a half per cent. 
ad valorem, according to the Quebec table of duties now 
lying before us.” : 
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Take, on the contrary, another foreign sample, as the | wears three times as much as the English’ laborer or me- 
effect of high duties, furnished by a Boston merchant, as|chanic pays—such cloth as retails from two dollars and 
extracted from the Edinburgh Review: te fifty cents to three dollars and fifty cents per yard; and at 

“*In 1790, the duty on thie importation of foreign iron|the same rate on cloths which cost from four dollars to 
into France was two francs twenty centimes per quintal of | four dollars and fifty cerits. ‘That the cloths called drabs,: 
two hundred and twenty pounds, equal to about four dol- [none of which arë made in this country, costing in Eng- 
lars per ton. In 1814, it was raised, for the purpose of pro- | land two shillings and six pence per yard, are here raised 
tecting the iron masters against the cheaper foreign iron, |by retail to one dollar’ and seventy cents and one dollar 
to fifteen francs per quintal, or about thirty dollars per [and eighty-seven cents per yard. That, under the two dol- 
ton. This not being sufficient to secure the iron masters | lars and fifty cents minimum, cloths which the English con- 
a monopoly of home market, it was again raised, in 1822, \sumer procures at two dollars and fifty cents. per yard, aré 
to twenty-five francs the quintal; thus carrying the duty {here sold for'six dollars and six dollars and:fifty cents: per 
up to fifty dollars a ton. ‘These excessive duties, granted |yard, and-large importations of these are made—the whole 
in quick succession, having raised the prices of iron at |production'scarcely béing sufficient to supply the wants of 
home, and reduced the importation of foreiga iron, natu-|the. inhabitants of one of our principal cities. That the 
rally attracted a great deal of capital to the iron trade, and |cloths denominated ‘fine cloths,” and-which are sold at 
occasioned a rapid extension. bs x * Not- | from six to eight dollars per yard—very small quantities of 
withstanding this immense duty, some foreign iron‘still | which are manufactured in the United States—pay; in the 
continued to be imported, thus evincing that the protest-|/shape of a bounty to the American manufacturer, at the 
ing duty, high as it was, operated entirely as a tax on the |rate of eighty to ninety-five percent. But that of the finer 
consumers of the home made iron. An annual premium |cloths,costing higher than eighteen shillings and sixpence, 
of one hundred and twelve arid a half-dollars per head |the maximum of the two dollars and fifty cents minimum, 
was paid by the nation, to keep eighty thousand men em-jand charged under the four dollar mitmum, only a few 
ployed, not for their benefit, (since they received no more [hundred pieces are imported, and none are made here at 
wages than the average price of labor, which they would |these prices; and that no cloths are imported which cost 
have obtained in any othér cccupation,) but, as with us, higher prices than those which render them chargeable 
for the purpose of forcing an unprofitable business.” with duties under the four dollar minimum. 

‘* With all this encouragement, however, to the iron busi-| - He shows, that, on the article of flannels, which it is of 
ness in France, it was, in 1830, in a very depressed state; | vast importance that consumers should obtain at the least 
partly owing to the increased price of fuel in the iron dis- possible price, the operation, of the tariff of 1828 has been 
tricts, and partly to that over-production and bad manage- | peculiarly severe; that this duty, amounting to à prohibi- 
ment commonly attendant upon a branch of business forced |tion, makes the article here cost twice and three times as 
by prohibitions and bounties: and, according to the evi-|much asitcostsin England; and that the coarser flannels pay 
dence taken before a commission of inquiry, the produc-|the higher duties: He shows that baizes, also under prohibi- 
tion of iron was not more profitable than it had been un-|tion,are so little manufactured in this country as to be almost - 
dera protecting duty of about half what it then enjoyed.” [out of use, costing ‘three times as much as they are sold 

So much, Mr. President, for the protection which the |for in England, other articles being substituted for them. 
high tariff affords to the important article of irdn.” Iwill] As to the effect of the duty on carpeting, forty cents 
now exhibit a few further illustrations, to show what has}per square yard of the common kind, amounting: almost 
been, and what will be, the effect of the enormously high|to a prohibition, he shows the duty on coarse wool to be 
duty upon woollens. |so exorbitant, that the domestic manufacturer has been 

From the exposition of Mr. Lee, of Boston, one of the unable, even with a protection of one hundred per cent. 
most intelligent merchants in the United States, permit me|to furnish any substitute, That what of this article is 
to read a few extracts. He says— here produced, is made either of the coarse wool of South 

**The duty on woollens under the act of 1789 was five | America, or from yarn imported from England. already 
per cent. It was subsequently advanced to seven, to|dyed and prepared for weaving; and that this weaving, 
twelve and a half, and, during the war, to ‘twenty-seven | Which is almost exclusively performed by workmen from 
and a half per cent. wholly, however, for revenue, and | foreign countries, is all that gives it a claim to the title of 
for no other purpose. ` In 1816, on the adjustment of the |American goods. EAR : < w 
various claims that were put forward by those who had in-|. The writer says: rie has E ' 
terests Which had grown up under the war prices, it was] “f Considering that nine-tenths of the people of the 
thought just to give to the manufacturers-of woollens |United States are ignorant of the real duties levied by the 
twenty-five per cent., to fall, however, in three years to|present tariff, and that none but practical men can be sup- 
twenty per cent. But, before that period expired, a/posed to have accurate knowledge upon the subject, inas- 
further time of seven years wus allowed for a reduction |much as no higher rate of duty than forty-five cent. ad 
of the duty to twenty per cent., and, during that interval, [valorem is apparent upon the face of a law which exacts 
the act of 1824 was passed, by which the duty was raised {lwo hundred per cent. duty, we can feel no hesitation in 
to thirty-three and a third per cent, pronouncing the system of minimum valuation to be a com- 

“The manufacturers, not content with this duty, which, |plete deception upon the- people of the United States, in 
added to the common importing charges, gave them a pro- [reference to the real amount of duties they are obliged to 
tection against the foreign fabric of at least fifty-five per |pay upon their woollen clothing: ae 
cent:, again demanded more duties, which they obtained| ‘* We have vainly attempted, by. means of hotbed pro- 
by the act of 1828, granting them rates of forty-five ‘to |tection, to compensate for the disadvantages of a sparse 
one hundred and fifty per cent., and raising generally on |population, high price of labor, want of skill in our opera- 
the articles in ‘proportion to their coarseness; thus taxing |tives, and want of local concentration of the manufactories; 
the people,-not in proportion to theif wealth, but to their jand, above all, we have committed an ‘error before un- 
want of it--one of thé most prominent features of what is [heard of in manufacturing countries, viz. the imposition 
denominated the American system.” n _.Jof enormous duties on raw materials. In England, wool 

The author of the exposition, from which I have be: |is-admitted from foreign countries at 4 duty of about two 
forè quoted, goes into an elaborate discussion of the ef: |cents per pound; our.duty upon foreign wool is, in some 
fect of the mmimums of the tariff of 1828 on woollens. |instances, above thirty cents per pound.” 

He shows that the laborer or mechanic, residing in the in-} Yet, sir, with: thishigh duty upon wool, the manufac- 
turers have, during the last six months, imported that arti- 


terior.in this country, pays for the coarser cloth which he 
Vər, VHT.--16 
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cle:in, such: quantities” as"has ‘caused a reduction: of the|to take from. the formes’ (the wool grower) their share 
pricesof American wool twenty-five percent. in the hands|of its expected profits. By means of combined efforts, 
of the purchasers:and: owners. Boh gt we oy ` for of individual’ exertions, immense amounts of foreign 
; Nothing (says.the. author just quoted) is more perni-j wool have been brought into the United States with- 
cious to: manufactures.than high duties upon the raw ma-in the last two years; and the manufacturers, not con- 
terials: they- consume; and American manufactures have|tent even with this palpable violation of the spirit of 
suffered deeply from this cause almost ever since the-com-|the American system, have had recourse to other mea. 
mencement of the-restrictive-system.”. ~ 7 i sures still more prejudicial to the rights and interests of 
~t As an-evidence.of the: preceding positions, we need |the wool, grower. They discovered that by importing 
only advert to:the well known fact, that such of our manù-}woollen yarn, which. is admitted into this country at a 
factures as have been the least encouraged by duties, and|duty of thirty-three per cent., whilst the-duty upon raw 
have also enjoyed to a great extent the privileges of un-|wool is four cents per pound, and fifty per cent. upon 
taxed-raw: materials; have uniformly been most prosperous |the valuation, they could not only procure. foreign wool, 
and: least affected by change, while those which have been |in this shape, upon. lower terms than they could obtain 
forced into-existence by high duties, andhave been obliged | either the American or the foreign. wool ints raw state, 
to use.raw materials rendered. dear by taxation, -have al-|but, by thus importing it, they would thereby avail them- 
ways been subject to the greatest losses and fluctuations. [selves of ‘the cheapness of English spinning, and the 
. “The: numerious. manufactures which existed.in great|superior cheapness and excellency of the English dyes, 
abundance in-and about, the city of Philadelphia, long be-| whilst, under the ‘provisions of our ill arranged tariff, 
fore the rise of the American system, may be cited as ex-|they would be permitted to exact as high a price from 
amples of natural manufactures.” . . the consumer for this semi-foreign fabric, as though ‘it 
, Tmight add the exterisive manufacture of shoes at Lynn, | were really a commodity of American origin.” 
Massachusetts, which has flourished for nearly half a cen-| ‘*'The fall in the price of wool, which has taken place 
tury, and which never knocked at the doors of Congress} within six months past, amounts to about twenty-five per 
for ‘more protection.” ` cent., and the article is dull at the, present nominal prices, 
: ss Wemay: enumerate the various manufactures of iron, |the market being glutted, and few sales taking-place.”” 
tin, copper, brass, and pewter; those of wood, such as] Millions of wool have been imported; and the specula- 
coaches, carts, [chaises, dearborn. wagons,} wheelbarrows, 
cabinet ware, chairs, [pails, and other wooden vessels;] lea- 
ther and its: manufactures; umbrellas, [paper, books, print- 
ing types, stereotype plates,] &c., the duty on none of which 
has ever been higher then thirty per cent. Most of these 
ew into existence as investments of capital naturally pro- 
table, without the. aid of bounties or protection. On 
the other hand, those manufactures which have been pre- 
maturely forced upon the country by continued and in- 
creasing tariffs, have been subjected to the most distressing 
uncertainties and fluctuations.” 
- It must be borne in mind, however, that the manu- 
facture of cotton commenced in this.country under a five 
percent: duty—that- it steadily progressed, and yielded 
sufficient profits to the manufacturers, to-enable them to 
amass large fortunes under a rate of duty never exceeding 
fifteen per cents and it would unquestionably have con- 
tinued ‘to progréss in such fabrics as were the best adapted 
to our powers of production, if the duty had never ex- 
ceeded that amount.” z 
“Itis a common artifice of the advocates of high duties, 
to sum up the entire amount of the domestic manufactures 
of the United States, asserting that the whole of them owe 
their existence and continued support to the restrictive 
system, and. by this means.to.endeavor to alarm the peo- 
ple by the idea: that the’ whole. of the manufacturing in- 
dustry- of the country is dependent:pon the high duties 
for support, arid would. cease with their. repeal: whereas 
the truth: is, according to what we have. already shown, 
that most. of them had a vigorous existence before the 
enactment of the protective. tariffs, and are now injured 
and stinted in their real growth and. prosperity by. the 
high duties on raw materials, and the increased expense of 
living, to which all artisans engaged ‘in manufactures are 
subject, in consequence of the foreign articles they con- 
sume being so enormously taxed.” 
_.!Ehe farmers, who grow, wool, will be astonished. that 
the manufacturers now. complain they are deprived of a 
part of the protection they-are supposed to enjoy under 
thé present. high tariff, by the high’ duty levied on the|now an « American system,” advocate, because he owns 
raw material, which composes the fabrics they manufac-|some fifty to seventy-five thousand dollars in a woollen 
ture. “It must be remembered that.the duty upon wool | factory, and one of the meeting of some forty or difty per- 
forms no lessa part. of the great ‘American system,’ /Sons which elected delegates to represent the whole State at 
. than the. duty upon:-cloth.” j A the Tariff Convention of New York, is also engaged exten- 
* és But no: sodner-had the law taken effect, than the lat-|sively in commerce, and is the owner of ships. His zeal 
ter (the -tnanufacturer) “immediately devised measures | for American manufactures, which is new-born, and-looks 


gains of the previous year. 

In reference to this importation of foreign yarns, I am 
myself a witness. Visiting, about a year ago, an extensive 
carpet factory, I was astonished, on inquiry, to find that 
the material used was spun, colored, and prepared in, and 
imported from, England, and that the workmen employed 
in weaving were all foreigners, a stout, able-bodied man 
being able to earn‘in the severe labor of weaving Brussels 
carpeting, which requires a-skill and care uncommon to 
| most manufactures, seventy-five cents to a dollar a day. 

So much, Mr. President, for the tariff protection of 
woollens and wool. I might goon, and show the dele- 
terious effect on domestic industry of the high duties’ on 
hemp and cordage. The duty and charges on a ton of 
Russian hemp amount to one hundred and twenty-eight 
dollars—a sum greater than the first cost of purchase in 
Russia. This duty has been raised since 1789, from twelve 
dollars a ton to sixty dollars aton. But Russian cord- 
age, (a manufactured article, ) subject to the present duty 
of four cents for tarred, and five cents for untarred, can 
be imported and sold, without loss, at ten cents per Ib.-~ 
being near one cent per pound less than the raw material 


dollars per ton.” . ; 

What must be the consequence of this enormous tax 
on the raw materia- -Will it not be the destruction of 
the home: market-for the growers of hemp? . ‘‘ Russian 
cordage has, already, to a considerable extent, supplied 
the place of the manufactured article; and our ships en- 
gaged in foreign trade to all parts of the world, can and 
do procure supplies abroad, at cheaper rates than in the 
United States.”? f 

The effect of the high duty on raw hemp has been the 
prostration of those numerous cordage and rope manu- 
factories which plied so busily and so profitably twenty-five 
and thirty years since, in the vicinity of all our commer- 
cial towns. f 

A. wealthy gentleman of the State in which I reside, 


tors in wool have been bitten enough to equal all their ` 


costs the manufacturer, under the present duty of sixty - 
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back only to the time when he subscribed for his manufac- 
turing stock; his desire to. protect American industry, may 
be estimated from the fact, that-he has, during the last 
year, imported from the north of Europe the manufactur- 
ed cordage necessary to. fit out his ships; ‘and this, too, 
when the laborers who have obtained a livelihood in the 
manufacture of cordage, living in his place, are thrown 
out of employ. Instances are known, where ships, own- 
ed by advocates of the American system, go to sea with 
old tackle and cables, and return with two, and sometimes 
three, spare sets of cables—-evading entirely the Govern- 
ment duties on these articles. 

By the facts and illustrations which I have presented, in 
the main having relation to three principal articles, to wit, 
iron, woollens, and hemp, and claimed to be protected by 
the American system, I flatter myself I have succeeded in 
establishing the position that the tariff laws of 1824 and 
1828 are not, and have not been, of essential benefit to 
American manufactures and American industry. 

And what does the resolution of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky propose, but drawing closer the cord of restriction? 
What does it propose but the destruction instead of the 
encouragement of American industry? He would. raise 
eighteen millions of revenue after the public debt is dis- 
charged, when not more than ten, and at most twelve, 
millions are wanted to defray all proper expenses of the 
Government; he would continue the present high duties 
on iron, cottons, woollens, and hemp; he would not abate 
a whit of the tax on salt, brown sugar, and other “neces- 
sary articles; he would take off the entire tax from many 
articles of husbandry which the rich man consumes, on the 
absurd and mistaken theory that high duties will make 
cheap goods. . 

What do the advocates of the “system” expect will be 
the result, should their proposition become a law? If it 


affords the ‘* protection” they anticipate, would not its, 


effect be to deprive the Government of all revenue, inas- 
much as, if it shall protect,tit must shut out all articles on 
which revenue depends? Such, however, will not be its 
effect. The revenuc still derived will be at first undoubt- 
edly greater than the gentleman’s calculation; industry 
of all kinds, even the manufactures themselves, will be 
prostrated; commerce will suffer, and a general stagna- 
tion will ensue, till, last of all, the sources of revenue 
itself will be exhausted. 

It is said that the system of protection which the reso- 
lution proposes—-rather should I say a system of destruc- 
tion--is as old as the Government itself; that it is not only 
the system adopted by all other enlightened nations, but 
that it is the system of Washington. : 

It is true, sir, that in the early days of the constitution 
there was a difference of opinion between the statesmen 
of that time as to the manner in which the public revenue 
should be collected. The most democratic part of the com- 
munity contended for free and unrestricted trade with all 
nations in amity with the United States, and that the re- 
venue should be collected by a direct tax on estates. Had 
this system been adopted, every one must admit the public 
burdens would have been more just and equal than they 
now are. Among the champions for this free trade sys- 
tem was George Logan, of Pennsylvania, the man, who, 
when «the public mind being much agitated on account 
of the French revolution, and the violent ascendancy of 
party spirit, and the nation standing on the brink of war 
with France, embarked for that country in June, 1798, 
in order to try to prevent such an issue. For this step, 
(say the authors of the Encyclopedia Americana,) he was 
denounced as a parricide to his country, and loaded with 
the utmost abuse. But he succeeded in his intentions;” 
he succeeded, after the Government agents had failed, and 
left the country, “in convincing the Directory of the 
impolicy of the measures pursued by France towards 


the embargo, and liberating our seatnen, and giving, 
through the American consul general, assurances to our 
Government that they desired to renew their former 
amity and friendship with the United States.” This 
George Logan, who was-afterwards, from 1891 to 1807, 
a member of tlis Senate, was the advocate for an entire 
free trade system. . Ina series of numbers addressed to 
the farmers of the United States, and published in the 
year 1791, he holds the following language: 

- «Eyéry unprejudiced citizen must allow that the total 
freedom of commerce, without. any resttiction whatever, 
will. be one of the principal. means of promoting: the 
prosperity of-our country. In this great question you 
should take a decided part;. and as you wish to support the 
general interests of the community, you should exert 
yourselves to expose and suppress the false principles: of 
those men who wish to make their fortunes by monopoly 
and intrigue; and whose projects of opulence are ever 
founded upon the ruin of the people.” 

Again, he says: 

«You can gain no possible advantage from indirect 
taxes upon articles of consumption; but, on the contrary, 
must suffer a very considerable loss. The mechanic, the 
manufacturer, the merchant, and every other class of citi- 
zens to whom you have occasion to pay wages, will make 
their charges in preportion to the duties they pay to the 
Government. All such expenses being deducted from 
the gross product of yonr farms, must diminish that sur- 
plus which constitutes your wealth, and in proportion to 
which you should pay a revenue to the State for protec- 
tion. Such changes. may become so great as to eat up 
the whole product of your industry, particularly where 
the soil is not always rich and fertile. In this situation 
you may be regarded as slaves to support the pageantry 
of. Government, but cannot be esteemed freemen ac- 
quiring property for yourselves.” ae oh 

«An unjust and oppressive tax may be acquired from 
afree people without much difficulty, by laying a duty 
or excise upon articles of consumption; in which case, 
the purchaser thinks he is only paying the price of the 
commodity, whilst in fact he is paying a heavy tax. Such 
a system. of deception may be well calculated for an 
aristocracy, where a few haughty and deluded men are 
in the habit of violating the rights of their fellow-citizens, 
and hold themselves unaccountable forthe expenditure 
of the public revenue. But is it safe for a republic of 
freemen to be indifferent with respect to their finances?” 

‘This is the language of one of the sages of Pennsyl- 
vania to the farmers of that patriotic State. Can itbe 
possible she has forgotten it? Yet it seems a different 
policy of revenue was adopted by the Government. They, 
did resort to duties on imports; they took up with what 
the friends. of a high tariff call the ‘* protective system.” 
Was it such as is now contended for? If so, its little fin- 
ger is heavier than its parent’s loins; if so, it was but a 
chastisement with whips, and its successor does indeed 
lay on with scorpions. There was no duty laid by Wash- 
ington, either in 1790 or 1794, that was laid for protec- 
tion, as contended for by the friends of the resolution’ on 
your table. The duty on iron was then five per cent.; it 
is now one hundred per cent. The duty on woollens was 
then five per cent.; itis now from fifty to two hundred 
per cent. Wool, manufactured was then free of duty; 
it is now taxed one hundred percent. The duty on cot- 
ton cloths was then five per cent; it isnow more than one 
hundred per cent. : j 

Sir, the protection to American industry, afforded by 
the policy of Washington’s administration, was not such a 
protection as is contemplated by the resolution on the 
table; nor even such a protection as the present tariff laws 
intend to-extend.. Why, sir, the strongest enemies of the 
present tariff would compound for a tariff that should im- 


this country, and finally obtained ‘a. decree. raising | pose twice the amount ofdutiesimposed by the tariff of 1790, 
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. Sir, I will not deny that it has evér been the policy of 
our Government.to protéct domestic manufactures; but I 
do deny that it ever. was the policy of Washington, of the 
_first Adams, of Jefferson, or Madison, to afford a greater 
protection: to any maiufacturing interests. than the legiti- 
mate ‘purposes ‘of revenue afforded. This, as I trust I 
have shown, was enotigh; it was the best protection ever 
afforded under this Government. Whether, if you go 
beyond this, it be constitutional or unconstitutional, it is 
impolitic, unjust, and unwise; EORR 3 

The extraordinary spectacle is now presented by the 
friends of the ** American system,” of grave arguments ád- 
dressed to the American people, intended.to convince them 
that thereduction of the tax of twenty-five cents on every 
pound: of gunpowder tea, twenty cents on hyson, fourteen į selves, proportionate to their greater distance from a 
on hyson’skin, and thirteen cents‘on all inferior teas, two| market, that greater distance depreciates the value of their 
cents per pound on coffee, and ten cents a bushel on salt, | own productions. : 
made by the present administration, so far from being a}, 
public benefit, has actually raised the price of all those 
` articles! f 

I may be'permitted here, sir, to say a word of the doc- 
trine of internal improvements as connected with the tariff 
laws. That doctrine—I mean not, sir, the doctrine of 
making for ourselves good roads, excellent roads, and all 
the canals our business requires; that doctrine was repu- 
diated in the State which I have the -honor in part to re- 
present in 1822; my colleague on this floor then endorsed 
the unanimous resolutions passed by that State Legislature, 
denying to Congress the power of making appropriations 
for mere objects of internal improvements. But are not 
these appropriations the boon that to this hour has been 
held out to the West to reconcile her to the tariff? She 
has none, or very. few large manufacturing establishments 
to be protected, as has been shown by the Senator from 
South Carolina. What, then, induces her to ‘hold on to 
the ‘American system,” but that splendid: part of it 
which offers to them millions and tens of millions to be 
expended on roads.and canals running in every direction? 

: The Senator from Kentucky says, ‘‘ effectual and per- 

manent provision should be made for such internat im- 
provemeiits as may be sanctioned by Congress;” that this 
is ¢f emphatically. due to the West,” and that she will 
“not be satisfied with an abandonment of the policy.” 
He says the West have ‘‘no direct interest in the expendi- 
tures for the navy, the fortifications, or even the army.” 
Have they not as much interest in all these ag the interior 
country in any part of the old thirteen States? Particu- 
larly have not the army and its expenditures, since the 
termination of the war of the revolution, been as mach 
for the benefit of the Western as of the Atlantic States? 
Has not our gallant navy protected as much the rights, 
and honor, and the property of every Western as every 
Bastern.man? Are there not fortifications as expensive’ 
guarding the mouths ‘of the Mississippi, and the whole 
commercial property of the West, as of thé other rivers 
and harbors of our country? =. -` ; 

But the-Senator supposes something more is due to the 
Western than to the other. States. ` I admit they deserve 
much of the country; their valor in defending it when 
assailed: by its enemies, their enterprise in conveiting the 
wilderness into fruitful fields, and in building up towns 
and cities, commends them to our admiration. But, inas- 
much as the Senator himself admits it would be injustice 
to collect money from one portion of the people to expend 
it on another, can Congress legitimately appropriate more 
to be expended on internal improvements in the Western 
than in the Atlantic States? At least let not this device 
induce the ‘West to support the “* American system,” that 
golden eagles may come back to them in the shape of ap- 
propriations for internal improvements, for the silver 
dollars unnecessarily paid in high duties to protect manu- 
factures in distant parts of the Union. v 


The tarif contemplated by the resolution will bear 


scarcely less heavy upon the West than upon the South; 
and, if I may judge of the signs of the times, the people 
of the West are beginning to realize the fact. “A voice 
from Missouri,” in resolutions just passed by the repre- 
sentatives of a large portion of her citizens, has reached 
us; that voice condemns a high tariff. - The yeomanry of 
the West'can calculate how much they will have to pay in 
taxes, and how much they will receive in appropriations 
for internal improvements; a contrast will.show that the 
advantages they will derive from the ‘system’? will not 
equal the disadvantages; that, while they pay the Louisi- 
ana planters three cents bounty on every pound.of sugar, 
the Louisianians pay uo-bounty for their flour, corn, and 
bacon; that, while they pay a profit on the duties them- 


My worthy friend, the Senator from New Jersey, has 
presented us an elaborate and able defence of what he 
calls the protective system. I shall not follow that gen- 
tleman through his whole discourse, wrong as I think him 
in some of his facts, and mistaken as I believe him in most 
of his inferences. His opinion is, that the protecting 
system does not operate injuriously to any interest in any 
section of the country. If the “*system’” was what the 
term imports, it would indeed be beneficial every where. 
My difficulty lies in believing that hotbed protection is 
injurious, not only to all other interests with which it has 
any near or remote connexion, but to the very interest it 
would protect. ; $ 

The credit which the friends ofthe “system” take for it, 
is like that which the wily quack takes for himself when the 
patient, in spite of dose on dose of deleterious medicine ad- 
ministered, is kept alive, and recovers by the stamina of a 
good constitution; the tricking practitioner claims for him- 
self the credit of a cure, when all that he has done is to lay 
the foundation for employment; so long as the patient shall 
live, more medicine must he administered to counteract 
the effects of that already administered. So with domes- 
tic manufactures; when once bloated by the unnatural 
protection afforded by high duties, that bloating will end, 
like other intemperance, in deliriwm tremens and death. 

Let manufacturers have their raw materials either free 
or at low duties, and this benefit, together with relief from 
the general taxation imposed by the restrictive system, 
and increased demand for their fabrics consequent upon 
this relief, will soon place them in that safe and prosper- 
ous condition where the Auctuations of foreign trade can- 
not materially injure them. 

‘The Senator says, the true policy of the nation is te 
bring into action all the industry of the country; that it is 
by pushing all objects of industry that protection is afford- 
ed. If the Senator can admit the following propositions, 
now admitted to be the true principles of political econo- 
my; must he not also admit that his policy is very far from 
bringing into action all the industry of the country? 

The rise of price always diminishes the consumption of 
a prodtict, by putting it out of the reach of some of the 
consumers. The demand then diminishes, and the price 
of the article falls. 

A tax on the raw material raises the price of the article 
manufactured; the ability to buy being less, less of the 
article is required to supply the demand. 

Taxes destroy, equal to their amount, the products of 
labor, and at the expense of those who are unable to shift 
for themselves. f ; 

Taxes on imposts are not on the article itself, but on the 
consumer of the article. f 

Revenue from imposts is not value created, but value 
transferred; it destroys so much value in the bands of 
those who supply it. 

When a particular production is favored, above others, 
hy legislative protection, this is evidence that such pro- 
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duction is less suitable to the wants of the nation, and less| use his own words, taken down at 
T i of all duties, after the importations had settled down to no 
more than a regular supply, could not materially injure the 
manufacture of cotton goods.”’ : 


lucrative, because such production, without particular en- 
couragement, is notable to, support itself. 

When profits are raised beyond what they would have 
been if a particular manufacture had been left to free com- 
petition, that which the producer. gives is an excess of 
price lost by the consumer; it is not a.value ‘created, but 
displaced, atid diminishes riches on one hand, as much as 
it increases them on the other. : 5 

By taxation for encouragement of manufactures, large 
capitalists are induced to invest theirmoney in them. This 
encouragement is for the benefit of capital; thus the poor 
are taxed for the benefit of the rich. Sr ; 

A superabundanċe of capital will seek that employment 
which is most-lucrative; and, when thus employed, if turn- 
ed to agriculture, to manufactures, to the search of the 
products of the sea, or to the export and import of mer- 
chandise, gives equal employment to the industry and 
~ labor of 'a nation. : 

Sir, ever since the organization of our Government, the 
wealthy capitalists of this country have sought for and ob- 
tained a greater protection from Congress than the labor- 
ers and men of small capital. While capital was principally 
confined to commerce, every other interest must be sacri- 
ficed for the protection of commerce. ~ And now that the 
large capitalists have invested millions in large manufac: 
turing establishments, and those capitalists boast of their 
ability to divide their fifteen, twenty, and twenty-five per 
cent. per annum, while property in the soil will not yield 
an income of three per cent., Congress is called. on to in- 
crease the burdens of the hardy. tillers of the soil, to 
increase the tax on necessary articles of consumption, that 
the large manufacturers may divide still higher. profits. 

Sir, the manufacture of cotton cloth in the joint stock 
establishments of New England is greater in amount than 
the manufacture of all other articles in-all other joint 
stock companies in the country. Anhonorable gentleman 
belonging to the other branch of the Legislature, whose 
income from his manufacturing stock the last year is said 
to have exceeded fifty thousand dollars, emphatically 
declared in my hearing, and in the face of the public, he 
was ‘ready to prove that a pound of cotton can be manu- 
factured into cloth for less money here than in Great Bri- 
tain.” Another gentleman, a practical manufacturer of 
cotton, who has gathered a large fortane from the profits 
of cotton establishments in New Hampshirc--who was 
induced to come as a delegate to a late convention at Bal- 
timore, being taught to believe that the objects of that 
convention embraced much-the most important item in the 
£: American system’—but to whom I can cheerfully award 
the merit of being much more practical and sound in his 
views of manufacturing cottons than of making ‘ Ameri- 
can system” Presidents; this gentleman, while in this city, 
assured me that the business of manufacturing cottons was 
too good to last; that his fears were, the great encourage- 
ment now afforded would induce so many to rush into the 
business as to make it good for nothing. Let that rush 
take place; and nothing now. prevents it but the general 
expectation that the duties will be reduced at the present, 


or the next session. of Congress, and the manufacturers! 


will within three years witness another revulsion such as 
they experienced in 1827—28. The small men will be ruin- 
ed, and the large and.rich owners will carry off the spoils— 
purchasing up the establishments, as they purchased them 
before, for from twelve and a half to fifty centson the dollar. 

It is the opinion of another practical manufacturer, of 
my acquaintance, who has managed a cotton establish- 
ment, and made it profitable, for many years, that the. 
immediate repeal of the law imposing duties on cottons 
would be disastrous, inasmuch as such repeal would at 
first invite an extraordinary importation of foreign cloths, 


| 


the time,: ** the repeal 


Thus it. will be seen, from the opinions of. the manufac- 


turers themselves, that.any reduction may be made in the 
duties on cottons without injury to the manufacturers, if 
that reduction shall be made prospective and gradual. 


‘The prosperous business of the last year, like every 
thing else good, is set down to the credit of the tariff. 
Its friends. contend that the protecting «duties. reduce 
prices, while in the same breath. they utter their fears 
that prices will be reduced if the high duties shall be taken 
off. . The prosperous condition of trade and industry, in 
my belief, owes nothing to the high tariff, except the 
credit of having been retarded by it. . A greater start was 
given to business by the opening of the West India ports, 
however the arrangement by which that trade has been 
secured to us may be here derided, than by any other 
event that has transpired during the last ten years. The 
effect of opening those ports was immediate- in my sec- 
tion of the country: thé rise was simultaneous to that event, 
and has continued from that time to the present. The 
demand for every species of Northern (and, I believe, 
Southern) production, ever since that time, has exceeded 
the supply; and this demand continues. The price of lum- 
ver has been raised twenty-five per cent.: our shipping 
has been in so great demand, that the usual supply of salt 
and molasses, which had been brought home only because 
it was better than to bring home nothing, has failed, from 
the more lucrative employment of ships; -and the conse- 
quence is—a consequence that can be only momentary— 
that the prices of those articles have not been-reduced 
equal to the reduction of. the duties. = o ooe 

I repeat, Mr. President, that it isnot to the high tariff 
we are to attribute the present prosperity of the country. 
It is to other causes, which have produced af-equal pros- 
perity to the neighboring British provinces, where there 
are. no protecting duties in force, and where the taxes on 
necessary articles are scarcely one-tenth what they are in 
the United States, which have given an impetus to trade 
and commerce throughout the civilized world;.it is to the 
opening and enlarging the channels of foreign inter- 
course, not exactly on the restrictive principle, that we 
may give credit for the present activity in business, and 
the demand for every species of production. Among the 
causes for the cheapening of almost every kind of pro- 
duction, the rapid improvements in labor-saving machinery 
may be mentioned. ` ` a ae 

. But, sir, let it be supposed that I am. mistaken in my 
views in.relation to the operation of the tariff; let it be 
supposed’ that particular interests have been, and may 
be, benefited by high protecting duties-—-what does ‘equal 
and exact justice” to our whole country require at the 
hands of its Government? . 

The eloquent Senator from South Carolina has drawn 
a picture-—a gloomy picture—of the commercial capital 
at which he resides, and of the operation of the severe 
duties imposed by the tariff on his section of the country, 
which I am sure must have operated on all within hearing 
of his voice. His was not the language of menace, or 
threat, or taunt; it was a strong expression of the sense 
of injustice operating on the whole people; it was 
what we may well conceive to be the utterance of well 
founded complaint, by the whole people, against oppres- 
sion which is daily becoming more aggravated, because 
daily deemed less necessary. It matters not to me whe- 
ther or not the South, and South Carolina particularly, be 


really suffering the injuries to the whole extent repre- 
sented; certain it is, that it is the almost unanimous opinion 
of the Southern people that they do thus suffer. 


I much 


by which importation both. metchants and. manufacturers jregretted the spirit in which the complaints coming from 
would be equally losers: at the same.time, said The, and I the South were met by the Senator from New Jersey. His 
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remarks, although I can, readily excuse his feelings on this 
subject, surely were not provoked ‘by.any part of the 
speech of the. Senator from South Carolina. - In this in- 
stance, too, hadit not been better he should have recol- 
lected. that the parties stodd on unequal ground? © Even 
had ‘it been the- disposition ofeach party to:see which 
could do.the other the most harm—had it been a war of 
extermination--how. cruel is it for the strongest party to 
glory in his:advantage? I must-believe that, for the mo- 
ment, the Senator from New Jersey had forgotten that he 
possessed this advantage, when, speaking of the intentions 
of himself and his: friends, he uttered the very significant 
words, ‘yes, we will die in the last ditch.” 

I speak not without book, Mr. President, when I say 
that the ‘majority of the people of my State would not 
«sully the mighty meed of their large honor for so much 
trash as may be grasped thus;” that they would not take 
to the amount of a cent, much less to the amount of mil- 
lions, if they could grasp it, to enrich themselves at the ex- 
pense of their brethren of the South. Did the people of 
the North pour out their blood like water to obtain the 
rights and privileges which we enjoy; and can they, in 
cool blood, deprive their brethren of the same rights and 
privileges, for the paltry gains which such an assumption 
would give? No, sir, there is still left a phalanx of frec- 
men at the North, who will not wittingly and willingly goad 
their brethren to résistance for the sake of filthy lucre. 

Sir, there is a good number at the North, who, for their 
attachment to the principles which have animated some of 
the best men of the country, have for more than thirty years 
been accused of being, first, under ‘* Virginia influence”~~ 
more recently, under ‘¢ Southern influence,” and who have 
been called the «white slaves of the South.” These men 
have often, in New England, been in the minority, and they, 
have more than once had occasion to thank their South- 
ern brethren that their voice has brought back the Govern- 
ment jto the purity of first principles. Never will those 
men of the North who continue to stand on the ground of 
principle,.be forgiven by their adversaries, ‘Those adver- 
saries have assumed all the colors of the chameleon, that 
they might deceive honest men, as to their real schemes 
and purposes. Long have the patriots of the North been 
reproached for their fellow-feeling with the patriots of the 
South, as being partisans, by men who, when they are the 
minority, can cry out in derision, “party, party, partys” 
but who themselves never performed a public act, or ad- 
yocated a public measure, where party was not at the 
bottom. Sir, in the most perilous days of this republic, 
when the ‘ richnabobs” of the East withheld their money 
from the aid‘of their bleeding country; when the Legisla- 
ture of an Eastern State resolved it was unbecoming a 
moral and religious people to rejoice in the success of the 
American arms; when secession from the Union was threat- 
ened, and openly ‘advocated, the patriotic party in- the 
States of New England had the physical strength sufficient 
to master the factious opposition, and a knowledge of this 
fact prevented a resort to the open force which was{threat- 
ened. The Union was then preserved, and ‘‘it must be 
preserved.” 

Is it not evident that, in five of the Southern States, 
embracing a white populdtion not exceeded by any other 
population on earth for magnanimity and patriotism—for 
chivalrous attachment to principle, and for.a readiness to 
sacrifice interest on the altar of public good—is it not 
evident that these five States are nearly unanimous in the 
opinion that the high tariff of duties on‘articles, none of 
which they manufacture, but all of which they consume, 
operatesto their injury, without returning them a corre- 
sponding benefit? . Whether the fact shall be so or not, is 
theré not evidence of a deep and settled conviction, on the 
part of that people, that they must be ruined if the high 
duties are continued? Will they take it as a matter of 
favor and ‘¢ conciliation,” if you now repeal the taxés on 
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many aricles-of luxury which the country cannot produce, 
and- continue them ọn the principal articles of necessity, 
which, not they,:but other. sections: of the country, can 
produce?. Can it be denied that the contest now assumes 
this appearance—that if one interest is. to be benefited, 
this is to be done at the expense of other interests, and 
that the ‘suffering-will be most felt in that section of the 
country where. there is no pretence that any interest is to 
be protected? Such, at least, is the appearance. of the 
ts system” which the resolution proposes. Can we blame 
the South for resisting such a system? Nay, sir, convinced 
as we must believe them to be, that this system involves. 
them in utter ruin, must we notanticipate consequences, 
such as may root up the very foundation of this Union? 

I hope, Mr. President, that a desire to increase discon- 
tents, to fan the flame of division between the North and 
the South, forms no part of the policy ofthe present day, 
I hope there is no unison of purpose between some of those 
politicians who urge the highest dutiesas necessary to the 
vital interests of the country, and some of those who urge 
to a forcible resistance of high duties, because they are 
oppressive. 1f there be any such, from them can we ex- 
pect no compromise, no conciliation, no mecting on ground 
which shall: satisfy all sections of the country. l trust 
there is a majority in the present Congress ready and 
willing to embrace the glorious opportunity which the 
present crisis presents, so to reduce the taxes on imports 
~at least to make preparation for such reduction-—as will 
satisfy every part of the country, restoring that harmony 
which characterized the very best days of the republic. 

The Senator from Maine has read to us extracts. from 
Washington, and the fathers of the constitution, to prove 
it was their opinion a protecting tariff is constitutional. I 
would thatall the statesmen of the present day would go no 
further than did Washington and his compatriots, in im- 
posing burdens upon the people. We are told that the 
protecting system should be adopted by us, »ecause Great 
Britain and “enlightened” nations have adopted it; and 
yet we are told in the same argument, that it was this sys- 
tem of British protection which first caused the resistance 
of these States to British authority. How is it with Great 
Britain, now? She does not tax her colonics one-fourth 
the amount that we are taxing ourselves, while at home 
the simple annual interest on her public debt iseight times 
the amount of the present principal of ours. 

I thank the Senator from Maine for quoting Thomas 
Jefferson; and I will here present as the system I would 
choose, that part of Mr. Jefferson’s ‘¢ report on the privile- 
ges and restrictions onthe commerce of the United States,” 
made in 1792, which that Senator did not see fit to present. 
It follows: 

“Instead of embarrassing commerce under piles of 
regulating laws, duties, and prohibitions; could it be 
relieved from all its shackles, in all’parts of the world; 
could every country be employed in producing that 
which nature has best fitted it to produce, and each be 
free-to exchange witli others mutual surplusses for mutual 
wants, the greatest mass possible would then be produced 
of those things which contribute to human life and hu- 
man happiness; the numbers of mankind would be in- 
creased, and their condition bettered. f 

«Would even’a single nation begin with the United 
States this system of free commerce, it would be advisable 
to begin it with that nation; since itis one, by one only, 
that it can be extended to all. Where the circumstances 
of either party render it expedient to lay a revenue, 
by way of impost on commerce, its freedom might be 
modified in that particular, by mutual and equivalent 
measures, preserving it entire in all others. , 

« Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce m all 
its extent, might still be willing to modify its restrictions 
and regulations for us, in proportion to the advantages 
which an intercourse with us might offer. Particularly 
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they may concur with.usin reciprocating: the duties to be 
levied on each side, or in compensating any excess of duty 
by equivalent advantage. of another nature. Qur com- 
merce is certainly of a character to entitle it to favor in 
most countries. Fhe commodities we offer are either ne- 
cessaries of life, or materials for manufacture, er con- 
venient subjects of revenue, and we take in exchange 
either manufactures, when they receive the last finish of 
art and industry, or more luxuries. .Such customers may 
reasonably expect welcome and friendly treatment at every 
market. Customers, too, whose demands, increasing with 
their wealth and population, must véry shortly give full 
employment to the ‘whole industry of any: nation what- 
ever, in any line of supply they may get into the habit of 
calling for from it.” ‘ 
Is the Senator from Maine. willing to pursue such a pro- 
tective system as is here proposed, not only the people 
of his State and mine, but the people of the South, will 
accord with him in sentiment: the manufacturers them- 
selves in his State, who, he says, have been forced into 
the business much against their wishes, must also accord 
with him, since, according to his reasoning, the constant 
tendency of high duties has been to lower prices! If this 
be protection, well may they exclain—we will have none 
of it! Task the Senator, what are the sentiments of his 
State on this subject, and whether I am correct if I should 
say that six of the seven Representatives in the other 
branch, fresh from the- people, are at odds with the whole 
elaborate argument on the “protecting'system””’ I shall 
leave to other and abler hands the speech of that gentle- 
man; and content myself wiih expressing the hope that 
when, in the great jubilee of. 1833, he shall make his tri- 
umphal entry in this capital. of the republic as the head 
of a department, the chagrin of those he may displace 
will not prompt them in this body to institute an inquiry 
by what “practices disreputable to the national charac- 
ter” he arrived there, 

Sir, on Monday the veteran Senator from Maryland, 
whose cye is not yet dim, nor his vigor unabated, made 
such a moving appeal as might have induced all on this oc- 
casion to cast sectional jealousy and sectional hostility be- 
neath our feet-~to measure out to others who believe they 
are unjustly suffering, that.equal justice which we would 
claim for ourselves on an exchange of circumstances. If 
we will not regard the man whose head is silvered with 
the frosts of many winters, who more than half a century 
since fought our battles and helped to gain the liberty we 
now enjoy; if we will not{make some sacrifices to avert 
the calamity of disunion which he deprecates; if we will 
not hearken to his warning voice, who stands iti this body 
as a beacon light, directing where lie the dangerous rocks 
on which our bark may be stranded;-neither might we be 
moyed should onc of his companions break the cerements 
of the grave, come forth and appear among us. 

Mr. H. having concluded, 

Mr. HOLMES rose, and said, Iregret, sir, that the Se- 
nator should have interlined, in his written speech of to- 
day, any thing that I produced yesterday in debate, with- 
out first ascertaining whether it was correct. If the letter 
from my friend, which I read to the Senate, on the sub- 
ject of the moral and religious deportment of the manu- 
facturers of Great Falls, New Hampshire, imported in 
the least that religion there was made-a “« machinery” for 
temporal purposes, or individual profit, I never could for- 
give myself in exposing this disclosure of my friend to the 
Senate of the United States. in New England, every 
where, a perversion of the precepts of our holy religion 
to objects of profit would be pointedly condemned by 
the moral sense of the community. And could I have 
supposed that the letter which I produced: discloséd such 
a practice or purpose, for thie sake of the writer, and the 


it, I will’ read the part which relates tothis subject. . 
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community where he resides, } could never have ‘exposed |comnion, I believe, in the Senator’s own State; indeed 


(g) 
~ 


54 


[Sexare. 


čs In this village we can say, without exaggeration, that 
less crime or misbehavior of any kind can scarcely, if 
ever, be met with in any community, however pure. 
Much and increasing attention is bestowed by our minis- 
ters of each persuasion upon the moral and religious 
instruction of those composing our village; and the num- 
ber who constantly. attend the different churches and 
places of worship, is very great in proportion to the 
population. The company give such-encouragement to 
the subject as they with propriety can, and donot for a 
moment countenance any improper or irreligious conduct.- 
Persons of this latter description always.-meet with-a 
prompt and invariable discharge from the premises.” 

(Mr. HILL--Reàd the whole.] 

This is all, sir, said Mr. H., to which his remarks ap- 
plied, but here is the letter, and the Senator may. haye it 
until to-morrow morning to examine, if he chooses. And, 
sir, is the encouragement to religious worship, and the 
discharge from employment for immoral and irreligious 
conduct, ‘* machinery”—persecution? Is there a man in 
New England, who regards his character at all for reli- 
gion or morals, who would dare to condemn such an ex- 
ample? Is there, indeed, any one who Would continue to 
withhold his approbation? Sir, I trust. and hope that it 
will be long, very long, before ‘immoral and irreligious 
conduct” will cease in New England tobe a disqualifica: 
tion for employment or office. __ ; : 

The Senator, sir, in his closing remarks, in the speech 
which he read, very gratuitously alludes to a resolution of 
mine, on a late nomination, the fate of which must haye 
excited his sympathy, and seems to think that should I be 
hereafter translated..to some future cabinet, I should. not 
be disposed to_inquire by what <‘ disgraceful practices” I 
obtained my place. Sir, I assure the Senator that I have 
not the remotest expectation of such a promotion; and 
should I ever be .so fortunate as to succeed to the place 
which he once held, and be presented to this Senate for 
their advice and consent, I hope and trust I should not’ be 
rejected for the **practices” imputed to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. -The Senator, sir, quite as gratuitously 
travelled out of his way to charge me with inconsistency. 
It is true, sir, that I have hitherto objected to the progress 
of the protection of domestic manufactures. But I have yet 
tolearn that objection on the ground of prematurity was an 
objection to the principle. What would have been prema- 
ture, and consequently inexpedient, in 1816, may be very 
proper and expedient now. Suppose that a person should 
be nominated to this Senate for.an office, having no other 
than party pretensions, and, upon inquiry,.I should doubt 
whether he had yet done enough for ‘tthe party’ whose 
cause-he had recently espoused, or whether he had ‘not, 
in his indiscreet zeal, injured it, I might very properly 
reject him upon the. prematurity of his claims, without 
deciding upon his ultimate merits. 

I find, sir, that, by obtaining this letter from Great Falls, 
in New Hampshire, I have invaded the Senator’s province, 
and overreached upon his jurisdiction. I regret, exceed- 
ingly, that the Senator’s jealousy should exclude me from 
obtaining information from his constituents. I assure him 
I did not intend an invasion of. his dominions.. I thought it 
only an act of civility reciprocated for his kind interfer- 
ences, not only to seek information from my constituents, 
but to give them wholesome counsel, especially on the eve 
of an election. f 

As to consistency, sir, man is a changeable being—he 
is in perpetual mutation; so much so, that philosophers 
have doubted whether there are ornot more stamina vitæ, 
some principles of existence which remain unchanged 
through all the various revolutions to which he is subject; 
and equally changeable. is his mind. This mutable pro- 
pensity is discoverable in all New England, and is very 
,itmay 
be found in the Senator himself. I haye had, among my 
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papers, something-that ‘indicates this’-mutability. Yes, 
here it is. -Ihave itnow—a few extracts from the New 
Hampshire Patriot, edited then, and probably now, by-that 
_ same Senator. a a ea : een Fee 

«When the illustrious “Monroe shall retire; we believe no 
individual will stand ‘more conspicuous for thè Presidency 
than Mr. Adams. The only objection urged against him, 
_ so far from being an objection, is a strong reason why the 

people should delight to honor him. Tt is that he has not 
the manners of a courtier, that his address is plain, that he 


does not make all the parade which is peculiar tothe gréat]. 


ones of the earth.” Good! ‘ 
«© Who will be the republican candidate, is not-so cer- 
‘will undoubtedly be, as in all former cases, some 


Very well! 

“*If the.choice of President was to depend on the re- 
publican voters of New Hampshire, we do not doubt that, 
with the present impressions, Mr. Adams would be the 


man. They love and honor him, not only because he is a 
son of New England, but because he possesses talents of 
the first order, and because those talents, in times of peril, 
were devoted to the cause of his country.” Better still! 
Of another gentleman, whose name, from ‘delicacy, I 
will suppress, this writer says: ‘ Although emphatically a 
republican, in the party sense of the term, no man who 
has presided in the Hall of Congress, ever. commanded 
the same respect of all parties, as did this eentleman-—no 
man ever discharged the duties of Speaker with eqnal 
ability, and equal impartiality. Younger than Mr. Adams 
or Mr. Crawford, he is, perhaps, not inferior to either in 
either respect. As a popular orator, there is probably not 
his equal in the country; and for ardor of attachment ‘to 
republican: principles, he is’ behind none of his country- 
men.” “Excellent! . 
Since these adulations and eulogies, the Sènator himself 
must have undergone considerable mutation, or, from pru- 
dential ‘motives, he stifles the opinions which he entertains, 
‘We love our civil rights and privileges too well to 
place: Jackson in the presidential chair. ° We do not like 
to be:hanged without rhyme or reason. Let Jackson 
command our armies, but let some other man rule. the 
nation.” : ` ` 
Mr. HILL, in reply, said, he had no intention to sneer 
at morality or religion; he respected all moral and religious 
institutions when confined to their appropriate spheres. 
These had» been abused for sinister purposes; and if the 
tenor of the lettér could not ‘be understood here, he be- 
lieved it would. be well undepstood near the place where 
it was written. Having been furnished with the letter, he 
read from ity 7 > a 3 
‘The company give such encouragement to thissubject 
{moral and religious instruction] as they with propriety 
can, and do not for a moment countenance any improper 
owirreligious conduct; persons of this latter description 
always meet with a prompt and invariable discharge from 
the premises. * * * A large-majority of our girls have 


seriously attached themselves to one or other of the ‘reli-|, 


gious denominations, (of which we have four or five,) and 
will not, consistently with their feelings, work or associate 
in ahy-mannef with- those of even doubtful character. 
This at once brings the matter to our ears, and we rarely 
hésitate.”?» [That is, the females who unite themselves in 
membership-to*some church, (and in some establishments 
there isone, and only one church, ) actas informers against 
those who do not choose tojoin; these last are of * doubt- 
ful characters? and when such are once informed against, 
they are dismissed without hesitation, and turned on the 
cold charity of the world. Such ‘‘irreligion” as this is; 


attended by a ‘prompt and invariable discharge.” ` In. 
‘stances have been known of discharges simply where 
males and females, attending constantly public worship; 
chose not to attend at. the place and denomination pre- 
ferred by a factory agent; ‘this may be denominated <‘ per- 
secution for opinion’s sake:”] ~ se : 

£: Excepting at the bar of the hotel, the company do 
not permit.any liquor to be sold upon their premises; and 
there is not within the corporation any spirituous. liquors: 
retailed, except at the hotel.” X 
Mr: HILL said he had not mistaken the spirit of the 
letter, although he had enly heard it read hastily. “Taken 
in connexion with other cases of coercion within his know- 
ledge, in other establishments, his first impressions of this 
letter were unchanged. ` = 
~ As to the quotation from. the New Hampshire Patriot, 
published ten or fifteen years ago, having relation to 
certain men who have been conspicuousbefore the people, 
Mr. H..said, the answer he would make was—‘‘ Men 
sometimes change; but principles. never change.” Iw 
reference tothe publications quoted by the Senator from 
Maine. from the Néw Hampshire Patriot, it may be pro- 
per to explain farther, that, up to that time, from the em- 
bargo, and through the war, both Messrs. Adams and 
Clay had acted with, and been supported by, the patriot 
party of the country, and been constantly opposed by the’ 
men of the Hartford Convention; under this state of 
things, the New Hampshire Patriot supported them. But 
under a change of circumstances, when these gentlemen 
threw themselves upon the federal party for support, and 
when Mr. Clay himself had proscribed the New Hamp- 
shire Patriot; for refusing to go over with him to the 
federal party, must not the Patriot have changed too, if it 
had continued that support? Mr. Clay is now in full 
communion with Mr.. Webster, and the whole federal 
party of the East; nay; more, in the Senate of the United 
States, be has made a violent attack on Albert Gallatin, 
whom the late administration appointed minister to Eng- 
land, and. without whose aid Mr. Clay could never have 
negotiated the treaty of Ghent, and accused him of being 
a heartless foreigner, who never had one American feel- 
ing. Is this no evidence that Mr. Clay has changed? 

Mr, CLAY then rose, and expressed a wish to address 
the Senate again on the subject under debate, but, as the 
hour was late, moved an adjournment; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


Tavrspay, FEBRUARY 2. 


The resolution offered yesterday by Mr. FRELINGHUY- 
SEN, respecting the observance of Indian treaties, being 
taken up in course, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN observed that he was not dis- 
posed to interrupt the progress of thé debate on the tariff, 
assigned. for to-day, and he would, therefore, move to lay 
the resolution on thé table, and make it the order of the 
day for Tuesday next; which ‘motion was adopted. 

THE TARIFF. 

On motion of Mr. HAYNE, the remaining business of 
the morning was postponed, and the resolution of Mr. 
Cray, on the subject of the tarif, taken up. 

Mr. CLAY being entitled to the floor, was about to 


proceed; when : 1. 3 
Mr. HAYNE rose, and said, that before the Senator com- 


-menced his remarks, it was due to him that he [Mr. H] 


should explain the course he intended to pursue. He 
proposed, before the question was taken, to call fora di- 
vision of it,-so as.to have it first taken on striking out the 
resolution of the Senator from Keritucky—-thus calling 
upon the Senate to decide on the isolated question, whether 
any reduction whatever was to be made on the protected 
articles during the present session, or whether the reduc- 
tion was to be confined to the unprotected articles, and 


$ 
; 


3 
f: 
i 
3 


2577 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 


258 


Fer: 2, 1832.] 


The Tariff. 


[SENATE 


should extend only to six or seven millions of dollars after 
the extinction of the public debt. If the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky. should prevail, there would. of; 


course be an end of the whole question. Butif the Senate 


should- agree to-strike out, his amendment would then 
come up for consideration, and. would be open to any mo- 
dification the Senate might think proper to adopt. - That 
amendment had been originally intended to embrace. what 
he understood would be the proposition of the free trade 
convention. He had understood, however, since, that it 
varied somewhat from that proposition; and when he 
should be made acquainted with the precise character -of 
the views presented in the memorial of that conyention, 
he should probably modify his amendment so. ás to con- 
form to them. It was certainly not his intention to in- 
crease the taxes; and he should put his amendment in 
such a shape as to preclude the inference that duties were 
to be imposed on articles now admitted duty free, unless, 
on a full examination by a committee, any of those articles 
should appear to be fit subjects for taxation. Mr. H.went 
on to say, that while he was up he would notice an error 
into which he-had fallen in the course of his remarks on 
this subject on a former occasion, and which the Senator 
from Kentucky had since broughtto his view. He had, 
on that occasion, quoted from an ‘¢ Exposition. of evi- 
dence in support of a memorial to Congress of the Free 
Trade Convention, prepared by Henry Lee, of Boston,” a 
passage to be found in a note in which certain extracts. 
from Niles’s Register were referred to in support of the 
views of the writer. The Exposition having just been put 
into his hands, and his attention being called to this note, 
he had read to the Senate a sentence in which the opinions 
of Mr. Niles and those of Mr. Lee were so connected to- 
gether, as tohave made on his mind the impression, for the 
moment, that the whole sentence- had’ proceeded from 
Mr. Niles: The error, however, was corrected in the 
printed speech, which assigns. to Mr. Niles and Mr. Lee 
the sentiments entertained by those gentlemen, respect- 
ively, with regard to the character of the tariff of 1828. 

[Mr. CLAY said he was glad the gentleman from South 
Carolina had made the explanation, 'which was alike just- 
ly due to his worthy friend Mr. N., and manly, frank, and 
honorable on the part of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina himself. ] 

_Mr. CLAY then proceeded to address the Senate in 
vindication of his resolution, and of the protecting system, 
as follows: i 

In one sentiment, Mr. President, expressed by the hon- 
orable gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. HAYNE, ] 
though, perhaps, not in the sense intended by him, T èn- 
tirely concur. Tagree with him, that the decision on the 
system of policy embraced in this debate involves thé fu- 
ture destiny of this growing country. One way, I verily 
believe, it would lead to decp and general distress, general 
bankruptey, and national ruin, without benefit to any part 
of the Union. The other, the existing prosperity will be 
preserved and augmented, and the nation will continue 
rapidly to advance in wealth, power, and greatness, with- 
out prejudice to any section of the confederacy. 


espoused, and by a persuasion, I hope not presumptuous, 
that it has the approbation of that Providence who-has so 
often smiled upon these United States. 

_ Eight years ago, it was my painful duty to. present to 
the other House of Congress an unexaggerated picture of 
the general distress pervading the whole land. . We must 
all yet remember some of its frightful features. We all 
know that the people were then oppressed and borne down 
by an enormous load of debt; that the value of property 
was at the lowest point of depression; ‘that ruinous.sales . 
and sacrifices were every where made of real estaté;-that 
stop laws and relief laws and paper money were adopted 
to'save the people from impending destruction; that a de- 
ficit in the public revenue existed, which compelled Go- 
vernment to seize upon, and divert from its legitimate 
object, the appropriation to the sinking fund, to redeem 
the national debt; and that our commerce and navigation: 
were threatened with a complete paralysis, - In short, sir; 
if I were to select any term of seven years since the. adop- 
tion of the present constitution, which exhibited a scene 
of the most wide-spread dismay and desolation, it would 
be exactly that term of seven years which immediately 
preceded the establishment of the tariff of 1824. 

I have now to perform the more. pleasing task.of exhi- 
biting an imperfect sketch of the existing state of the un- 
paralleled prosperity of the country. On a general survey, 
we behold cultivation extended, the arts flourishing, the 
face of the couutry improved, our people fully and profit- 
ably employed, and the public. countenance exhibiting. 
tranquillity, contentment, and happiness. And, if we 
descend into particulars, we have the agreeable contem- 
plation of a people out of debt; land rising slowly invalue, 
but in a secure and salutary degree; a.ready, though ‘not 
extravagant market for ail the surplus productions of our 
industry; innumerable flocks and herds browsing and 
gambolling on ten thousand hills and plains, covered with 
rich and verdant grasses;. our cities expanded, and whole 
villages springing up; as it were, by enchantment; our ex- 
ports and imports increased and increasing; our tonnage, 
foreign and coastwise, swelling and fully occupied; the 
rivers of our interior animated by the perpetual thunder 
and lightning of countless steamboats; the currency sound 
and abundant; the public debt of two wars nearly redeem- 
ed; and, to crown all, the public treasury overflowing, 


-embarrassing Congress, not to find subjects of taxation, 


but toselect the objects which shall be liberated from the 
impost. Ifthe term of seven years were {6 be selected of 
the greatest prosperity which this people have enjoyed 
since the establishment; of their present. constitution, it 
would be exactly that period of’seven years which imme- 
diately followed the passage of the tariff of 1824. 

‘This transformation of the condition of the country from 
gloom and distress to brightness and prosperity, has been 
mainly the work of American legislation, fostering Ame- 
rican industry, instead of allowing it to be controlled by 
foreign legislation, cherishing foreign industry. The fogs 
of the American system, in 1824, with great boldness àn 
confidence, predicted, 1st. The ruin of the public réven 
and the creation of a necessity to resort to direct taxation 


an 


‘Thus viewing the question, I stand here as the humble but| The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Harns] I be- 


zealous advocate, not of the interésts of one State, or seven lieve, 
States only, but ofthe whole Union. And never before havel duction of revenue to the large amount of eig! 


I felt more intensely the overpowering weight of that share 
of responsibility which belongs to me in these deliberations. 
Never before have I had more occasion than 1 now have, 
to lament my want of those intellectual powers, the posses- 
sion of which might. enable me to tinfold to this Senate, 
and to illustrate to this people, great truths intimately con- 
nected with the lasting welfare of my country. I should, 
indeed, sink, overwhelmed and subdued, beneath the ap- 
palling magnitude of the task which lies: before me, if I 
did not feel myself sustained and ‘fortified hy a thorough 
consciousness of the justness of the cause: which I have 
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thought that the tariff of 1824 would’ ops 


of dollars. 2d. The destruction of our navigation. “3d. 
The desolation of commercial cities. And 4th. The aug- 
mentation of the price of objects of consumption, and fur- 
ther decline in that of the articles of our exports. Every 
prediction which they made has failed—utterly failed. 
Instead of the ruin of the public revenue, with which they 
then sought to deter us from the ‘adoption of the Ameri- 
can system, we are now thréatened with its subversion, 
by the vast amount of the public revenue: produced by that 
system... Every branch of our navigation has increased. 
As to the desolation of our cities, let us take, as an exam- 
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at this system, its magnitude, its ramifications, its duration, 
and the high authorities which have sustained it. We-shall 
see that its foes will have accomplished comparatively no- 
thing, after having achieved their present aim of breaking .. 
down our iron founderies, our woollen, cotton; and hemp 

‘manufaetories, and our sugar plantations. The destruc- 
tion of these would undoubtedly lead to the sacrifice ‘of 
immense capital, the ruin of many thousands of our fellow- 
citizens, and incaleulable Joss to the whole community. 

But their prostration would not disfigure, nor produce 

greater effect upon the whole system of protection, in alk 
its branches, than the destruction of the beautiful domes 
upon the Capitol would ‘occasion to the magnificent edifice 

which they surmount. Why, sir, there is scareely an inte- 
rest, scarcely a vocation in society, which is not embraced 

by the beneficence of this system. 

It compreliends our coasting tonnage and trade, from 
which all foreign tonnage is absolutely excluded. 

It includes all our foreign tonnage, with the inconside- 
rable exception made by treaties of reciprocity with a few 
foreign Powers. 

It embraces our fisheries, and all our hardy and enter- 
ptising fishermen. i 

It extends to-almost every mechanic art: to tanners, 
cordwainers, tailors, cabinet-makers, hatters, tinners, brass- 
workers, clock-makers, coach-makers, tallow-chandlers, 
trace-makers, rope-makers, cork-cntters, tobacconists, 
whip-makers, paper-makers, umbrella-makers, glass-blow~ 
ers, stocking-weavers, button-makers, saddle and harness- 
makers, cutlers, brush-makers, book-binders, dairy-men, 
milk-farmers, black-smiths, type-founders, musical instru- 
ment-makers, basket-makers, milliners, potters, chocolate- 
makers, floor-cloth-makers, bonnet-makers, hairecloth- 
makers, copper-smiths, pencil-makers, bellows-makers, 
pocket book-makers, card-makers, glue-makers, mustard- 
makers, lumber-sawyers, saw-makers, scale-beam-makers, 
scythe-makers, wood-saw-makers, and many others. The 
mechanics enumerated enjoy a measure of protection 
adapted to their several conditions, varying from twenty 
to fifty per cent. The extent and importance of some of 
these artisans may be estimated by afew particulars. The 
tanners, curriers, boot and shoe-makers, and other work- 
ers in hides, skins, and leather, produce an ultimate value 
per annum of forty millions of dollars; the manufacturers 
of hats and caps produce an annual value of fifteen mil- 
lions; the cabinet-makers, twelve millions; the mannfactu- 
rers of bonnets and hats for the female sex, lace, artificial 
flowers, combs, &c., seven millions; and the manufactu- 
rers of glass, five millions. 

It extends to all lower Louisiana, the Delta of which 
might as well be submerged again in the Gulf of Mexico, 
from which it has been a gradual conquest, as now to be 
deprived of the protecting duty upon its great staple. 

It affects the cotton planter* himself, and the tobacco 
planter, both of whom-enjoy protection. 

The total amount of the capital vested in sheep, the land 
to sustain them, wool, woollen manufactures, and wool- 
len fabrics, and the subsistence of the various persons di- 
rectly or indirectly employed in the growth and manufac-. 
ture of the article of wool, is estimated at one hundred and 
sixty-seven millions of dollars, and the number of persons 
at one hundred and fifty thousand. 

The value of iron, considered as a raw material, and of 
its manufactures, is estimated at twenty-six millions of dol- 
lars per annum.. Cotton goods, exclusive of the capital 
vested in the manufacture, and of the cost of the raw ma- 
terial, are believed to amount, annually, to about twenty 
millions of dollars. 


ple, the condition of the largest and most commercial of 
all of them, the great Northern capital. Ihave in my 
hands the asséssed value of real éstate in the city of New 
York, from 1817 to 1831. . This value is canvassed, con- 
tested, -scrutinized, and adjudged, by the proper sworn 
authorities. It is, therefore, entitled to full credence. 
During the first term, commencing with 1817, and ending 
in the year of the passage of the tariff of 1824, the amount 
of the value of real estate was, the first year, $57,799,435, 
and, after various fluctuations in the intermediate period, 
it settled down at $52,019,730, exhibiting a decrease, in 
seven years, of $5,779,705. During the first year of 
1825, after the passage of the tariff, it rose, and, gradually 
ascending throughout the whole of the latter period of 
seven years, it finally, iń 1831, yeached the astonishing 
height of $95,716,485! Now, if it be said that this rapid 
growth of the city of New York was the effect of foreign 
commerce, then it was not correctly predicted, in 1824, that 
the tariff: would destroy foreign commerce, and desolate 
our commercial cities.” If, on the contrary, it be the ef- 
fect of internal trade, then internal trade cannot be justly 
- chargeable with the evil consequences imputed to it. The 
truth is, it is the joint effect of both principles, the domes- 
tic industry nourishing the foreign trade, and the foreign 
commerce, in turn, nourishing the domestic industry. 
Nowhere, more than in New York, is the combination of 
both principles so completely developed. In the progress 
of my argument I will consider the effect upon the price 
of commodities, produced by the American system, and 
show that the very reverse of the prediction of its foes, in 
1824, has actually happened. 

Whilst we thus behold the entire failure of all that was 
foretold against the system, it is a subject of just felicita- 
tion to its friends, that all their anticipations of its bencfits 
have been fulfilled, or are in progress of fulfilment. The 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina has made an 
allusion to.a speech made by me, in 1824, in the other 
House, in support of the tariff, and to which, otherwise, 
{I should not have particularly referred. But I would ask 
any one, who could now command the courage to peruse 
that long production, what principle there laid down is 
not true? what prediction then made has been falsified by 
practical experience? > r 

It is now proposed to abolish the system to which we 
owe so much of the public prosperity, and it is urged that 
the arrival of the period of the redemption of the public 
debt has been confidently looked to as presenting a suitable 
occasion to rid the country of the evils with which the sys- 
tem is alleged to be fraught. Not an inattentive observer 
of passing events, I have been aware that, among those 
who were most eagerly pressing the payment of the pub- 
lic debt,.and, upon that ground, were opposing appropri- 
ations to other great interests, there were some who cared 
Jess about the debt than the accomplishment of other ob- 
jects. But the people of the United States have not cou- 
pled the payment of their public debt with the destruction 
of the protection of their industry, against foreign laws 
and foreign industry. They have been accustomed to re- 
gard the extinction of the public debtas relief from a bur- 
den, and not as the infliction of a curse. If it is to be at- 
tended:or followed by the subversion of the American 
system, and an exposure of-our establishments and our 
productions to the unguarded consequences of the selfish 
policy of foreign Powers, the payment of the public debt 
will be the bitterest of curses. Its fruit will be like the fruit 

“OF that forbidden tree, whose mortal taste 
“ Brought death into the world, and all our wo, 
_ With loss of Eden.” ic c 2 

If the systém of protection be founded on principles erro- 
neous in theory, pernicious in practice-—above all, if it be 
unconstitutional, as is alleged, it ought to be forthwith abo- 
lished, and nota vestige ofit suffered to remain. But, before 
we sanction this sweeping denunciation, let us look a little 


* To say nothing of cotton produced in other foreign countries, the 
euliivation of this article, of a very superior quality, is constantly €x- 
tending in the adjacent Mexican provinces; and, but for the duty. pro- 
pabty a large amount would be introduced into the United States, down 
Red river and along the coast of the Gulf of Mexico. 
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These estimates have béen carefully made by practical} independent of foreign nations.” 


The Legislature, not. 


men, of undoubted character, who have brought together| being competent to afford the most efficacious aid, by im- 


and embodied their information. i 
charge of exaggeration, they have sometimes placed their 
estimates below what was believed to be the actual amount 
of these interests. With regardto the quantity of bar and 
other iron annually produced, itis derived from the known 
works themselves; and I know some in Western States 
which they have omitted in their calculations. 

Such are some of the items of this vast system of pro- 
tection, which it is now proposed to abandon. We might 
well pause and contemplate, if human imagination could 
conceive the extent of mischief and ruin from its total over- 
throw, before we proceed to the work of destruction. Its 
duration is worthy, also, of serious consideration. Not to 
go behind the constitution, its date is coeval with -that in- 


Anxious to avoid the! posing duties on foreign rival articles, proceeded to incor- 


porate a company. f 

Peace, under the treaty of Ghent, returned in 1815, 
but there did- not return with it the golden days which 
preceded the edicts levelled at our commerce by Great 
Britain and France. It found all Europe tranguilly re- 
suming. the arts and the business of civil life. Tt found 
Europe no longer- the consumer of our surplus, and the 
employer of our navigation, but excluding, or heavily bur- 
dening, almost all the productions of our agriculture; and 
our rivalsin manufactures, in navigation, and in commerce. 
It found our country, in short, in a situation totally differ- 
ent from all the past—new and untried. It became ne- 
cessary to adapt our laws, and especially our laws of im- 


strument. It began on the ever memorable 4th day of| post, to the new circumstancesin which we found ourselves. 


July--the 4th day of July, 1789. The second act which 
stands recorded in the statute book, bearing the illustrious 
signature of George Washington, laid the corner stone of 
the whole system. That there might be no mistake about 
the matter, it was then solemnly proclaimed to the Ame- 

- rican people and to the world, that it was necessary for 
‘the encouragement and prolection of manufactures,” 
that duties should be laid. Tt is in vain to urge the small 
amount of the measure of protection then extended. ‘The 
great principle was then established by the fathers of the 
constitution, with the father of his country at their head. 
And it cannot now be questioned, that, if the Government 
had not then been new and the subject untried, a greater 
measure of protection would have been applied, ifit had 
been supposed necessary. Shortly after, the master minds 
of Jefferson and Hamilten were brought to act on this in- 
teresting subject. Taking views of it appertaining to the 
departments of foreign affairs and of the treasury, which 
they respectively filled, they presented, severally, reports 
which yet remain monuments of their profound wisdom, 
and came to the same conclusion of protection to Ameri- 
can industry. Mr. Jefferson argued that foreign restric- 
tions, foreign prohibitions, and foreign high duties, ought 
to be met, at home, by American restrictions, American 
prohibitions, and American high duties. Mr. Hamilton, 
surveying the entire ground, and looking at the inherent 
nature of the subject, treated it with an ability which, if 
ever equalled, has not been surpassed, and earnestly re- 
commended protection. 

The wars of the French revolution commenced about 
this period, and streams of gold poured into the United 
States through a thousand channels, opened or enlarged 
by the successful commerce which our neutrality enabled 
us to prosecute. We forgot, or overlooked, in the gene- 
ral prosperity, the necessity of encouraging our domestic 
manufactures. Then came the edicts of Napoleon, and 
the British orders in council; and our embargo, non-inter- 
course, non-importation, and war, followed in rapid suc- 
cession. ‘These national measures, amounting toa total 
suspension, for the period of their duration, of our foreign 
commerse, afforded the most efficacious encouragement 
to American manufactures; and, accordingly, they every 
where. sprung up. Whilst these measures of restriction 
and this state of war continued, the manufacturers were 
stimulated in their enterprises by every assurance of sup- 
port, by public sentiment, and by legislative resolves. It 
was about that period (1808) that South Carolina bore her 
high testimony to the wisdom of: the policy, in an act of 
her Legislature, the preamble of which, now before me, 


Accordingly, that eminent and lamented citizen, then at 
the head of the treasury, (Mr. Dallas,) was required, by a 
resolution of the House of Representatives, under date the 
23d day of February, 1815, to prepare and report to the 
succeeding session of Congress a system of revenue con- 
formable with the actual condition of the country. He had 
the circle of a whole year to perform the work, consulted 
merchants, manufacturers, and other practical men, and 
opened an extensive correspondence. The report which 
he made at the session of 1816, was the result of his in- 
quiries and reflections, and embodies the principles which 
he thought applicable to the subject. It has been said 
that the tariff of 1816 was a measure of mere revenue; and 
that it only reduced the war duties to a peace standard. 
It is true that the question then was, how much, and in 
what way, should the double duties of the war be reduced? 
Now, also, the. question is, on what articles shall the du- 
ties be reduced so as to subject the amount of the future 
revenue to the wants of the Government? Then it was 
deemed an inquiry of the first importance, as it should be 
now, how the reduction should be made, so as to secure 
proper encouragement to our domestic industry. That 
this was a leading object in the arrangement of the tariff 
of 1816, I well remember, and it is demonstrated by the 
language of Mr. Dallas. He says, in his report, ** There 
‘are few, if any Governments, which do not regard the 
‘ establishment of domestic manufactures as a chief object 
‘of public policy. The United States have always so re- 
‘garded it.. * * * * The demands of the country, 
‘while the acquisition of supplies from foreign nations was 
‘either prohibited or impracticable, may have afforded a 
‘sufficient inducement for this investment of capital, and 
€ this application of labor; but -the inducement, in its ne- 
< cessary extent, must fail, when the day of competition re- 
‘turns. Upon that change in the condition of the coun- 
‘try, the preservation of the manufactures, which private 
‘citizens, under favorable auspices, have constituted the 
‘property of the nation, becomes a consideration of gene- 
‘ral policy, to be resolved by a recollection of past em- 
‘barrassments; by the certainty of an increased difficulty 
‘of reinstating, upon any emergency, the manufactures 
< which shall be allowed to perish and pass away,” &c. 
The measure of protection which he proposed’ was not 
adopted, in regard to some leading articles, and there was 
great difficulty in ascertaining what it ought to have been. 
But the. principle was then distinctly asserted, and fully 
sanctioned. a j A Sni 

The subject of the American system was again brought 
up in 1820, by the bill reported by the chairman of the 


reads: ‘* Whereas the establishment and encouragement of | Committee on Manufactures, now a member of the bench 


domestic manufactures is conducive to the interest of a 
State, by adding new incentives to industry, and as being 
the means of disposing, to.advantage, the surplus produc- 
tions of the agriculiurist: And whereas, in. the present un- 
exampled state of the world, their establishment in our 
country is not only expedient, but politic, in rendering us 


of the Supreme Court of the United States, and.the prin- 
ciple was successfully maintained by the representatives 
of the people; but the bill which they passed was defeated 
in the Senate. It was revived in 1824, the whole ground 
carefully and deliberately explored, and the bill then in- 
troduced, receiving all the sanctions of the constitution, 
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itis unconstitutional. From which I infer that he did not, 
himself, believe it unconstitutional. er : 

[Here the Vics PResivenr interposed, and remarked 
that if the, Senator from -Kentucky alluded to him, he 
must say that his opiniom was, that the measure was un- 
constitutional. ] aie a ; 

. When, sir, said Mr. Crary, I contended with you, side 
by side, and with perhaps less zeal than you exhibited, in 
1816, I did not understand you then to consider the policy 
forbidden by the-constitution. ; 

(The Vics Presioen: again interposed, and said that 


became the law: of the land.. -An amendment of the sys- 
tem was proposed in 1828, to the history of which I refer 
with no agreeable recollections. : The bill of that year, in 
some of its. provisions, was framed on principles directly 
adverse to.the declared wishes of the friends of the policy 
of protection. . I have’ heard. (without vouching. for the 
fact) that it. was:so- framed, upon the advice-of a promi- 
nent citizen, now abroad, with the view. of ultimately de- 
feating the bill, and with assurances that, being altogether. 
unacceptable to the friends of the American system, the 
bill would be lost. Be that as it may, the most exception- 
able features of the bill were stamped upon it, against the |the constitutional question was not-debated at that time, 
earnest remonstrances of the friends of the system, by the land that he had never expressed an opinion contrary to 
votes of Southern. members, upon a principle, I think, as |that now intimated.] | 

unsound in legislation-as it is reprehensible in ethics., ‘The 
bill was. passed, notwithstanding, it having been deemed 
better to take the bad along with the good which it con-, 
tained, than reject it altogether. Subsequent legislation 
has corrected very much the error then perpetrated, but 
still that measure.is vehemently denounced. by gentlemen 
who contributed to make it what it was. 

Thus, sir, has this great system of protection been gra- 
dually built, stone upon stone, and step by step, from the 
4th July, 1789, down to the present period. In every stage 
of its progress it has received the deliberate sanction of 
Congress. A vast majority of the people of thc United 
States has approved, and continues to approve it. Every 
Chief Magistrate of the United States, from Washington 
to the present, in some form or other, has given to it the |by excited imaginations, to assume the imposing form ofa 
authority of his name; and, however the opinions of the |serious constitutional barrier. $ 
existing: President are interpreted south of Mason and]. Such are the origin, duration, extent, and sanctions of 
Dixon’s line, on the north they are, at least, understood |the policy which we are now called upon to subvert.. Its 
to favor the establishment of a judicious tariff. beneficial effects, although they may vary in degree, have 

The question, therefore, which we are now called upon |been felt in all parts of the Union. To none, 1 verily be- 
to determine, is not whether we shall establish a new and lieve, has it been prejudicial. To the North, every where 
doubtful system of policy, just proposed, and for the first [testimonies are borne to the high prosperity which it has 
time presented to our consideration; but whether we shall|diffused. There, all branches of industry are animated 
break down. and destroy a long established system, pa-jand flourishing. Commerce, foreign and domestic, ac- 
tiently and- carefully: built up, and sanctioned, during a |tive; cities and towns springing up, enlarging and beauti- 
series of years, again and again, by the nation and its high- |fying; navigation fully and profitably employed, and the 
est and most revered authorities, And are we not bound|whole face of the country smiling with improvement, 
deliberately to consider whether we can proceed to this|cheerfulness, and abundance. The gentleman from South 
work of destruction without a violation of the public faith? |Carolina has supposed that we, in the West, derive no ad- 
The people of the United States have justly supposed that |vantages from this system. He is mistaken. Let him 
the policy of protecting heir industry, against foreign le-|visit us, and he will find, from the head of La Belle Ri- 
gislation and foreign industry, was fully settled, not by alviére, at, Pittsburg, to America, at its mouth, the most 
single act, but by repeated and deliberate acts of Govern-|rapid and gratifying advances. He will behold Pittsburg 
ment, performed at distant and frequent intervals. In full itself, Wheeling, Portsmouth, Maysville, Cincinnati, Louis- 
confidence that the policy was firmly and unchangeably |ville, and numerous other towns, lining and ornamenting 
fixed, thousands upon thousands have invested their capi-|the banks of that noble river, daily extending their limits, 
tal, purchased a vast amount of real and other estate, made jand prosecuting, with the greatest spirit and profit, nu- 
permanent establishments, and accommodated their indus- |merous branches of the manufacturing and mechanic arts. 
try. . Can. we expose to utter and irretrievable ruin this |ff he will go into the interior, in the State of Ohio, he 
countless-multitude, without justly incurring the reproach | will there perceive the most astonishing progress in agri- 
of violating the national faith?. culture, in the useful arts, and in-all the improvements to 

A shall not discuss the constitutional question. Without which they both directly conduce. Then Jet him cross 
meaning any- disrespect to those who raise it, if it be de-|over into my own, my favorite State, and contemplate the 
batable, it has been sufficiently debated. The gentle-|spectacle which is there exhibited. He will perceive nu- 
man from South Carolina suffered it to fall unnoticed from |merous villages, not large, but neat, thriving, and some 
his budget; and it was not ‘until after he had closed his |of them highly ornamented; many manufactorics of hemp, 
speech and resumed his seat, that it occurred to him that|cotton, wool, and other articles. In various parts of the 
he had forgotten it, when he again addressed the Senate, |country, and especially in the Elkhorn region, an endless 
and, by a sort of protestation against any conclusion from |succession of natural parks; the forests thinned; fallen 
his silence, put forward the objection. The recent Free |trees and undergrowth cleared away; large herds and 
Trade Convention at Philadelphia, it is well known, were |flocks feeding on luxuriant grasses; and interspersed with 
divided on the question; and although the topic is noticed |comfortable, sometimes elegant mansions, surrounded by 
in their address to the public, they no not avow their own |extensive lawns. The honorable gentleman from South 
belief that:the American system is unconstitutional, butre- | Carolina says that a profitable trade was carried on from 
present that: such is the opinion of respectable portions of ithe West, through the Saluda gap, in mules, horses, and 
the American people: Another address to the people of|other live stock, which has becn checked by the opera- 
the United States,.froma high source, during the past 
year;. treating this subject, 'does not assert the opinion of| | * Mr. Clay has been since reminded that the objcetion, in the same 
the distinguished author, but states that of others to be that | way. was first urged in the debate of 1820, í 


planations, which I hope will always be made when I say 
any thing bearing on the individual opinions of the chair. 


tion was not debated in 1816; and why not? Because it 
iwas not debatable; it was. then believed not fairly to 
arise. It never has been made, as a distinct, substantial, 
and leading point of objection. It never was made until 
the discussion of the tariff of 1824,* when it was rather 
hinted at, as against the spirit of the constitution, than 
formally announced, as being contrary to the provisions 
of that instrument. What was not dreamt of before, or 
in, 1816, and scarcely thought of in 1824, is now made, 


I give way with pleasure, said Mr. Cray, to these ex- 


I know the delicacy of the position, and sympathize with : 
the incumbent, whoever he may be. Itis true, the ques-: 
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tion of the tariff. Itis-true*that such a trade was carried 
on between Kentucky and South Carolina, mutually be- 
neficial to both parties; but, several years ago, resolu- 
tions, at popular meetings, in Carolina, were adopted, not 
to purchase the produce of Kentucky, by way of punish- 
ment for her attachment to the tariff. They. must have 
supposed us as stupid.as the sires of one of the. descrip- 
tions of the stock of which that trade consisted, if they 
imagined that their resolutions would.affect our principles. 
Ourdrovers cracked their whips, blew thcir horns, and 
passed the Saluda gap, to other markets, where better 
humors existed, and equal or greater profits were made. 
I have heard of your successor in the House of Represen- 
tatives, Mr. President, this anecdote: That he joined in 
the adoption of those resolutions, but when, about Christ- 
mas, he applied to one of his South Carolina neighbors 
to purchase the regular supply of:pork for the ensuing 
year, he found that he had to give two prices for it; and 
he declared if that were the patriotism on which the re- 
solutions were based, he would not conform to them, and, 
in point of fact, laid in his annual stock of pork by pur- 
chase from the first passing Kentucky drover. That 
trade, now partially resumed, was. maintained by the sale 
of Wester productions on the one: side, and Carolina 
money on the other. From that condition of it, the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina might. have drawn this con- 
clusion, that an advantageous. trade may exist, although 
one of the parties to it pays in specie for the productions 
which he purchases from the other; and, consequently, 
that it does not follow, if we did not purchase British 
fabrics, that it might not be the interest of England to 
purchase our raw material of cotton. The Kentucky 
drover received the South Carolina specie, or, taking bills, 
or the evidences of deposite. in the banks, carried these 
home, and disposing of them tothe merchant, he brought 
out goods, of foreign or domestic manufacture, in return. 
Such is the circuitous nature of trade and remittance, 
which no nation understands better than Great Britain. 
Nor has the system, which has been the parent source 
of so much benefit to other parts of the Union, proved 
injurious to the cotton growing country. I cannot speak 
of South Carolina itself, where I have never been, with 
so much certainty; but of other portions of the Union in 
which cotton is grown, especially those bordering on the 
Mississippi, I can confidently speak. If cotton planting 
is less profitable than it was, that is the result of increased 
production; but I believe it to be still the most profitable 
investment of capital of any branch of business in the 
United States. And if a committee. were raised, with 


power to send for persons and papers, I take upon myself 


to say that such would be the result of the: inquiry. In 
Kentucky, I know many individuals who haye their cotton 
plantations below, and retain their residence in that State, 
where they remain during the sickly season; and they are 
all, I beleve, without exception, doing well. Others, 
tempted by their success, are constantly engaging in the 
business, whilst scarcely any comes from the cotton region 
to engage in Western agriculture. A friend, now in my 
eye, a member of this body, upon a capital of less than 
seventy thousand dollars, invested in a plantation and 
slaves, made, the ycar before last, sixteen thousand dol- 
lars. A member of the other House, I understand, who, 
without removing himself, sent some of his slaves to Mis- 
sissippi, made, last year, about twenty per cént.. Two 
friends of mine in the latter State, whose annual income 
is from thirty to sixty thousand. dollars, being desirous to 
curtail their business, have offered estates for sale, which 
they are willing to show, by: regular vouchers of receipt 
and disbursement, yield eighteen per cent. per-annum. 
One of my most opulent: acquaintances, in a county ad- 
joining to-that in which F reside, haying married in Geor- 
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The loss of the tonnage of Charleston, which has-been 


dwelt on, does not proceed from the tariff; it never: hada 
very large amount, and it has not been able‘to retain 
it had, in ‘consequence of the operation of the principle of 
free trade on its navigation. 
more enterprising and adventurous tars of the Northern 


at 


Iis tonnage has gone to the 


States, with.whom those of the city of Charleston could 
not maintain a successful competition in the freedom of 


the coasting trade existing between the different parts of 
the Union. 
strated by the fact, that, however it may be with the port 
of Charleston, our coasting tonnage, generally, is con- 
stantly increasing. As to the foreign tonnage, about one- 


That this must be the true cause, is demon- 


half of that which is engaged in the direct trade between 


‘Charleston and Great Britain is English; proving that the 


tonnage of South Carolina cannot maintain itself in a com- 
petition under the free and equal navigation secured by 
our treaty with that Power. f . 
When gentlemen have succeeded in their design of an 
immediate or gradual destruction of the American system, 
what is their substitute?’ Free trade! Free trade! The 
call for free trade, is as unavailing as. the cry of a spoiled 
child, in its nurse’s arms, for. the moon. or. the stars that 
glitter in the firmament of. heaven. ~ It never has existed; 
it never will exist. Trade implies at least two’ parties. 
To be free, it should be fair, equal, and-reciprocal. But 
if we throw our ports wide open to the admission of 
foreign productions, free of all duty, what ports, of any 
other foreign nation, shall we find open to the free admis- 
sion of our surplus produce? We may break down all 
barriers to free trade on our part, but the work -will not 
be complete until foreign Powers shall have renioved 
theirs. There would be freedom on one side, and restric- 
tions, prohibitions, and exclusions, on the other... The 
bolts, and the bars, and the chains, of all other’ nations 
will remain undisturbed. It is, indeed, possible that our 
industry and commerce. would accommodate themselves 
to this unequal and unjust state of things: for such is the 
flexibility of our nature, that it bends itself to all circum- 
stances. The wretched prisoner, incarcerated ina jail, 
after a long time, becomes reconciled to his solitude, 
and regularly notches down the passing days of his con- 
finement. ae 
Gentlemen. deceive themselves. It is not free trade.that 
they are recommending to our acceptance. ‘It is, in effect, 
the British colonial system that we are-invited. to. adopts 
and, if their policy prevail, it will lead substantially tothe 
recolonization of these States, under the commercial: do- 
minion of -Great Britain... And. whom-do-we find:some of 
the principal supporters, out of Congress, of this foreign “ 
system? Mr. President, there are some foreigners who 
always remain exotics, and never become naturalized in 
our country: whilst, happily, there are many others who 
readily attach themselves to our principles and our. insti- 
tutions. The honest, patient, and industrious German 
readily unites with our people, establishes. himself upon 
some of our fat land, fills his capacious barn, and enjoys, 
in tranquillity, the abundant fruits. which his. diligence 
gathers around him, always. ready to fly to the standard 
of his adopted country, or of its laws, when called bythe 
duties of patriotism. The gay, the versatile, the philo- 
sophic Frenchman, accommodating himself cheerfully to 
all the vicissitudes of life, incorporates. himself, without 
difficulty, in our society.” But, of all foreigners, none 
amalgamate themselves so quickly with-our.people as the 
natives of the Emerald Isle. In some 6f the visions which 
have passed through my imagination, I have supposed that 
Ireland was, originally, part and parcel of this ‘continent, 
and that, by some extraordinary ‘convulsion of nature,.it 
was torn from America, and, drifting across. the ocean, 
was placed in the unfortunate vicinity of Great Britain. 


gia, has derived a large portion of ‘his: wealth from a cotton] The same openheartedness; the same generous hospitality; 


estate there situated. f E Tf a 


the same careless and uncalculating indifference about 
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human life, characterize the inhabitants of both countries. C., I know my Lord Goderich very well, although my 


een: sometimes called the Ireland of Ame- 
ve no doubt that, if the current*of emi- 
ré reversed, and set from America upon the 
shores of Europe, instead of bearing from Europe to 
_ America, every American emigrant to Ireland would there 
find, as every Irish emigrant here finds, a hearty welcome 
“u anda happy home! : 
-> But, sit, the gentleman to whom I am about to allude, 
although long a resident of this country, has no feelings, 
no attachments, no sympathies, no principles, in common 
with our people. Near fifty yearsago, Pennsylvania took 
him to her bosom, and warmed, and cherished, and honor- 
éd him; ‘and how does he manifest his gratitude? By 
aiming a’ vital blow at a system endeared to her by a 
thorough conviction that it is indispensable to her pros- 
perity. He has filled, at home and abroad, some of the 
highest offices under this Government, during thirty 
years, and he is still at heart an alien. 
his name has been invoked, and the labors of his pen; in 
the form of a memorial to Congress, have been cngaged, 
to overthrow the American system, and to substitute the 
foreign. Go home to your native Europe, and there in- 


Rent 


The authority of/high names, to support favorite theories. 


acquaintance with him was prior to his being summoned 
to the British House of Peers. We both signed the con- 
vention between the United States and Great Britain of 
1815.> He is an honorable man, frank, possessing ’busi- 
ness, but ordinary talents, about~ the stature and com- 
plexion of the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
a few years older than he,’and every drop of blood run- 
ning in his veins being pure and unadulterated Anglo- 
Saxon blood. If he were to live to the age of Methuselah, 
he could not make a speech of such ability and eloquence 
as that which the gentleman from South Carolina recently 
delivered to the Senate; ¿ånd there would be much more 
fitness in my Lord Goderich making quotations from the 
speech of the honorablé gentleman, than his quoting, as 
authority, the theoretical doctrines of my Lord Goderich. 
We are too much inthe habit of looking abroad, not 
merely for manufactured articles, but for the sanction of 
I have seen, 
and closely observed, the British Parliament, and, without 
derogating from its justly elevated character, I have no 
hesitation in saying, that in all the attributes of order, 
dignity, patriotism, and eloquence, the American Con- 


culcate upon her sovereigns your Utopian doctrines of| gress would not suffer, in the smallest degree, by a com- 


free trade, and when you have prevailed upon them to 
unseal their ports, and freely admit the produce of Penn- 
sylvania, and other States, come back, and we shall be 
prepared to becoine converts, and to.adopt your faith. 

A Mr. Sarchet also makes no inconsiderable. figure in 
the common attack. upon our system. I do not know the 
man, but L- understand he is an unnaturalized emigrant 
from the island of Guernsey, situated in the channel which 
divides France and England. 
the inhabitants is that of driving a contraband trade with 
the ‘opposite shores, and Mr. Sarchet, educated in that 

` school, is, I have been told, chiefly engaged in employing 
. its to elude the operation of our revenue laws, by 
Antroducing articles at less rates of duty than they are 
justly chargeable with, which he effects by varying their 
denominations, or slightly changing their forms. This 
man, at a former session of the Senate, caused to be pre- 
sented a memorial signed by some one hundred and fifty pre- 
tended workers in iron. Of these, a gentleman made a 
careful inquiry and examination, and he ascertained that 
there were only about ten of the denomination represent- 
ed; the rest were tavern keepers, porters, merchants’ 
clerks, hackney coachmen, &c. Ihave the most respect- 
able authority, in black and white, for this statement. 
{Here Mr. HAYNE asked, who? and was he a manufac- 
turer? Mr. CLAY replied, Colonel Murray, of New York, 
a gentleman of thé highest standing for honor, probity, and 
veracity; thathe did not know whether he was a manufac- 
turer ot not, but the gentleman might take him as one.*] 
Whether Mr. Sarchet got up the late petition presented 
to the Senate-from the journeymen tailors of Philadel- 
phia, or not, Ido not know. -But I should not be sur- 
prised if it were a movement of his, and if we should find 
that he has cabbaged from other classes of society to swell 
out the number of signatures. ; 
To the facts manufactured by Mr. Sarchet, and the 
theories by Mr. Gallatin, there was yet wanting one cir: 
cumstance to recommend them to favorable consideration, 
and that was the authority of some highname. There was 
10 difficulty in obtaining one froma British repository. The 
Shorable gentleman has cited a speéch of my Lord Gode- 
fich, addressed to the British Parliament, in favor of free 
trade, and full of deep regret that old England could not pos- 
sibly cofiform her practice of rigorous restriction and exclu- 
sion to her liberal doctrines of unfettered cgmmerce, so 
earnestly recommended to foreign Powers. Sir, said Mr. 


* Mr, Clay subsequently understood that Coloncl Murray was a mer- 
hant * ? ` 
cnent, K 


E 


The principal business of|ber of the British Parliament, 


parison with it. 

I dislike this resort to authority, and especially foreign 
and interested authority, for the support of principles of 
public policy. I would greatly prefer to meet gentlemen 
upon the broad ground of fact, of experience, and of 
reason; but, since they will appeal to British names and 
authority, I feel myself compelled to imitate their bad 
example. Allow me to quote from the speech of a mem- 
bearing the same family 
name with my Lord Goderich, but whether or not a relz- 
tion of his, I do not know. The member alluded to was 
arguing against the violation of the treaty of Methuen— 
that treaty, not less fatal to the interests of Portugal than 
would be the system of gentlemen to the best interests of 
America—and he went on to say: : 

<< Tt was idle for us to endeavor to persuade other nations 
< to join with usin adopting the principles of what was call- 
< ed free trade? Other nations knew, as well as the noble 
“lord opposite, and those who acted with him, what we 
< meant by “free trade,’ was nothing more nor less than, by 
< means of the great advantages we enjoyed, to get a mono- 
< poly of all their markets for our manufactures, and to pre- 
“vent them, one and all, from ever becoming manufacturing 
‘ nations. When the system of reciprocity and free trade 
“had been proposed to a French ambassador, his remark 
€ was, that the plan was excellent in theory, but, to make 
‘it fair in practice, it would be necessary to defer the at- 
‘tempt to put it in execution for half a century, until 
‘France should be on the same footing with Great Bri- 
‘tain, in marine, in manufactures, in capital, and the 
“many other peculiar advantages which it now enjoyed. 
‘ The policy that France acted on, was that of encourag- 
‘ing its native manufactures, and it was a wise policy; 
© because, if it were freely to admit our manufactures, it 
< would speedily be reduced to the rank of an agricultural 
t nation, and therefore a poor nation, as all must be that 
< depend exclusively upon agriculture. America acted, 
€ too, upon the same principle with France. America le- 
‘ gislated for futurity—legislated for an increasing popu- 
‘fjation. America, too, was prosperous under this system 
‘In twenty years, America would be independent of Eng- 
‘land for manufactures altogether. i z iy 
‘But since the peace, France, Germany, America, and 
‘all the other countries of the world, had proceeded 
< upon the principle of encouraging and protecting native 
< manufactures.” 

But I have said that the system nominally called “€ free 
trade,” so earnestly and eloquently recommended to our 
adoption, is a mere revival of the British colonial system, 
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forced upon us by Great Britain during the existence of 
our colonial vassalage. The whole system is fully ex- 
plained and illustrated in a work published as far back as 
the year 1750, entitled “The trade and navigation of 
Great. Britain considered, by Joshua Gee,” with extracts 
from which I have been furnished by the diligent- re- 

- searches of a friend. It willbe seen from these, that the 
South Carolina policy now, is identical with the long che- 
rished policy of Great Britain, which remains the’same as 
it was when the thirteen colonies were part of the British 
empire. In that work the author contends—— 

“1. That manufactures, in the American colonies, 
should be discouraged or prohibited. 

«c Great Britain, with its dependencies, is doubtless as 
< well able to subsist within itself as any nation in Europe. 
< We have an enterprising people, fit for all the arts of 
« peace and war. We have provisions in abundance, and 
£ those of the best sort, and are able to raise sufficient for 
< double the number of inhabitants. We have the very 
‘ best materials for clothing, and want.nothing, either for 
‘use or even for luxury, but what we have at home, or 
© might have from our colonies: so.that we might make 
€ such an intercourse of trade among ourselves, or be- 
€ tween us and them, as would maintain a vast navigation. 
< But we ought always to keep a watchful eye over our 
€ colonies, to restrain them from setting up any of the 
‘manufactures which are carried on in Britain; and any 
€ such attempts should be crushed in the beginning: for if 
€ they are suffered to grow up to maturity, it will be diffi- 
* cult to suppress them. ”—Pages 177, 8, 9. 

** Our colonies are much in the same state Ireland was 
‘in, when they began the.woollen manufactory, and, as 
€ their numbers increased, will fall upon manufactures for 
“clothing themselves, if due care be not taken to find em- 
s ployment for them in raising such productions as may 
‘enable them to furnish themselves with: all their necessa- 
‘vies from us.” 

Then it was the objcct of this British economist to adapt 
the means or wealth of the colonists to the supply required 
by their necessities, and to make the mother country the 
only source of that supply. Now it seems the policy is 
only so far to be reversed, that we must continue to import 
necessaries from Great Britain, in order to enable her to 
purchase raw cotton from us. 

“I should, therefore, think it worthy the care ef the 
t Government to endeavor, by all possible means, to en- 
t courage them in raising of silk, hemp, flax, iron, [a_ponly 
‘pig, to be hammered in England,] pot ash, &c. by giv- 
* ing them competent bounties in the beginning, and send- 
‘ing over judicious and skilful persons, at the public 
‘charge, to assist and instruct them in the most proper 
‘methods of management, which, in my apprehension, 
€ would lay a foundation for establishing the most profita- 
‘ble trade of any we have. And considering the com- 
‘manding situation of our colonics along the seacoast; 
“the great convenience of navigable rivers in all of them; 
‘the cheapness of land, and the easiness of raising provi- 
‘sions; great numbers of people would transport them- 
* selves thither to settle upon such improvements. Now, 
‘as people have been filled with fears that the colonies, 
‘if encouraged to raise rough materials, would set up for 
‘themselves, a Little regulation would remove all those 
s jealousies out of the way. They have never thrown or 
< wove any silk as yet that we have heard of: therefore, 
‘if a law was made to prohibit the use of every throw- 
< ster’s mill, or doubling or horsling silk with any.machine 
< whatever, they would then send zt us raw: and, as they 
‘will have the providing rough -materials to themselves, 
‘so shall we have the manufacturing of them. If encou- 
t ragement be given for raising hemp, flax, &c. doubtless 
‘they will soon begin to manufacture, if not prevented: 
‘therefore, to stop the progress. of any such manufac- 
€ ture, itis proposed that no weaver theré shall have liberty 
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‘to set up any looms without first registering, at an office 
‘kept for that purpose, the name and place of abode 
© of any journeyman that shall work with him:. But if'any 
< particular inhabitant shall be inclined to haye-any linen 
“or woollen-‘made of their own spinning, they should not 
‘be abriged of the same liberty that they now make use 
© of, viz. to carry to a weaver (who shall be licensed by the 
Governor) and have it wrought up for the use of the fa- 
“mily, but not to be sold to any person in a private man- 
‘ner, nor exposed to. any market or fair, upon pain of 
< forfeiture. ae purt 


“© And, inasmuch as they have been supplied with all. 
< their iron manufactures from hence, except what is used 
‘in the building of ships, and other country work, one- 
‘half of our exports being supposed to be in NAILS—a 
© manufacture which they allow has never hitherto been 
t carried on among them—it is proposed they shall, for 
< time to come, never erect the manufacture of any under 
£ the size of a two shilling nail, horse nails excepted; that alk 
‘slitting mills, and engines for drawing wire, or weaving 
€ stockings, be put down; and that every smith who keeps 
‘a. common forge or shop, shall register his name and 
‘ place of abode, and the name of every servant which he 
«shall employ, which license shall be renewed once every 
‘year, and pay for the liberty of working at such trade. 
© That all negroes shall be prohibited from weaving either 


‘linen or woollen, or spinning or combing of wool, or work- 


‘ing at any manufacture of iron, further than making it 
‘into pig or bar iron. That they also be prohibited from 
‘manufacturing hats, stockings, or leather, of any kind. 
© This limitation will not abridge the planters of any pri- 
‘vilege they now enjoy. On the contrary, it will turn 
€ their industry to promoting and raising those rough tma- 
€ terials.” ` . = 

- The author then proposes that the Board of Trade and 
Plantations should be furnished with statistical accounts of - 
the various permitted manufactures, to.enable them to en-. 
courage or repress the industry of the colonists, and pre- 
vent the danger of interference with British industry. 

«It is hoped that this mothod would allay the heat that 
£ some people have shown for destroying the iron works on 
€ the plantations, and pulling down all their forges; taking 
* away, in a violent manner, their estates and properties; 
‘preventing the husbandmen from getting their plough- 
‘shares, carts, and other utensils, mended; destroying the 
< manufacture of ship-building, by depriving them of the 
‘liberty of making bolts, spikes, and other things proper 
‘ for carrying on that work; by which article, returns are 
€ made for purchasing our woollen manufactures.”——-Pages 
87, 88, 89. et te Rew BS 

Such ‘is the ‘picture of colonists dependent upon the 
mother country for their necessary supplies, drawn by a 
writer who was not among the number of those. who de- 
sired to debar them the means of building a vessel, erect- 
ing a forge, or mending a ploughshare, but who was wil- 
ling to promote their growth and property, as far as was 
consistent with the paramount interests of the manufac- 
turing or parent State. je 

£2. The advantages to Great Britain from keeping the 
colonists dependent on her for their essential supplies. ` 

«If we examine into the circumstances of the inhabit- 
‘ants.of our plantations and our own, it will appear that 
‘not one-fourth part. of their’ product redounds to-their 
‘own profit: for, out of all that comes here, they only 
< carry back clothing and other accommodations for their 
© families; all of which is of the merchandise and manu- 
‘facture of this kingdom.” , 

A fter showing how this system tends to concentrate all 
the surplus of acquisition over absolute expenditure, in 
England, he says: : 

t< All these advantages we receive by the plantations, 
€ besides the mortgages on the planters’ estates, and the 
“high interest they pay us, which is very considerable; 
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© and therefore very, great care ought to be taken, in re- 


` © gulating all-affairs of: the colonists, that the planters be 
t not put undertoo many. difficulties, but encouraged to-go 


and,and-the northern colonies, have not 


people should be kept down.and rendered subservient to 
the pride, andthe pomp, ‘andthe power of. another! 
The'system then.proposed differs only from that which is 
now recommended, in one particular—-that was intended 
to be enforced by power, this would not be less effectu- 
ally executed. by. the force of circumstances. A gentleman 
in Boston, (Mr. Lee,) the agent ofthe Free Trade Conven- 
tion, from whose exhaustless mint there is a constant issue 
of reports, seems to envy the blessed condition of depend- 
ent Canada, when compared to the oppressed state of this 
Union; and itis a fair inference from the view which he 
presents, that he would have-us to hasten back to the 
golden days of that colonial bondage, which is so well de- 
picted in the work from which I have been quoting. Mr. 
Lee exhibits two tabular statements, in one of which he 
presents the high duties which he represents to be paid in 
the ports of the United States, and, in the other, those 
which'are paid in Canada, generally about two. per cent. 
ad valorem. But-did it not occur to him that the duties 
levied in Canada are paid chiefly on British manufactures, 
or on articles passing from one to another part of a com- 
mon “empire; and that, to present a parallel case, in the 
United States, he ought to have shown that importations 
“made into one State from another, which are now free, 
are subject to the same or higher duties than are paid in 
‘Canada? sae 
I will now, Mr. President, proceed to a more particular 
consideration of the arguments urged against the protect- 
ive system, and an inquiry into its practical operation, 
especially on the cotton-growing country. And, as I wish 
to state and meet the argument fairly, I invite’ correction 
of my statement of it, if necessary. Itis alleged that the 
system operates prejudicially to the cotton planter, by di- 
minishing the foreign demand for his staple, that we can- 
not sell to Great Britain, unless we buy from her; that the 
import duty is equivalent to an export duty, and falis upon 
the cotton grower; that Seuth Carolina pays a dispropor- 
tionate quota, of the public revenue; that an abandonment 


of the protective policy would lead to an augmentation of 


our exports of an amount not less than one hundred and 
fifty. millions of dollars; and, finally, that the-South cannot 
partake of the advantages of manufacturing, if there be 
any» | Let us examine these various propositions, in detail. 
1. hat the foreign demand for cotton is diminished; and 
that we cannot sell to Great Britain unless we buy from 
her. “The demand of both our great foreign customers is 
constantly and annually increasing. It is true that the 
ratio of the increase may not be equal to that of produc- 
tion; but this is owing to the fact that the power of pro- 
ducing the raw. materialis much greater, and is therefore 
constantly. in the advance of the power of consumption. 
A single fact willillustrate. The average produce of la- 
borers engaged in the cultivation of cotton may be esti- 
mated at five bales, or fifteen hundred weight to-the hand. 
Supposing the annual average consumption of each indi- 
vidual who uses cotton cloth to be five pounds, one hand 
can produce enough of the raw-material to clothe three 
hundred. 

The argument comprehends two errors, one of fact and 


roducts enough to send us in: return) 


the other of principle. - It-assumes- that. we do not in fact 
purchase of Great Britain... What is the true state of the 
case?~. There are certain, but very few articles which itis 
thought sound policy requires that we should manufacture 
at home, and on these the tariff operates. But, with re- 
spect to all the rest, and much the larger number of arti» 


les of taste, fashion, or utility, they are subject to’ no 


other than revenue duties, and are freely introduced. <I 
have before me, from the treasury, a statement of our im- 


‘ports from England, Scotland, and Ireland, including ten 


years preceding the last, and three quarters of the last 
year, from which it will appear that, although there are 
some fluctuations in the amount of the different years, the 
largest amount. imported in any one year has been since 
the tariff of 1824, and that the. last year’s importation, 
when the returns of the fourth quarter shall be received, 
will probably be the greatest in the whole term of eleven 
years. 

Now,-if it be admitted that there is a less amount of the 
protected articles imported from Great Britain, she may 
be, and probably is, compensated for the deficiency, by 
the increased consumption in America of the articles of 
her industry not falling within the scope of the policy 
of our protection. ‘The establishment of manufactures 
among us excites the creation of wealth, and this gives 
new powers of consumption, which are gratified by the 
purchase of foreign objects. A poor nation can never be 
a great consuming nation. ls poverty will limit its con- 
sumption to bare subsistence. 

The erroneous principle which the argument includes, 
is, that it devolves on us the duty of taking care that Great 
Britain shall be enabled to purchase from us, without ex- 
acting from Great Britain the corresponding duty. H it 
be true, on one side, that nations are bound to shape their 
policy in reference to the ability of foreign Powers, it 
must be true on both sides of the Atlantic. And this re- 
ciprocal obligation ought to be emphatically regarded 
towards the nation supplying the raw material, by the 
manufacturing nation, because the industry of the latter 
gives four or five values to what had been produced by 
the industry of the former. 

But, does Great Britain practise towards us upon the 
principles which we are now required to observe in re- 
gard to her? The exports to the United Kingdom, as ap- 
pears from the same treasury statement just adverted to, 
during eleven years, from 1821 to 1831, and exclusive of 
the fourth quarter of the last year, fall short of the amount 
of imports by upwards of forty-six millions of dollars, and 
the total amount, when the returns of that quarter are 
received, will exceed fifty millions of dollars! Ft is sur- 
prising how we have been able to sustain, for so long a 
time, a trade so very unequal. We must have been abso- 
lutely ruined by it, if the unfavorable balance had not 
been neutralized. by more profitable commerce with other 
parts of the world. Of all nations Great Britain has the 
least cause to complain of the trade between the two 
countries. Ourimports from that single Power are nearly 
one-third of the entire amount of our importations from 
all foreign countries together. Great Britain constantly 
acts on the maxim of buying only what she wants and 
cannot produce, and selling to foreign nations the utmost 
amount she can. In conformity with this maxim, she ex- 
cludes articles of prime necessity produced by us—equal- 
ly if not more necessary than any of her industry which 
we tax, although the admission of those articles would 
increase our ability to purchase from her, according to the 
argument of gentlemen. 

If we purchased still less from Great Britain than we do, 
and our conditions were reversed, so that the value of her 
imports from this country exceedéd that of her exports to 
it, she would only then be compelled to do what we have 
so long done, and what South Carolina does, in her trade 
with Kentucky——make up for the unfavorable balance by 
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trade with other places and countries. How does she 
now dispose of the one hundred and sixty millions of dol- 
lars worth of cotton fabrics, which she annually sells? 
Of that amount the United States do not purchase five per 
cent. What becomes of the other ninety-five per cent.? 
Is it not sold tò other Powers, and would not their mar- 
kets remain if ours were totally shut? Would she not 
continue, as she now finds it her interest, to purchase the 
raw material from us, to supply those markets? Would 
she be guilty of the folly of depriving herself of markets 
to the amount of upwards of $150,000,000, because. we 
refused her a market for some eight or ten millions? 

But if there were a diminution of the British demand 
for cotton, equal to the loss of a market for the few Bri- 
tish fabrics which are within the scope of our protective 
policy, the question would still remain, whether the cotton 
planter is not amply indemnified by the creation of addi- 
tional demand elsewhere. With respect to the cotton 
grower, it is the totality of the demand, and not its distri- 
bution, which affects his interests. If any system of policy 
will augment the aggregate of the demand, that system is 
favorable to his interests, although its tendency may be to 
vary the theatre of the demand. It could not, for exam- 
ple, be ‘injurious to him, if, instead of Great Britain con- 
tinuing to receive the entire quantity of cotton which she 
now does, two or three hundred thousand bales of it were 
taken to the other side of the channel, and increased, to that 
extent, the French demand. It would be better for him, be- 
cause itis always better to bave several markets than 
one. Now, if, instead of a transfer to the opposite side of 
the channel of those two or three hundred thousand bales, 
they are transported to the Northern States, can that be 
injurious to the cotton grower? Is it not better for him? 
Is it not better to have a market at home, unaffected by 
war or other foreign causes, for that amount of his staple? 

If the establishment of American manufactures, there- 
fore, had the sole effect of creating a new, and an Ameri- 
can, demand for cotton, ewaetly to the same extent in which 
it lessened the British demand, there would be no just 
cause of complaint against the tariff. The gain in one 
place would precisely equal the loss in the other. But the 
true state of the matter is much more favorable tothe cot- 
ton grower. It is calculated that the cotton manufactories 
of the United States absorb at least two hundred thousand 
bales of cotton annually. I believe it to be more. The 
two ports of Boston and Providence alone received, during 
the last year, near one hundred and ten thousand bales. 
The amount is annually increasing. The raw material of 
that two hundred thousand bales is worth six millions, and 
there is an additional value conferred*by the manufacturer, 
of eighteen millions; it being generally calculated that, in 
such cotton fabrics as we are in the habit of making, the 
manufacture constitutes three-fourths of the value of the 
article. If, therefore, these twenty-four millions worth 
of cotton fabrics were not made in the United States, but 
were manufactured in Great Britain, in order to obtain 
them, we should have to add to the already enormous dis- 
proportion between the amount of our imports and ex- 
ports, in the trade with Great Britain, the further sum of| 
twenty-four millions, or, deducting the price ofthe raw ma- 
terial, eighteen millions! And wiil gentlemen tell mc how 
it would be possible for this country to sustain, such a ruin- 
ous trade? From all that portion of the United States 
lying north and east of James river, and west of the moun- 
tains, Great Britain receives comparatively nothing. How 
would it be possible for the inhabitants of that largest por- 
tion of our territory to supply themselves with cotton fa- 
brics, if they were brought from England exclusively? 
They could not do it. But for the existence of the Ame- 
rican manufacture, they would be compelled greatly to cur- 
tail their supplies, if not absolutely to suffer in their com- 
forts. By its existence at home, the circle of those ex- 
changes is created, which reciprocally diffuses among all 
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who are embraced within it the productions of their re- 
spective industry. The cotton grower sells the raw ma- 
terial to the manufacturer; he buys the iron, the bread, the 
meal, the coal, and the countless number of objects of his 
consumption, from his fellow-citizens, and they, in turn, 
purchase his fabrics. Putting it upon the ground merely 
of supplying those with necessary articles; who could not 
otherwise obtain them, ought there to be, from any quar- 
ter, an objection to the only system by which that object 
can be accomplished? But can there be any doubt, with 
those who. will reflect, thatthe actual. amount of cotton 
consumed is increased by the home manufacture? The 
main argument of gentlemen is founded upon the idea of 
mutual ability resulting from mutual exchanges. They 
would furnish an ability to foreign nations by purchasing 
from them, and Ā to our own péople, by exchanges at 
home. If the American manufacture were discontinued, 
and that of England were to take its place, how wouldshe 
sell the additional quantity of twenty-four millions of cotton 
goods which we now make? Tous? Thathas been shown 
to be impracticable.. To other foreign nations? She has 
already pushed her supplies to them to the utmost extent. 
The ultimate consequence would, then, be to diminish 
the total consumption of cotton, to say nothing now of the 
reduction of price that would take.place by throwing into 
the ports of Great Britain the two hundred thousand bales 
which, no longer being manufactured in the United States, 
would go thither. f 

2. That the import duty is equivalent to anexport duty, 
and falls.on the producer of cotton. 

[Here Mr, HAYNE explained, and said that he never 
contended that an import duty was equivalent to an export 
duty, under all circumstances; he had explained in his 
speech his ideas ofthe precise operation of the existing sys- 
tem. .To which Mr. CLAY replied that he had seen the 
argument go stated in some of the ingenious essays ‘from 
the South Carolina press, and would therefore answer it.] 

The framers of our constitution, by granting the power 
to Congress to lay import, and prohibiting that of lay- 
ing an export duty, manifested that they did not regard 
them as cquivalent. Nor does the common sense of man- 
kind. An export fastens upon, and incorporates itself 
with, the article on which it is laid, The article cannot 
escape from it—it pursues and follows it wherever the ar- 
ticle goes; and if, in the foreign ‘market, the supply is 
above or just equal to the demand, the amount of the ex- 
port duty will be a clear deduction to the exporter from 
the price of the article, But an import duty on a foreign 
article leaves the exporter of the domestic article free, 1st, 
to import specie; 2dly, goods which are free from the 
protecting duty; or, 3dly, such goods as, being charge- 
able with the protecting duty, he can sell at home, and 
throw the duty on the consumer. i 

But it is confidently argued that the import duty falls 
upon the grower of cotton; and the case has been put in 
debate, and again and again, in conversation, of the South 
Carolina planter, who exports one hundred bales of cotton 
to Liverpool, exchanges them for one hundred. bales of 
merchandise, and, when he brings them home,.béing com- 
pelled to leave at the custom-house forty bales in the form 
of duties. The argument is founded on the assumption that 
aduty of forty per cent. amounts to a subtraction of forty 
from the hundred bales of merchandise. The first objec- 
tion to it is, that it supposes a case of barter which never 
occurs. If it be replied that it, nevertheless, occurs in 
the operations of commerce, the answer would be, that, 
since the export of Carolina cotton is chiefly made by 
New York or foreign merchants, the loss stated, if it really 
accrued, would fall upon them, and not upon the planter. 
But, to test the correctness of the hypothetical case, let 
us suppose that the duty, instead of forty per cent., should 
be one hundred and fifty, which is asserted to be the duty 
in some cases. Then, the planter would not only lose the 
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_ [Mr. HAYNE said that he did not mean that the increase 
of one hundred and fifty millions to the amount of our 
exports, would be of ‘cotton alone, but of other articles.} 

What other articles? ` Agricultural produce—bread 
stuffs——beef and pork? &c. Where shall we find markets 
for them? Whither shall we go? To what country, whose 
ports are not hermetically: sealed against. their admission? 
Break down the home market, and you are without re- 
source. Destroy all other interests in the country, for 
the imaginary purpose of advancing the cotton-planting 
interést, and you inflict a positive injury, without the 
smallest practical benefit to the cotton planter. Could 
Charleston, or the whole South, when all other markets 
are prostrated, or shut against the reception of the surplus 
of our farmers, receive that surplus? Would they buy 
more than they might want for their own consumption? 
Could they find markets which other parts of the Union 
could not? Would gentlemen force the freemen of all, 
north of James river, east and west, like the misera- 
ble slave, on the Sabbath day, to repair to Charleston, 
with a turkey under his arm, or a pack upon his back, 
and beg the clerk of some English or Scotch merchant, 
living in his gorgeous palace, or rolling in his splendid 
coach in the streets, to exchange his ‘* truck” for a bit of 
flannel to cover his naked wife and children! No! Jam 
sure that I do no more than justice to their hearts, when 
I believe that they would reject what I believe to be the 
inevitable effects of their policy. 

5. But it is contended, in the last place, that the South 
cannot, from physical and other causes, engage in the 
manufacturing arts. I deny the premises, and I deny the 
conclusion. I deny the fact of inability, and, if it existed, 
I deny the conclusion that we must, therefore, break 
down our manufactures, and nourish those of foreign 
countries. 'The South possesses, in an extraordinary de- 
gree, two of the most important elements of manufactur- 
ing industry—water power and labor. ‘The former gives 
to our whole country a most decided advantage over Great 
Britain. But a single experiment, stated by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, in which a faithless slave put 
the torch toa manufacturing establishment, has discourag- 
ed similar enterprises. We have, in Kentucky, the same 
description of population, and we employ them, and almost 
exclusively employ them, in many of our hemp manufac- 
tories. A neighbor of mine, one of our most opulent and 
respectable citizens, has had one, two, if not three, ma- 
nufactorics burnt by incendiaries; but he persevered, and 
his perseverance has been rewarded with wealth. We 
found that it was less expensive to keep night watches, than 
to pay premiums for insurance, and we employed them. 

Let it be supposed, however, that the South cannot 
manufacture; must those parts of the Union which can, 
be therefore prevented? Must we support those of forcign 
countries? Iam sure that injustice would be done to the 
generous and patriotic nature of South Carolina, if it were 
believed that she envied or repined at the success of other 
portions of the Union in branches of industry to which she 
might happen not to be adapted. ‘Throughout her whole 
career she has been liberal, national, high-minded. 

The friends of the American system have been remind- 
ed, by the honorable gentleman from Maryland, [ Mr. 
Smr, ] that they are the majority, and he has admonished 
them to exercise their power in moderation. The majority 
ought never to trample upon the feelings, or violate the 
just rights of the minority. They ought never to triumph 
over the fallen, nor to make any but a temperate and 
equitable use of their power. But these counsels come 
with an ill grace from the gentleman from Maryland. He, 
too, isa member of a majorily—a political majority. And 
how has the administration of that majority exercised their 
power in this country? Recall to your recollection the 
4th of March, 1829, when the lank, lean, famished forms, 
from fen and forest, and the four quarters of the Union, 


whole hundred bales of merchandise which: he had-gotten, 
for bis hundred bales $f cotton, but he would have to pur- 
chase, with other means, an additional fifty bales, inorder 
to enable him to pay the duties accruing on the proceeds 
of the cotton. Another. answer is, that if the producer 
of cotton in Ameri xchanged against English fabrics, 
pays the duty, the. producer of those fabrics also pays it, 
and then it is twicé paid. Such must be the consequence, 
unless the principle is true on one’ side of the Atlantic, 
and false onthe other. The true answer is, that the ex- 
porter of an article, if he invests its proceeds ina foreign 
market, takes care to make the investment in such mer- 
chandise as, when brought home, he can sell with a fair 
profit; and, ‘consequently, the consumer would pay the 
original cost and chargés and profit. oO, 

3, The next objection to the American- system is, that 
it subjects South Carolina to the payment of an undue 
proportion of the public revenue. The basis of this ob- 
jection is the assumption, shown to have been erroneous, 
that the producer of the exports from this country pays 
the duty on its imports, instead of the consumer of those 
imports. The amount’ which South Carolina really; con- 
tributes to the public revenue, no more than that of any 
other State, can be precisely ascertained. . It depends 
upon her consumption of articles paying duties, and we 
may make an appfoximation sufficient for all practical pur- 
poses. The cotton planters of the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, with which Tam acquainted, generally expend about 
one-third of their income in the support of their families 
and plantations.” On this subject, I hold in my hands a 
statement from a friend of mine, of great accuracy, and a 
member of the Senate. According to this statement, in 
à crop of ten thousand dollars, the expenses may fluctuate 
between two thousand eight hundred dollars and three 
thousand two hundred dollars. © Of this sum, about one- 
fourth, from seven to eight hundred dollars, may be laid 
out in‘articles paying the protecting, duty; the residue is 
disbursed. for provisions, mules, horses, oxen, wages of 
overseer, &c, Estimating the exports of South Carolina 
at eight millions, one-third is two million ‘six hundred and 
sixty-six thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars; of 
which, one-fourth will be six hundred and sixty-six thousand 
six hundred: and-sixtyesix and two-thirds dollars. Now, 
supposing the protecting duty to be fifty per cent., and 
that it all enters into the price of the article, the amount 
paid by South Carolina would only be three hundred and 
thirty-three thousand three hundred and thirty-three and 
one-third dollars. But the total revenue of the United 
States may be stated at twenty-five millions, of which, the 
proportion of South Carolina, whatever standard, whether 
of wealth or population, be adopted, would be about one 
million. Of course, on this view of the subject, she actually 
pays only about. one-third of her fair and legitimate share. 
I repeat, that I have no personal knowledge of the habits 
of ‘actualexpenditure in South Carolina; they may be 
greater than I have stated, in respect to other parts of the 
cotton country, but, if they are, that fact'does not. arise 
from any defect in the system of public policy. 

4. An abandonment of the American system, it is 
urged, would lead to an addition to our exports of one 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars. The amount of one 
hundred and fifty millions of cotton, in the raw state, 

. would produce four hundred and fifty millions in the ma- 
nufactured state, supposing no greater measure of value 
tò be communicated, in the manufactured-form, than that 
which our industry imparts. Now, sir, where would 
markets be found for this vast addition to the supply? 
Not in the United States, certainly, nor in any other 
quarter of the globe, England having already every where 
pressed her cotton: manufactures to the utmost point of 
repletion. We must look out for new worlds, seek for 
new and unknown races of mortals, to consume this im- 
mense increase of cotton fabrics. 
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of which I did complain; not smuggling, in the common 
sense of that practice, which has something bold, daring, 
and enterprising in it, but mean, barefaced cheating by 
fraudulent invoices and false denomination. mee 

I plant myself upon this FACT of cheapness and supe- 
riority, as upon impregnable ground. © Gentlemen’ may 
tax their ingenuity, and produce a thousand. speculative 
sohitions of the fact, but the fact itself will remain undis- 
turbed. Let us- look into some particulars. The total 
consumption of bar iron in the United States. is supposed 
to be about° one hundred and. forty-six thousand tons, of 
which one hundred and twelve thousand eight Hundred 
and sixty-six tons are made within the country, and the 
residue imported. ~The number of men employed in the 
manufacture is estimated at twenty-nine thousand two 
hundred and fifty-four, and the total number of persons 
subsisted by it at one hundred and forty-six thousand 
two hundred and seventy-three. The measure of protec- 
tion extended to this necessary article was never fully 
adequate until the passage of the act of 1828; and what 
has been the consequence? The annual increase of 
quantity, since that: period, hasbeen in a ratio of near 
twenty-five per cent., and the. wholesale price of bar 
iron in’ the Northern cities: was, in 1828, one hundred. 
and five dollars per ton; in 1829, one hundred dollars; 
in 1830, ninety dollars; and in 1831, from eighty-five 
to seventy-five dollars—constantly diminishing. We im- 
port very little English iron, and that which we do is 
very inferior, and only adapted to a few purposes. In 
instituting a comparison between that inferior article and 
our superior iron, subjects, entirely different, arè com- 
pared. They are made by different processes. The Eng- 
lish cannot make iron of equal quality to ours, at a less 
price- than we do. They have three classes, best-best, 
and’best, and ordinary. It is the latter which is imported. 
Of the whole amount imported, there is only about four 
thousand tons ‘of foreign iron that pays the high duty; 
the residue paying only a duty of about thirty per cent., 
estimated on the prices of the importation of 1829. Our 
iron ore is superior to that of Great Britain, yielding often 
from sixty to eighty per cent., whilst theirs produces only 
about twenty-five. This fact is so well known, that I 
have heard of recent exportations of iron ore to England. 

It has been alleged that bar iron, being a raw material, 
ought to be admitted free, or with low duties, for the sake 
of the manufacturers themselves. But I take this to be 
the true principle, that, if our country is producing a raw 
material of prime necessity, and, with reasonable protec- 
tion, can produce it in sufficient quantity to supply our 
wants, that raw material ought to. be protected, although 
it may be proper to protect the article also out of which 
it is manufactured. The tailor will ask protection for 
himself, but wishes it denied to the grower of wool and 
the manufacturer of broadcloth. The cotton planter en- 
joys protection for the raw material, but. does not desire 
it to be extended to the cotton manufacturer. The ship- 
builder will ask protection for navigation, but does nat 
wish it extended to the essential articles which enter into 
the construction of his ship. Each, in his proper voca- 
tion, solicits protection, but would. have it denied to all 
other interests which are supposed tò come into collision 
with his. “Now, the duty of the statesman is, to elevate 
himself above these petty conflicts; calmly to survey all 
the various interests, and deliberately to proportion the 
measure of protection to each, according to its nature 
and to the general wants of society. It is quite possible 
that, inthe degree of protection which has been afforded 
to the various workers in iron, there may be some error 
committed, although I -have lately read an argument of 
much ability, proving that no injustice has really been 
done to them. If there be, it ought to be remedied. 

The next article to which I would call the attention of 
the Senate; is that of cotton fabrics. The success of our 


gathered together in the halls of patronage, or stealing, 
by evening’s twilight, into the apartments of the Presi- 
dent’s mansion, cried out, with ghastly faces, and in 
sepulchral tones, Give us bread! Give us treasury pap! 
Give us our reward! England’s bard was mistaken; ghostg 
will sometimes come, called or uncalled. Go to the fami- 
lies who were driven from the employments on which 
they were dependent for subsistence, in consequence of 
their exercise of the dearest right of freemen. Go to 
mothers, whilst hugging to their bosoms their starving 
children. Go to fathers, who, after being disqualified, by 
long public service, for any other business, were stripped 
of their humble places, and then sought, by the minions of 
authority, to be stripped of all that was left'them—their 
good names—-and ask, what mercy was shown to them! As 
for myself, born in the midst of the revolution, the first 
air that I ever breathed on my native soil of Virginia hav- 
ing been that of liberty and independence, I never ex- 
pected justice nor desired mercy at their hands; and 
scorn the wrath, and defy the oppression of power! 

I regret, Mr. President, that one topic has, I think un- 
necessarily, been introduced into this debate. I allude to 
the charge brought against the manufacturing system, as 
favoring the growth of aristocracy. If it were true, would 
gentlemen prefer supporting foreign accumulations of 
wealth, by that description of industry, rather than their 
own country? But is it correct? The joint stock com- 
panies of the North, as I understand them, are nothing 
more than associations, sometimes of hundreds, by means 
of which the small earnings of many are brought into a 
common stock; and the associates, obtaining corporate 
privileges, are enabled to prosecute, under one superin- 
tending head, their business to better advantage. Nothing 
can be more essentially democratic, or better devised to 
counterpoise the influence of individual wealth. In Ken- 
tucky, almost every manufactory known to me is in the 
hands of enterprising self-made men, who have acquired 
whatever wealth they possess by patient and diligent labor. 
Comparisons are odious, and, but in defence, would not 
be made by me. But is there more tendency to aristo- 
eracy ina manufactory, supporting hundreds of freemen, 
or in a cotton plantation, with its not less numerous slaves, 
sustaining, perhaps, only two white families-—that of the 
master and the overseer? 

I pass, with pleasure, from this disagreeable topic to 
two general propositions which cover the entire ground 
of debate. The first is, that, under the operation of the 
American system, the objects which it protects and fosters 
are brought to the consumer at cheaper prices than they 
commanded prior to its introduction, or than they would 
command if it did not exist. If that be true, ought not 
the country to be contented and satisfied with the system, 
unless the second proposition, which I mean presently 
also to consider, is unfounded? And that is, that the ten- 
dency of the system is to sustain, and that it has upheld, 
the prices of all our agricultural and other produce, in- 
cluding cotton. _ 

And is the fact not indisputable, that all essential objects 
of consumption, affected by the tariff, are cheaper and 
better, since the act of 1824, than they were for several 
years prior to that law? Iappeal, for its truth, to com- 
mon observation and to all practical men. I appeal to 
the farmer of the country, whether he does not purchase, 
on better terms, his iron, salt, brown sugar, cotton goods, 
and woollens, for his laboring people. And I ask the 
cotton planter if he has not been better and more cheaply 
supplied with his cotton bagging. In regard to this latter 
article, the gentleman. from South Carolina was mistaken 
in supposing that I complained that, under the existing 
duty, the Kentucky hanufacturer-could not compete with 
the Scotch. The Kentuckian furnishes a more substan- 
tial and a cheaper article, and at a more uniform and re- 
gular price. But it was the frauds, the violations of law, 
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manufacture of coarse cottons is generally admitted.. It 
is. demonstrated by the fact. that-they meet the cotton 
fabrics of other. countries. in foreign. markets, and main- 
tain a successful competition with-them. There has been 
a gradual increase of the export of this article, which is 
sent.to Mexico andthe South American republics, to, the 
Mediterranean; and-even to Asia. The remarkable fact 
was.lately commtinieated to me, that the same individual 
who, twenty-five years ago, was engaged in the importa- 
tion of cotton cloth from Asia, for American consumption, 
is now engaged in the exportation of coarse. American 
cottons.to Asia, for Asiatic consumption! And my honor- 
able friend. from ‘Massachusetts, now in my eye, [Mr. 
S11sB£E,] informed me-that, on his departure from home, 
among the last orders. which he gave, one was for the ex- 
portation of coarse cottons to Sumatra, in the vicinity of 
Calcutta! Lhold in my hand a statement, derived from the 
most authentic source, showing that the identical descrip- 
tion of cotton cloth, which sold, in 1817, at twenty-nine cents 
per yard, was sold, in 1819, at twenty-one cents; in 1821, at 
nineteen anda half cents; in 1823, at seventeen cents; and 
in 1825, at fourteen and. half cents; in 1827, at thirteen 
cents; in 1829, at nine cents; in 1830, at nine and a half 
cents; and in 1831, at from tenand a half to eleven. Such is 
the wonderful effect of protection, competition, and im- 
provement in skill, combined! The year 1829 was one of 
some suffering to this branch of industry, probably owing 
to the principle of competition being pushed too far; and 
hence we observe a small risen the article the next two 
years. The introduction of calico printing into the Unit- 
ed States constitutes an important era in our manufactur- 
ing industry. It commenced about the year 1825, and 
has since made such astonishing advances, that the whole 
quantity now annually printed is but little short of forty 
millions of yards—about two-thirds of our whole con- 
sumption. It isa beautiful manufacture, combining great 
mechanical skill with scientific discoveries in chemistry. 
The engraved cylinders. for making the impression re- 
quire much taste, and put in requisition the genius of the 
ne-arts of design.and engraving. . Are the fine graceful 
forms of our fair countrywomen less lovely when envelop- 
edin the chintzes and calicoes: produced by native indus- 
try, than when clothed in the tinsel of foreign drapery? 
Gentlemen are, no doubt, surprised at these facts. 
They should not underrate the energies, the enterprise, 
and the skill of our fellow-citizens... I have no doubt 
they are every way competent to accomplish whatever 
can be effected by any other people, if encouraged and 
protected by the fostering care of our own Government. 
Will gentlemen believe the fact, which I am authorized, 
now. to state, that the United States, at this time, manu- 
facture one half the quantity. of ‘cotton which Great Bri- 
tain did in. 1816!...We possess three great. advantages: 
First. The raw. material. Second. Water power instead 
of that of steam, generally used in England. And third. 
The- cheaper. labor of females... In England, males spin 
with the mule, and weave; in this country, women and 
girls spin with the. throstle, and superintend the power 
loom. . And can there. be any employment more appro- 
priate? Who has not been delighted with contemplating 
the clock-work regularity of a large cotton manufactory? 
J have often visited them, at Cincinnati and other places, 
and always with increased admiration. The women, sepa- 
yated from the other sex, work in apartments, large, airy, 
well warmed, and spacious. Neatly dressed, with ruddy 
complexions, and happy countenances, they watch the 
work. before them, mend the broken. threads, and re- 
place the exhausted balls or broaches. At stated hours 
they.are called to thei? meals, and go and return with light 
and cheerful step... At night they separate, and repair to 
their respective houses, under the care of a mother, 
guardian, or friend.. ‘*Six days shalt thou labor and do 
all that thou.hast.to do, but the seventh day is the Sabbath 


of the Lord thy God.” Accordingly, we behold them, 
on that sacred day, assembled together in His temples, 
and, in devotional- attitudes and with, pious countenances, 
offering their prayers. to Heaven. for all its blessings, of 
which it is not the Ieast. that a system of policy has been 
adopted by their country, which admits of. their obtain- 
ing comfortable subsistence.. Manufactures have brought 
into profitable employment a vast amount of female labor, 
which, without them, would be lost to the country. 

In respect to woollens, every gentleman’s own observa- 
tion and experience will enable him to judge of the great 
reduction of price which has taken place in most of these 
articles since the tariff of 1824. It would have been still 
greater, but for the high duty on the raw material imposed 
for the particular benefit of the farming interest. But, with- 
out going into particular details, I shall limit myself to in- 
viting the attention of the Senate to a single article of gene- 
ral and necessary use. The protection given to flannels. 
in 1828 was fully adequate. It has enabled the American 
manufacturer to obtain complete possession of the Ameri- 
can market; and now let uslook atthe effect. I have 
before me a statement from a highly respectable mercan- 
tile house, showing the price of four descriptions of flan- 
nel, during six years. The average price of them, in 
1826, was thirty-eight and three-quarter cents; in 1827, 
thirty-eight; in 1828, (the year of the tariff,) forty-six; in 
1829, thirty-six; in 1830, (notwithstanding the advance in 
the price of wool,) thirty-two; and in 1831, thirty-two 
and one-quarter. These facts require no comments. I 
have before me another statement, of a practical and re- 
spectable man, well versed in the flannel manufacture in 
America and England, demonstrating that the cost of 
manufacture is precisely the same in both countries; and 
that, although a yard of flannel, which would sell in Eng- 
land at fifteen cents, would command here twenty-two, the 
difference of seven cents is the exact difference between 
the cost in the two countries of the six ounces of wool con- 
tained in a yard of flannel. ; 

Brown sugar, during ten years, from 1792 to 1802, witha 
duty of one and a half cents per pound, averaged fourteen 
cents per pound. The same article, during ten years, from 
1820 to 1830, with a duty of three cents, has averaged 
only eight cents per pound. Nails, with a duty of five 
cents per pound, are selling at six cents. Window glass, 
eight by ten, prior to the tariff of 1824, sold at twelve or 
thirteen dollars per hundred fect; it now sells for three. 
dollars and seventy-five cents. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, sensible of the in- 
contestable fact of the very great reduction in the prices 
of the necessaries of life, protected by the American sys- 
tem, has felt the full force of it, and has presented various 
explanations of the causes to which he ascribes it. The 
first is the diminished production of the precious metals, 
in consequence of the distressed state of the countries in 
which they are extracted, and the consequent increase of 
their’ value relative to that of the commadities for which 
they are exchanged. But if this be the true cause of the 
reduction of price, its operation ought to have been gene- 
ral on all objects, and of course upon cotton among the 
rest. And, in point of fact, the diminished price of that 
staple is not greater than the diminution of the value of 
other staples of our agriculture. Flour, which command- 
cd, some years ago, ten or twelve dollars per barrel, is 
now sold for five. The fall of tobacco has been stil] more. 
The Kitefoot of Maryland, which sold at from sixteen to 
twenty dollars per hundred, now produces only four or 
five. . That of Virginia has sustained an equal decline. 
Beef, pork, every article, almost, produced by the farmer, 
has decreased in value. Ought not South Carolina then 
to submit quietly toa state of things which is general, and 
proceeds from an uncontrollable cause? Ought she to as- 
cribe to the ‘‘accursed” tariff what results from the calami- 
ties of civil and foreign war, raging in many countries? 
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But, sir, I do not subscribe to this doctrine implicitly. | upon an article, it then becomes ower instead of higher.” 
I do not believe that the diminished production of. the pre-| This could not probably happen where the supply of the 
cious metals, if that be the fact, satisfactorily accounts for| foreign article did not exceed the home demand, unless 
the fallin prices. For I think that the augmentation of upon the supposition of the increased duty. having excited 
the currency of the world, by means of banks, publicjor stimulated the measure of the home production. _ 
stocks, and other facilities arising out of exchange and cre-| The great law of price is determined by supply and de- 
dit, has more. than supplied any deficiency in the amount|mand. Whatever affects either, affects the price. Ifthe 
of the. precious metals. supply is increased, the demand remaining the same, the 
It is further urged that the restoration of peace in Eu-| price declines; if the demand is.increased, the supply re- 
rope, after the battle of Waterloo, and the consequent|maining the same, the price advances; if both supply and 
return to peaceful pursuits of large masses of its popula-|demand are undiminished, the price is stationary, andthe 
tion, by greatly increasing the aggregate amount of effect-| price is influenced exactly in proportion: to the degree 
ive labor, had a tendency to lower prices; and-undoubt-| of. disturbance to the:demand or supply... It is there- 
edly such ought to have been its natural tendency. ‘Ihe}fore a great error to suppose that an existing or new duty 
same cause, however, must also have operated to reduce} necessarily becomes a component element, to its exact 
the price of our agricultural produce, for which there was|amount, of price. If the proportions of demand and sup- 
no longer the same demand in peace as in war—and it did] ply are varied by the duty, either in augmenting the sup- 
sooperate. But its influence on the price of the manufac-| ply, or diminishing:the demand, or vice versa, price is 
tured articles, between the general peace of Europe in|affected, to the extent of that variation. But the duty 
1815, and the adoption of our tariff in 1824, was less sen-| never becomes an integral part of the price, except in the 
sibly felt, because perhaps a much larger portion of the {instances where the demand and the supply remain, after 
labor, liberated by the disbandment of armies, was ab-|the duty is imposed, precisely what they were before, or 
sorbed by manufactures than by agriculture. It is also] the demandis increased, and the'supply remainsstationary. 
contended that the invention and improvement of labor-} Competition, therefore, wherever existing, whether at 
saving machinery have tended to lessen the prices of manu-j home or abroad, is the parent cause-of cheapness. If a 
factured objects of consumption; and undoubtedly this| high duty excites production at home, and the quantity 
cause has had some effect. Ought not America to con-|of the domestic article exceeds the amount which had 
tribute her quota of this cause, and has she not, by her|been previously imported, the price will fall.. This ac- 
skill and extraordinary adaptation to the arts, in truth, } counts for an extraordinary fact stated by a Senator from 
largely contributed to it? Missouri. Three cents were laid as a duty upon a pound 
This brings me to consider what I apprehend to have) of lead, by the act of 1828. The price at. Galena and 
-been the most efficient of all the causes in the reduction! the other lead mines afterwards fell to one and a half 
of the prices of manufactured articles; and that is, Comrz-|cents per pound. Now it is obvious that the duty did 
TITION. ` By competition, the total amount of the supply | not, in this case, enter into the price: for it was twice the 
is increased, and. by: increase’ of the supply a competi-| amount of the price. What produced the fall? It was sti- 
tion in the sale ensues, and this enables the consumer| mulated production at home, exerted by the temptation 
to buy at lower rates. Of all human powers operating] of the exclusive possession of the home market. This 
on the affairs of mankind, none is greater than that of|state of things could not last. Men would not continue 
competition. It is action and reaction. It operates be-/an unprofitable pursuit; some abandoned the business, or 
tween individuals in the same nation, and between differ-| the total quantity produced was diminished, and living 
ent nations. It resembles the meeting of the mountain] prices have been the consequence. But, break down the 
torrent, grooving, by its precipitous motion, its own chan-| domestic supply; place us again in a state of dependence 
nel, and ocean’s tide. Unopyposed, it sweeps every thing] On the foreign source; and can it be doubted that we 
before it; but, counterpoised, the waters become calm, | should, ultimately, have to supply ourselves at. dearer 
safe, and regular.. It is like the segments of a circle or an| rates? It is not fair to credit the foreign market with the 
arch; taken separately, each is nothing; but, in their com-| depression of prices, produced there -by the influence of 
bination, they produce efficiency, symmetry, and perfec-| our competition. Let the competition be withdrawn, and 
tion. By the American system this vast power has been| their prices would instantly rise. On this subject, great 
excited in America, and brought into being to act in co-| mistakes are committed. I have seen some most errone- 
operation or collision with European industry. Europe|ous reasoning, in a late report of Mr. Lee, of the Free 
acts within itself, and with America; and America acts| Trade Convention, in regard to the article of sugar. He 
within itself, and with Europe. The consequence is the| calculates the total amount of brown sugar produced in 


reduction of prices in both hemispheres. Nor is it fair to 
argue, from the reduction of prices in Europe, to her own 
presumed skill and labor, exclusively. We affect her prices, 
and she affects ours. This must always be the case, at 
least in reference to any articles as to which there is not a 
total non-intercourse; and if our industry, by diminishing 


in the price of those supplies, it would be very unfair to as- 
cribe that reduction to her ingenuity, instead of placing it 
to the credit of our own skill and excited industry. 
Practical men understand very well this. state of the 
case, whether they do or do not comprehend the causes 
which produce it. 
a respectable merchant, well 
says, after complaining 
1828 on the articles to which it applies, 


the world, and then: states that what is made in Lou- 
isiana is not more than two and a half per cent. of that 
total. Although his data may be questioned, let us as- 
sume their truth, and what might be the result? Price 
being determined by the proportions of supply and de- 


| mand, itis evident that, when the supply exceeds the de- 
the demand for her supplies, should produce adiminution! 


mand, the price will fall. And the fall is not always re- 
gulated by the amount of that excess. If the market, at 
a given price, required five or fifty millions of hogsheads 
of sugar, a surplus of only a few hundred migħt materially 
influence the price, and diffuse itself throughout the whole 
mass. Add, therefore, the eighty or one hundred thou- 


I have in my possession a letter from | sand hogsheads of Louisiana sugar to: the entire mass pro- 
known to me, in which he| duced in other parts of the world, and it cannot be doubt- 
of the operation of the tariff of|ed that a material reduction of the price of the article, 
some of which he| throughout Europe and America, would take place. 


The 


had imported, and that his purchases having beeri made| Louisiana sugar substituting foreign sugar, in the home 


in England before the passage of that 


tariff! was known, | market, to the amount of its annual produce, would. force 


it produced such an effect upon the English market, thatjan equal amount of foreign sugar into other markets, 


the articles could not be re-sold 


without loss; he adds:/ which being glutted, the price would nécessarily decline, 


“for really it appeare that, when additional duties are laid| and this. decline of. price would. press- portions of thé fo- 
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reign ‘sugar into. competition; i 


Louisiana sugar, the price of which would also be-brought| individual life: 


down.: The fact has beén in exact: conformity’ with this 
theory... Bat now. letus suppose the Louisiana sugar to 
be ‘entirely withdrawn from the general consumption, 
what then: would happen? -A new demand would be cre- 
ated in America for foreign sugar, to the extent of the 
eighty or owe hundred thousand hogsheads ‘made in Lou- 
isiana; a less aniount, by: that quantity, would be sent to 
the European markets; arid the price would, consequently, 
every where rise. Itis not, therefore, those who, by keep- 
ing on duties, keep down prices, that tax the people; but 
those: who, by repealing duties, would raise prices, ‘that 
réally: impose burdens upon the people. 

“But it is ‘argued. that if, by the skill, experience, and 
perfection which we. have acquired in certain branches 
of manufacture, they can. be made asscheap as similar arti- 
cles abroad, and enter fairly into corfipetition with them, 
why not repeal the duties as to those articles? And why 
should we? Assuming the truth of the supposition, the 
foréign article would not be introduced in a regular course 


of trade; but would remain excluded by the possession ofj dious to the Senate than exhausting to me. 


the home market which the domestic article had ob- 
tained. ‘The repeal, therefore, would have no legitimate 
effect.. But, might not the foreign article be imported in 
vast quantities, to glut our markets, break down our es- 
tablishments, and, ultimately, to enable the-foreigner to 
monopolize the supply of our consumption? America is 
the greatest foreign market for European manufactures. 
It is that. to. which European attention’ is constantly di- 
rected. If a great house becomes: bankrupt ‘there, its 
storehouses are emptied, and the goods are shipped to 
America, where, in consequence of our auctions, and our 
custom-house credits, the greatest facilities are afforded 
in. the sale of them. _ Combinations among manufacturers 
might take place, or even the operations of foreign Go- 
vernments might be directed to the destruction of our es- 
tablishments, “ A-repeal, therefore, of one protecting 
duty; from some one or-all of these causes; would: be fol- 
lowed ‘by: flooding the country with the foreign fabric, 
surcharging: the market, reducing the price, and a com- 
plete’ prostration of our manufactories; after which, the 
foreigner would leisurely look about to indemnify himself 
in. the. increased prices: which he would be enabled to 
command by his ‘monopoly of the supply of our consump- 
tion. What American-citizen, after the Government had 
displayed this vacillating policy, would be again tempted 
to place the smallest confidence in the public faith, and 
adventure, once more, in this branch of industry? 
Gentlemen have allowed to the manufacturing portions 
of the community no peace; they have been’ constantly 
threatened: with the overthrow of the American system. 
From the year 1820, if not from 1816, down-to this time, 
they have been held in a‘condition of constant alarm and 
insecurity... Nothing is moré-prejudicial to the great in- 
terests ofa nation than unsettled and varying policy. Al- 
though every appeal to the National Legislature has been 
responded. to, in conformity with the wishes and senti- 
ments of the great majority of the people, measures of 
protection have only been carried by such small majori- 
ties, as to excite hopes on the one hand, and fears on the 
other. Let the country breathe; let its vast resources be 
developed; let its energies be fully put forth; let it have 
tranquillity; and, my word for it, the degree of perfec- 
tion in the arts which it will exhibit will. be. greater than 
that which has been presented, astonishing as our- pro- 
gress has been. Although some branches of our manu- 
‘factures, might, and, in foreign markets, now do, fearlessly 
contend . with similar forcign fabrics, there are many 
others, yet in their infancy, struggling with the dificul- 
.ties which -encomipass them. We should look at the 
whole system, and-recollect that time, when we contem- 
plate the, great-movements of’ a nation, is very different 


i the® United States; with | from the short period which is allotted for the duration of 


The ‘honorable géntleman from South 
Carolina ‘well and’ eloquently said, in 1824, ‘Nó great 
“interést-of any country ever yet gréw up in a day; no 
e néw branch of industry can: become firmly and profita- 
“bly established, but iia long course of years; every thing, 
“indeed, great or good, is matured by slow degrees; that 
‘which attains a speedy maturity is of small value, and ig 
c destined toa brief éxistence. It is the order of Provi- 
t didence that powers gradually developed shall alone at- 
`“ tain permanenty and perfection. Thus must it be with 
«our national institutions, and national character itself.” 

I feel, most sensibly, Mr. President; how much I have 
trespassed upon: the Senate. My apology is, a deep and 
deliberate conviction that the great cause under debate 
involves the prosperity and the destiny of the Union. 
But the best requital lcan make for the friendly indulg- 
ence which has been extended to me by the Senate, and 
for which Ishall-evcr retain sentiments of lasting grati- 
tude, is, to proceed, with as little delay as practicable, to 
the conclusion of a discourse which has not been more te- 
I have now 
to consider the remaining of the two propositions which 
I have already announced. That is, , 

Qdly. That, under the operation of the American sys- 
tem, the products of our agriculture command a higher 
price than they would do without it, by the creation of a 
home market; and, by the augmentation of wealth pro- 
duced by manufacturing industry, which enlarges our 
powers of consumption, both of domestic and foreign 
articles. The importance of the home market is amon 
the established ‘maxims which are universally recopniari 
by all writers and all men. However some may differ as 
to the relative advantages of the foreign and the home 
market, none deny to the latter great value and high con- 
sideration. It is nearer to us, beyond the control of fo- 
reign legislation, and undisturbed by those vicissitudes to 
which all international intercourse is more or less expos- 
ed. The most stupid are sensible of the benefit of a resi- 
dence in the vicinity of a large manufactory, or a market 
town, of a good road, or of a navigable stream, which 
connects their farms with some great capital. Ifthe pur- 
suits of all men were perfectly the same, although they 
would be in possession of the greatest abundance of the 
particular produce of their industry, they might, at the 
same time, be in extreme want of other necessary articles 
of human subsistence. The uniformity of the general oc- 
cupation would preclude all exchanges--all commerce. 
It is only in the diversity ofthe vocations of the members 
of a community that the means can be found for those 
salutary exchanges which conduce to the general pros- 
perity; and the greater that diversity, the more. extensive 
and the more animating is the circle of exchange. Even 
if foreign markets were freely and widely open to the re- 
ception6f our agricultural produce, from its bulky nature, 
and the distance of the interior, and the dangers of the 
ocean, large portiéns of it could never profitably reach 
the foreign market. But Jet us quit this field of theory, 
clear as it is, and look at the practical operation of the 
system of protection, beginning with the most valuable 
staple of our agriculture. 

In considering this staple, the first circumstance that 
excites our surprise is the rapidity with which the amount 
of it has annually increased. Does not this fact, however, 
demonstrate that the cultivation of it could not have been 
so very unprofitable? If the business were ruinous, would 
more and more have annually engaged in it? ‘The quan- 
tity in 1816 was eighty-one millions of pounds; in 1826, 
two hundred and four millions; and, in 1830, near three 
hundred millions! The ground of greatest surprise is, 
that it has been able to sustain even its present price with 
such an enormous augmentation of quantity. It could 
not have done it but for the combined operation of three 
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causes, by which the. consumption of cotton fabrics has 
been ‘greatly extended, in consequence of their reduced 
prices: Ist, competition; 2d, the improvement of labor- 
saving machinery; and 3dly, the low price of the raw ma- 
terial. The crop of 1819, amounting to eighty-eight mil- 
lions of pounds, produced. twenty-one millions of dollars; 
the crop of 1823, when the amount was swelled to one. 
hundred and seventy-four millions, (almost double that of 
1819,) produced a less sum, by more than halfa million of 
dollars; and the crop of 1824, amounting to thirty millions 
of pounds less than that of the preceding year, produced 
a million and a half of dollars more. Boos A 

If there be any foundation for the established law of 
price, supply, and demand, ought not the fact of this 
great increase of the supply to account, satisfactorily, for 
the alleged low price of cotton? Is it necessary to look 
beyond that single fact to the tariff—to the diminished 
produce of the mines furnishing the precious metals, or 
to any other cause, for the solution? This subject is well 
understood in the South; and, although I cannot approve 
the practice which has been introduced, of quoting autho- 
rity, and still less the authority of newspapers, for favorite 
theories, I must ask permission of the Senate to read an 
article from a Southern newspaper. [Here Mr. HAYNE 
requested Mr. Cxar to give the name of the authority, 
that it might appear whether it was not some other 
than a Southern paper expressing Southern sentiments. 
Mr. CLAY stated that it was from the Charleston City 
Gazette, one, he believed, of the oldest and most respect- 
able prints in that city, although he was not sure what 
might be its sentiments on the question which at present 
divides the people of South Carolina.] The article com- 
prises a full explanation of the low price of cotton, and 
assigns to it its true cause—increased production, 

Mr. C. read the article as follows: 


From the Charleston City Gazette, copied into the New Or- 
l leans Emporium, January 4. 


“Ist. The greatest fluctuation in the price of cotton was 
€ before the tariff of 1824, 

“2d. Cotton, like every other article of merchandise, has 
‘its fixed price, not in America, but in the market of the 
‘world, and depends upon the proportion between de- 
‘mand and supply, just as corn, which, when it is scarce, 
‘sells high, and when plenty sells low. 

*< To illustrate how perfectly the price depends on the 
‘demand, it is stated that the crop of 1819, amounting to 
‘ eighty-eight millions of pounds, sold for twenty-one mil- 
‘lions of dollars; while the crop of 1823, amounting to 
‘one hundred and seventy millions of pounds, was sold for 
t only twenty millions of dollars! And this before the light 
‘tariff of 1824. The cause of this difference in the price 
‘of cotton is found in the state of the markets; 
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‘which |tural productions, 
‘were hungry in 1819, and had not a great supply, but |The total ‘quantity 


“To seek relief from this depressed price of cotton, 
‘by repealing the tariff law, is.a most inconsiderate 
‘step: for the tariffnot only creates a new market for raw 
‘cotton, but it also. converts some of the finest country 
‘for growing cotton into sugar plantations.’ The tariff, 
‘by protecting domestic sugars, enables the Louisianian 
‘to raise sugar. Remove the tariff from sugars, and the 
* Louisianian cannot compete with the West Indian. Cot- 
‘ton he can-raise to better advantage:than. the Carolinian. 
‘So the relief. of the cotton planter, sought by the repeal 
‘of the protecting tariff, would multiply cotton growers, 
‘and cut off the Northeastern market at one and the same 
‘blow. What.a stroke of nullifying policy that would be! 

‘© The price of any thing in market is governed by the 
“stock in'market; if that is great, the price is low; if small, 
‘the price is high. Whatever has a tendency to consume 
‘the stock, increases the price; and whatever has a ten- 
‘dency toincrease the stock, diminishes the price of that 
‘article in the market. 

<< The terrible manufactures at the North do not add to 
‘the stock of cotton; they diminish the stock, and raise 
‘the price in the market of the world. They consume vast 
‘quantities of cotton, and clear the market of what might 
‘otherwise. become a drug. A repeal of the tariff law 
‘would wind up the Northern factories. When these 
‘cease to be consumers, the price of cotton must fall 
‘lower than it now is.” 

Let us suppose that the home demand for cotton, which 
has been created by the American system, were to cease, 
and that the 200,000* bales, that the home market now 
absorbs, were thrown into the glutted markets of foreign 
countries, would not the effect inevitably be to produce a 
further and great reduction in the price of the article? 
if there be any truth in the facts and principles which I 
have before stated, and endeavored to illustrate, it cannot 
be doubted that the existence of American manufactures 
has tended to increase the demand, and extend the con- 
sumption of the raw material; and that, but for this in- 
creased demand, the price of the article would have 
fallen, possibly one-half, lower than it now is. The error 
of the opposite argument is, in assuming one thing, 
which, being denied, the whole fails; that is, it ‘assumes 
that the whole labor of the United States would be pro- 
fitably employed, without manufactures. Now, the truth 
is, that the system ewedtes and creates labor, and this labor 
creates wealth, and this new wealth communicates addi- 
tional ability to consume, which acts on all the objects con- 
tributing to human comfort and enjoyment. The amount 
of cotton imported into the two ports of Boston and Provi- 
dence alone, (during the last year, and it was imported 
exclusively for the home manufacture, ) was 109,517 bales. ` 

On. passing from that article to others of our agricul- 
we shall find not less gratifying facts. 
of flour imported into Boston during 


t were overied in 1823, and could hardly digest the crop of [the same year was 284,504 barrels, and 3,955 half barrels; 


‘that year. 

“The price of cotton fluctuated before the present 
‘tariff: and, if the same causes of fluctuation exist, they 
‘will produce the same effects, independent of the tariff. 
‘Itis true cotton has come to be sold at ten cents per 
‘pound, that used to bring twenty cents. In this reduc- 
‘tion of his profits, the cotton planter only shares the 
‘same with the wheat grower. Flour is sold at five dollars 
‘per barrel, which formerly brought eight ‘and ten dol- 
‘lars; and the products of the earth generally are low, 
‘ because they are very abundant. 

‘< With respect to cotton, this is to be said further. No 
‘mode of investing money in agricultural pursuits, this 
‘side of the sugar plantations, has afforded so great an 
‘income as the culture of cotton. So that has happened 
‘to the cotton planter, which happensto all, viz. a diminu- 
‘tion of his income, from the multitudes of those who 
€ adopted his lucrative business. a 


of which, there were from Virginia, Georgetown, and 
Alexandria, 114,222 barrels; of Indian corn, 581,131 
bushels; of oats, 239,809 bushels; of rye, about 50,000 
bushels; and of shorts, 33,489 bushels. Into the port of 
Providence, 71,569 barrels of flour, 216,662 bushels of 
Indian corn, and 7,772 bushels of rye. And there were 
discharged at the port of Philadelphia 420,353 bushels of 
Indian corn, 201,878 bushels of wheat, and 110,557 bush- 
els of rye and barley. There were slaughtered in Boston 


*Mr. CLAY stated that he assumed the quantity which was generally 
computed, but he believed it much greater, and subsequent informa- 
tion justifies his belief. It appears, from the report of the Cotton 
Committee, appointed by the New -York Convention, that partia} re- 
turna show a vonsumption of upwards of 250,000 bales; that the cotton 
manufacture employs near 40,000.females, and about 5,000 chil- 
dren; that the total dependénts on it are 131,489; that the annual 
wages paid are 12,155,723; the annual value of its products, 22,036,760 
dollars; the capital, 44,914,984 dollars; the mmber of mills, 795; of 
spindles, 1,246,503; and of cloth made, 260,461,990 yards. This state- 
ment docs not comprehend the Western manufactures, 
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during’ the same year; 1831; (the ‘only Northern city from 
which E-have obtained returns, ) 33,922 beef cattle, 15,400 
stores, 84,453 sheep, ‘atid 26,871-swine. It is confidently 
believed that there's nota less quantity-of Southern flour 
consumed’ at the North. than 800,000 barrels—a*greater 
amount, probably; than is shipped to all the foreign mar- 
kets in theé;world together. ` 

‘What-would be the condition of the farming country of 
the United States-eof all that portion which lies north, 
east, and. west of James river, including a large part of 
North Carolina, if a home market.did not exist for this 
immense amount of agricultural produce? Without that 
market, where.could it be sold? In foreign markets? If 
their -restrictive.laws did not exist, their capacity would 
not-enable them to purchase and consume this vast addition 
to their present supplies, which must be thrown in, or 
thrown away, but for the home market. But their laws 
exclude us from their markets. I shall content myself 
by calling the attention of the Senate to Great Britain only. 
The duties, in the ports of the United Kingdom, on bread 
stuffs,..are prohibitory, except in times of dearth. On 
rice, the duty is fifteen shillings sterling per hundred 
weight, being more than one hundred per cent. On manu- 
factured tobacco, it is nine shillings sterling per pound, or 
about two thousand per cent. On leaf tobacco, three 
shillings per poynd, or one thousand two hundred per cent. 
On lumber and some other articles, they are from four 
hundred to one thousand five hundred per cent. mofe than 
on similar articles imported from British colonies. In the 
British West Indies, the duty on beef, pork, hams, and 
bacon, is twelve shillings sterling per hundred, more than 
one hundred per cent. on the first cost of beef and pork 
in the Western States. And yet Great Britain is the Power 
in whose behalf we are called upon to legislate, so that we 
may enable her to purchase our cotton!* Great Britain, 
that thinks only of herself in her own legislation! When 
have we experienced justice, much less favor, at her 
hands?. When did she shape her legislation in reference 
to the’ interests of any foreign Power? She is a great, 
opulent, and powerful nation; but haughty, arrogant, and 
supercilious.” Not'more separated from the rest of the 
world by the sea that girts her island, than she is separated 
in feeling, sympathy, or friendly consideration of their 
welfare, Gentlemen, in supposing it impracticable that 
we should successfully compete with herin manufactures, 
do injustice to the skill and enterprise of their own coun- 
try. Gallant as Great Britain undoubtedly is, we have 
gloriously contended with her, man to man, gun to gun, 
ship to ship, fleet to fleet, and army to army. And I have 
no doubt we are destined to achieve equal success in the 
more useful, if not nobler contest, for superiority in the 
arts of civil life. 

1 coùld extend and dwell on the long list of articles— 
the hemp, iron, lead, coal, and other items, for which a 
demand is created in the home market, by the operation 
of the American system; but I should exhaust the patience 
of the Senate. Where, where, should we find a market 
for all these articles, if it did not exist at home? What 
would be the condition of the largest portion of our peo- 
ple-and of the territory, if this home market were anni- 
hilated? How could they be supplied with objects of 
prime necessity? What would not be the certain and in- 
evitable decline in the price of all these articles, but for 
the home market? And allow me, Mr. President, to say, 
that, of all the agricultural parts of the United States 
whichäfe benefited by the operation of this system, none 
are equally so with those which border the Chesapeake 
bay, the lower parts of North Carolina, Virginia, and the 
two shores of Maryland. ‘Their facilities of transportation 
and proximity to the North give them decided advantages. 

But if all this reasoning were totally fallacious—if the 
price of manufactured articles were really higher under 
the American system, than without it, T should still argue 
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that high or low pricés were themselves relative—relative 
to the ability.to pay them. . Jt is in vain to tempt, to 
tantalize us with the lower prices of European fabrics 
than our own, if we have nothing wherewith to purchase 
them. If; by the home exchanges, we can be supplied 
with necessary, even if they are dearer and worse, articles 
of American production than the foreign, it is better than 
not to be supplied at all. And how would the large por- 
tion of our country which I have described, be supplied, 
but for the home exchanges? A poor people, destitute 
of wealth or of exchangeable commodities, has nothing 
to purchase foreign fabrics. To them they are equally 
beyond their reach, whether their cost be a dollar or a 
guinea. It is inthis view of the matter that Great Britain, 
by her vast wealth—her everted and protected industry——is 
enabled to bear a burden of taxation. which, when com- 
pared to that of other nations, appears enormous; but 
which, when her immense riches are compared to theirs, 
is light and trivial. The gentleman from South Carolina 
has drawn a lively and flattering picture of our coasts, 
bays, rivers, and harbors; and he argues that these pro- 
claimed the design of Providence that we should be a 
commercial people. I agree with him. We differ only 
as'to the means. He would cherish the foreign, and neg- 
lect the internal trade. I would foster both. What is 
navigation without ships, or ships without cargoes? By 
penetrating the bosoms of our mountains, and extracting 
from them their precious treasures; by cultivating the 
earth, and securing a home market for its rich and abun- 
dant products; by employing the water power with which 
we are blessed; by stimulating and protecting our native 
industry, in all its forms; we shall but nourish and promote 
the prosperity of commerce, foreign and domestic. 

I have hitherto considered the question in reference 
only toa state of peace; but a season of war ought notto 
be entirely overlooked. We have enjoyed near twenty 
ryears of peace; but who can tell when the storm of war 
shall again break forth? Have we forgotten, so soon, the 
privations to which not merely our brave soldiers and 
our gallant tars were subjected, but the whole community, 
during the last war, for the want of absolute necessaries? 
To what an enormous price they rose? And how inade- 
quate the supply was, atany price? The statesman, who 
justly elevates his- views, will look behind as well as 
forward, and at the existing state of things; and he will 
graduate the policy which he recommends, to all the pro- 
bable exigencies which may arise in the republic. Taking 
this comprehensive range, it would be casy to show that 
the higher prices of peace, if prices were higher in peace, 
were more than compensated by the lower prices of war, 
during which supplies of all essential articles are indis- 
pensable to its vigorous, effectual, and glorious prosecu- 
tion. I conclude this part of the argument with the hope 
that my humble’exertions have not been altogether unsuc- 
cessful in showing— 

1. That the policy which we have been considering 
ought to continue to be regarded as the genuine American 
system. . i 

2. That the free trade system, which is proposed as its 
substitute, ought really to be considered as the British 
colonial system. 

3. That the American system is beneficial to all parts 
ofthe Union, and absolutely necessary to much the larger 
portion. 

4. That the price of the great staple of cotton, and of 
all our chief productions of agriculture, has been sustain- 
ed and upheld, and a decline averted by the protective 
system. 

5. That, if the foreign demand for cotton has been at 
all diminished by the operation of that system, the dimi- 
nution has heen more than compensated in the additional 
demand created at home. 

6. That the constant tendency of the system, by creat- 
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ing competition among ourselves, and between American|whose ancestors, they, or their ancestors, have won, on 
and European industry, reciprocally acting upon cach | fields of glory, imperishable renown. To advance, is.to 
other, is to reduce prices of manufactured objects. rush on certain and inevitable disgrace and destruction. 
7. That, in point of fact, objects within the scope of| We haye been told of deserted castles, of uninhabited 
the policy of protection have greatly fallen in price. halls, and of mansions, once the seats of opulence and hos- 
8. That if, in à season of peace, these benefits are ex-| pitality, now abandoned and mouldering in ruins. I never 
perienced in a season of war, when the forcign supply) had the honor of being in South Carolina; but I have 
might be cut off, they would be much more extensively felt. | heard and read of the stories of its chivalry, and of its 
9. And, finally, that the substitution of the British colo- generous and openhearted liberality.. I have heard, too, 
nial system for the American system, without benefiting | of the struggles for power between the lower and upper 
any section of the Union, by subjecting us toa foreign |country. The same causes which existed in- Virginia, 
legislation, regulated by foreign interests, would lead to! with which I have been acquainted, I presume, have had 
the prostration of eur manufactures, general impoverish- their influence in Carolina. In whose hands now are the 
ment, and ultimate ruin. once proud seats of Westover, Curles, Maycocks, Shirley,* 
And now, Mr. President, I have to make a few observa-|and others, on James river, andin lower Virginia? Under 
tions on a delicate subject, which 1 approach with all the / the operation of laws abolishing "the principle of primos 
respect that is duc to its serious and grave nature. - They | geniture, and providing the equitable rule of an equal dis- 
have not, indeed, been rendered necessary by the speech| tribution of estates among those in equal degree of con- 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, whose forbearance sanguinity, they have passed into other and stranger hands. 
to notice the topic was commendable, as his argument| Some of the descendants of illustrious families have gone 
throughout was: characterized by an ability and dignity] to the far West, whilst others, lingering behind, have con- 
worthy of him and of the Senate. The gentleman made | trasted their present condition with that of their venerated 
one declaration, which might possibly be ‘misinterpreted, jancestors. They behold themselves excluded from their 
and I submit to him whether an explanation.of it be not] fathers’ houses, now in the hands of those who were once 
proper. The declaration, as reported in his printed| their fathers’ overseers, or sinking into decay; their ima- 
speech, is, ‘the instinct of self interest might have taught | ginations paint ancient renown, the fading honors of their 
susan easier way of relieving ourselves from this oppres-|name, glories gone by; too poor to live, tco proud. to 
‘sion. It wanted but the will to have supplied ourselves} work, too high-minded and honorable to resort to ignoble 
“with every article embraced in the protective system, | means of acquisition, brave, daring, chivalrous, what can 
“free of duty, without any other participation on our part} be the cause of their present unhappy state? The ‘ ac- 
‘than asimple consent to receive them.” [Here Mr.| cursed tariff presents itself to their excited imaginations, 
HAYNE rose, and rernarked that the passages, which im- | and they blindly rush into the ranks of those who, unfurl- 
mediately preceded and followed the paragraph cited, he|ing the banner of nullification, would placea State upon 
thought, plainly indicated his. meaning, which related to| its sovereignty! 
evasions of the system, by illicit introduction of goods,) The danger to our Union does not lie on the side of per- 
_ which they were not disposed to countenance in South| sistance in the American system, but on that of its aban- 
Carolina.} I am happy to hear this explanation. But, |donment. If, as I have supposed and believe, the inhabit- 
sir, it is impossible to conceal from our view the facts that) ants of all north and east of James river, and all west of 
there is great excitement in South Carolina; that the pro-|the mountains, including Louisiana, are deeply interested 
tective system is openly and violently denounced in popu-|in the preservation of that system, would they be recon- 
lar meetings; and that the Legislature itself has declared | ciled to its overthrow? Can it be expected that two-thirds, 
its purpose of resorting to counteracting measures—a|if not three-fourths, of the people of the United States 
suspension of which has only been submitted to, for the would consent to the destruction of a policy believed to 
purpose of allowing Congress time to retrace its steps.|be indispensably necessary to their prosperity? When, 
With respect to. this Union, Mr. President, the truth can-| too, this sacrifice is made at the instance of a single inte- 
not be too generally proclaimed, uor too strongly inculcat-} rest, which they verily believe will not be promoted by it? 
ed, that it is necessary to the whole and to ail the parts—| In estimating the degree of peril which may be incident to 
necessary to those parts, indeed, in different degrees, but| two opposite courses of human policy, the statesman would 
vitally necessary to each; and that threats to disturb or|be short-sighted who should content himself with.viewing 
dissolve it, coming from any of the parts, would be quite | only the evils, real or imaginary,- which. belong to that 
asindiscreet and improper, as would be threats from: the| course which is in practical operation. He should lift him- 
residue to exclude those parts from the pale of its benefits. |self up to the contemplation of those greater and more 
The great principle, which lies at the foundation of all| certain dangers which might inevitably attend the adop- 
frce Government, is, that the majority must govern; from | tion of the alternative course. What would be the condi- 
which there is or can be no appeal but to the sword. | tion of this Union, if Pennsylvania and New York, those 
‘That majority ought to govern wisely, equitably, mode-| mammoth members of our confederacy, were firmly per- 
rately, and constitutionally, but govern i must, subject] suaded that their industry was paralyzed, and their pros- 
only to that terrible appeal. If ever one, or several] perity blighted, by the enforcement ofthe British colonial 
States, being a minority, can, by menacing a dissolution of| system, under the delusive name of free trade? They are 
the Union, succeed in forming an abandonment of great] now tranquil, and happy, and contented, conscious of their 
measures deemed essential to the interests and prosperity welfare, and feeling a salutary and rapid circulation of the 
of the whole, the Union, from that moment, is practically | products of home manufactures and homeindustry through- 
gone. Tt may linger on, in form and name, but its vital| out all their great arteries. But let that be checked, let 
spirit has fled forever! Entertaining these deliberate|them feel that a foreign system is to predominate, and 
opinions, I would entreat the patriotic people of South the sources “of their subsistence and comfort- dried up; 
Carolina--the land of Marion, Sumpter, and Pickens—of | let New England and the West, and the Middle States, all 
Rutledge, Laurens, the Pinckneys, and Lowndes--of liv- feel that they too are the victims of a mistaken policy, and 
ing and present names, which I would mention if they|let these vast portions of our country despair of any favor- 
were not living or present--to pause, solemnly pause! and | able change, and then, indeed, might we tremble for the 
contemplate the frightful precipice which lies directly )continuance and safety of this Union! , 
aes hem, To Tetreat may be painful and mortifying eae a : ae 
to their gallantry and pride; but it isto retreat.to the Union, s to Shirley, Mr. : ay acknow edges his mistake, made in the 
doc ahtely cant ANa bratan, wall Gita, on with Ame eee eee ae ee 
Vou, YHL. —19 g 
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And need I remind you, ‘sir, that this dereliction of the 
duty of protecting our. domestic industry, and abandon- 
ment of it to the fate of foreign legislation, would be di- 
rectly. at war with leading considerations which prompted 
the adoption of the present constitution? The States, re- 
spectively, surrendered to the General Government the 
whole power .of laying imposts on foreign goods. ‘They 
stripped themšelves of all power to protect their own ma- 
nufactures, by the most efficacious means of encourage- 
ment--the imposition of-duties on rival foreign fabrics. 
Did they create that great trust? Did they voluntarily sub- 
ject themselves to this self-restriction, that the power 
should remain in the Federal Government, inactive, un- 
executed, and lifeless? Mr. Madison, at the commence- 
ment of the Government, told you otherwise. In. dis- 
cussing; at that early period, this very subject, he declar- 
ed that a failure to exercise this power would be a 
<t fraud” upon the Northern States, to which may now be 
added the Middle and Western States. 

(Mr. MILLER asked to what expression of Mr. Madi- 
son’s opinion Mr. Crax referred; and Mr. C. replied, his 
opinion, expressed in the House of Representatives, in 
1789, as reported in Lloyd’s Congressional Debates. } 

Gentlemen are greatly deceived as to the hold which this 
system has in the affections of the people of the United 
States. They represent that it is the policy of New Eng- 
land, and that she is most benefited by it. If there be 
any part of this Union which has been. most steady,:most 
unanimous, and most determined in its support, it 1s Penn- 
sylvania. | Why is not that powerful State attacked? Why 
pass her over, and aim the blow at New England? New 
England came, reluctantly, into the policy. In 1824, a 
majority of her delegation was opposed to it.. From the 
largest State of New England there was but a solitary 
vote in favor of the bill. That enterprising people can 
readily accommodate their industry to any policy, provid- 
ed. it be settled. ‘They supposed this was fixed, and they 
submitted to the decrees of Government. And the pro- 
gress of public opinion has kept pace with the develop- 
ment of the-benefits of the system. Now, all New Eng- 
land, at least in this House, (with the exception of one 
small, still voice,) (Mr. H1x1, of New Hampshire,] is in 
favor of the system. In 1824, all Maryland was against it; 
now, the majority is for it, Then, Louisiana, with one 
exception, was opposed to it; now, without any excep- 
tion, she is in favor of it. The march of public sentiment 
is tothe South: Virginia will be the next convert; and, 
in less than seven years, if there be no obstacles from po- 
litical causes, or prejudices industriously instilled, the 
majority of Eastern Virginia will be, as the majority of 
Western Virginia now is, in favor of the American system. 
North Carolina will follow later, but not less certainly. 
Eastern Tennessee is now in favor of the system. And, 
finally, its doctrines will pervade the whole Union, and the 
wonder will be that they ever should have been opposed. 

` I have now to proceed to notice some objections which 
have been urged against the resolution under considera- 
tion. With respect to the amendment which the gentle- 
man from South Carolina had offered, as he has intimated 
his purpose to modify it, I shall forbear, for the present, to 
comment upon it. It is contended that the resolution 
proposes the repeal of duties on luxuries, leaving those on 
necessaries to remain, and that it will, therefore, relieve 
the rich, without lessening the burdens ofthe poor. And 
the gentleman from South Carolina has carefully selected, 
for ludicrous effect, a number of the unprotected articles; 
cosmetics, perfumes, oranges, &c. I must say that this 
exhibition’ of: the gentleman is not in keeping with the 
candor which he has generally displayed; that he knows 
very well that the duties upon these articles are trifling, 
and that it is of little consequence whether they are re- 
pealed or retained. Both systems, the American and the 
foreign, comprehend some articles which may be deemed 


luxuries. The Senate knows that the unprotected arti- 
cles which yield the principal part of the revenue, with 
which this measure would dispense, are coffee, tea, spices, 
wines, and silks. . Of all these articles, wines and silks 
alone can be pronounced to be luxuries; and as to wines, 
we have already ratified a treaty, not yet promulgated, by 
which the duties on them are to be considerably reduced. 
if the universality of the use. of objects of consumption de- 
termines their classification, coffee, tea, and spices, in the 
present condition of civilized society, may be considered 
necessaries. Even if they were luxuries, why should not 
the poor, by cheapening their prices, if that can be effect- 
ed, be allowed to use them? Why should not a poor man 
be allowed to tie a silk handkerchief on his neck, occa- 
sionally regale himself with a gtass of cheap French wine, 
or present his wife or daughter with a silk gown, to be 
worn on Sabbath or gala days? I am quite sure that I do 
not misconstrue the feelings of the gentleman’s heart, in 
supposing that he would be happy to sec the poor, as well 
as the rich, moderately indulging themselves in these m- 
nocent gratifications. For one, I am delighted to see the 
condition of the poor attracting the consideration of the 
opponents of the tariff. It is for the great body of the 
people, and especially for the poor, that I have ever sup- 
ported the American system. It affords them profitable 
employment, and supplies the means of comfortable sub- 
sistence. It secures to them, certainly, necessaries of life, 
manufactured at home, and places within their reach, and 
enables them to acquire, a reasonable share of foreign lux- 
uries; whilst the system of gentlemen promises them ne- 
cessarics made in foreign countries, and which arc beyond 
their power, and denies to them luxuries which they 
would possess no means to purchase. 

The constant complaint of South Carolina against the 
tariff, is, that it checks importations, and disables foreign 
Powers from purchasing the agricultural productions of 
the United States. The effect of the resolution will be to 
increase importations, not so much, it is true, from Great 
Britain, as from other Powers, but not the less acceptable 
on that account. It is a misfortune that so large a portion 
of our foreign commerce concentrates in one nation; it 
subjects us too much to the legislation and the policy of 
that nation, and exposes us to the influence of her nume- 
rous agents, factors, and merchants. And it is not among 
the smallest recommendations of the measure before the 
Senate, that its tendency will be to expand our commerce 
with France—our great revolutionary ally—the land of 
our Lafayette. ‘There is much greater probability, also, 
of an enlargement of the present demand for cotton, in 
France, than in Great Britain. France engaged later in 
the manufacture of cotton, and has made, therefore, less 
progress. She has, moreover, no colonies producing the 
article in abundance, whose industry she might be tempted 
to encourage. 

The honorable gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Sairi,} 
by his reply to a speech, which, on the opening of the sub- 
ject of this resolution, I had occasion to make, has rendered 
it necessary that I should take some notice of his observa- 
tions. The honorable gentleman stated that he had been ac- 
cused of partiality to the manufacturing interest. Never was 
there a more groundless and malicious charge preferred 
against a calumniated man. Since this question has been 
agitated in the public councils, although I have often heard 
from him professions of attachment to this branch of indus- 
try, I have never known any member a more uniform, de- 
termined, and uncompromising opponent of them, than the 
honorable Senator hasinvariably been. And if, hereafter, 
the calumny should be repeated, of his friendship to the 
American system, Eshall be ready to furnish to him, in the 
most sclemn manner, my testimony to his innocence. The 
honorable gentleman supposed that I had advanced the 
idea that the permanent revenue of this country should 
be fixed at eightcen millions of dollars. Certainly [had 
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no intention to announce such an opinion, nor do my ex- 
pressions, fairly interpreted, imply it. I stated, on the 
occasion referred to, that, estimating the ordinary revenue 


of the country at twenty-five millions, and the amount of |lation; and it is, therefore, 


the duties on the unprotected articles proposed to be re- 
péaled by the resolution, at seven millions, the latter sum 
taken from the former would leave eighteen. 
not intimate any belief that the revenue of the country 
ought, for the future, to be permanently fixed at that or 
any other precise sum. 
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of public treasure for such a purpose. The postpone- 
ment of any reduction of the amount of the revenue, at 
this session, must however give rise to that very accumu- 
that I cannot perceive the 
utility of the postponement. 

We are told bythe gentleman from Maryland, that 


But I did joffers have been made to the Secretary of the Treasury 


to exchange three per cents. at their market price of 
ninety-six per cent, for the bank stock of the Government 


I stated that, after having effected [at its market price, which is about one hundred and twen- 


so great a reduction, we might. pause, cautiously survey !ty-six;-and he thinks it would be wise to accept: them. 


the whole ground, and deliberately determine upon other 
measures of reduction, some of which T indicated. And 
I now say, preserve the protective system in full vigor, 
give us the proceeds ofthe public domain for internal 
improvements, or, if you please, partly for that ebject, 
and partly for the removal of the free blacks, with their 
own consent, from the United States; and, for one; I have 
no objection to the reduction of the public revenue to 
fifteen, to thirteen, or even to nine millions of dollars. 

In regard to the scheme of the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury for paying off the whole of the remaining public 
debt by the 4th day of March, 1833, including the three 
per cent., and, for that purpose, selling the bank stock, I 
had remarked that, with the exception -of the three per 
cent., there was not more than about four millions of dol- 
lars of the debt due'and payable within this year; that, to 
meet this, the Secretary had stated, in his annual report, 
that the treasury would have, from the receipts of this year, 
fourteen millions of dollars, applicable to the principal of 
the debt; that I did not perceive any urgency for paying 
off the three per cent. by the precise day suggested; and 
that there was no necessity, according to the plans of the 


treasury, assuming them to be expedient and proper, to. 


postpone the-repeal of the duties on unprotected articles. 
‘The gentleman from Maryland imputed. to me ignorance 
of the act of the 24th April, 1830, according to which, in his 
opinion, the Secretary was obliged to purchase the three 
per cent. On what ground the Senator supposed I was 
ignorant of that act, he has not stated. - Although, when 
it passed, ĮI was at Ashland, I assure him that I was not 
there altogether uninformed of what was passing in the 
world. I regularly received the Register of my excellent 
friend Mr. Niles, published in Baltimore, the National 
Intelligencer, and other papers. There are two errors to 
which gentlemen are sometimes liable: one is to magnify 
the amount of knowledge which they possess themselves, 
and the second is to depreciate that which others have 
acquired. And will the gentleman from Maryland excuse 
me for thinking that no man is more prone to commit 
both errors than himself? 1 will not say that he is igno- 
rant of the true meaning of the act of 1830, but Icer- 
tainly place a different construction upon it from what he 
does. It does not oblige the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or rather the Commissioners’of the Sinking Fund, to ap- 
ply the surplus of any year to the purchase of the three 
per cent. stock particularly, but leaves them at liberty 
“to apply such surplus to the purchase of any portion of 
the public debt, at such rates as, in their opinion, may be 
advantageous to the United States.” This vests a discere- 
tionary authority, to be exercised under official respon- 
sibility. Andif any Secretary of the Treasury, when he 
had the option of purchasing a portion of thé debt, bear- 
ing a higher rate of interest, at par or about par, were-to 
execute the act by purchasing the three per cent. at its 
present price, he would meritimpeachment. Undoubtedly a 
state of facts may exist, such as there being no public debt 
remaining to be paid but the three per cent. stock, with 
a surplus in the treasury, idle and unproductive, in which 
it might be expedient to apply that surplus to the reim- 
bursement of the three per cents. But, whilst the inte- 
rest of money is at a greater rate than three per cent., it 


would not, I think, be wise to produce an accumulation f 


If the charter of the bank is renewed, that stock will be 
probably worth much more than its present price; if not 
renewed, much less. Would it be fair in Government, 
whilst the question is pending and undecided, to make 
such an exchange? The difference in value between a 
stock bearing three per cent. and one bearing seven per 
cent., must be really much greater than the difference 
between ninety-six and one ‘hundred and twenty-six per 
cent. Supposing them to be perpetual annuities, the one 
would be worth more than twice the value of the other. 
But my objection to the treasury plan is, that it is not ne- 
cessary to execute it—to continue these duties, as the 
Secretary proposes. The Secretary has a debt of twenty- 
four millions to pay; he has, from the accruing receipts 
of this year, fourteen millions; and we are now told by 
the Senator from Maryland that this sum of fourteen mil- 
lions is exclusive of any of the duties accruing this year. 
He proposes to raise eight millions by a sale of the bank 
stock, and to anticipate, from the revenues receivable 
next year, two millions more. ‘These three items, then, 
of fourteen millions, eight millions, and two millions, make 
up the sum required of twenty-four millions, without the 
aid of the duties to which the resolution relates. - 
The gentleman from Maryland insists that the General 
Government has been liberal towards the West in its ap- 
propriations of public lands for internal improvements; 
and, as to fortifications, he contends that the expenditures 
near the mouth of the Mississippi are for its especial bene- 
fit?» The appropriations of land to the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, and Alabama, have been liberal; but it 
is not to be overlooked, that the General Government is 
itself the greatest proprietor of land, and that a tendency 
of the improvements, which these appropriations were to 
effect, isto increase the value of the unsold public domain. 
The erection of the fortifications for the defence of Lou- 
isiana was highly proper; but the gentleman might as 
well place to the account of the West, the disbursements 
for the fortifications intended to defend Baltimore, Phila- 
delphia, and New York, to all which capitals Western 
produce is sent, and in security of all of which the West- 
ern people feel a lively interest. They do not object to 
expenditures for the army, for the navy, for fortifications, 
or for any other defensive or commercial object on the 
Atlantic, but they do think that their condition ought 
also to receive friendly attention from the General Go- 
vernment. With respect to the State of Kentucky, not 
one cent of money, or one acre of land, has been applied 
to any object of internal improvement within her limits. 
The subscription to the stock of the canal at Louisville 
was for an object in which many States were interested. 
The Senator from Maryland complains that he has been 
unable to obtain any aid for the railroad which the enter- 
prise of Baltimore has projected, and, in part,‘ executed. 
That was a great work; the conception of which was bold 
and highly honorable, and it deserves national encourage- 
ment. But how has the Committee of Roads and Canals, 
at this session, been constituted? The Senator from Mary- 
land possessed a brief authority to organize it, and, if I 
am not misinformed, a majority of the members composing 
it, appointed by him, are opposed both to the constitu- 
tionality of the power and the expediency of exercising it. 
“And now, sir, I would address a few words to the friends 
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of the American system. in the Senate. The revenue|make arrangements for the celebration .of the centennial 

~ must, ought to be reduced... 'Fhe.country will not, after, | birthday of Washington, was taken up, and agreed to. 

by the payment-of the public debt, ten or twelve millions|. On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the Chair was directed 

of dollars become unnecessary, bear such an annual sur-jto appoint the committee. ` 

plus. Its distribution would form `à subject of perpetual|. Mr. CHAMBERS moved thirteen as the number of the 

contention... Some-of the opponents of the system under-| committee, Mr. RUGGLES, twenty-four, and Mr. WEB- 

cee stratagem by which to attack it, and are shaping|STER, five. The last number was adopted. 

their course accordingly. It is to crush the system by. the ~ a 

accumulation of revenue, and by the effort to persuade ' _ THE TARIFF. 

the people that they are unnecessarily taxed, whilst those} The Senate.then resumed the consideration of the resolu- 

would really tax them who would break up the native} tion offered by Mr. Cray, for the modification of the tariff, 

sources of supply, and render them dependent upon the] Mr. CLAY rose, and, in a speech of about three hours, 

foreign. . But the revenue ought to be reduced, so as to|concluded his argument (as given above) in support of 

accommodate. it to the fact of the payment of the public | the resolution. . 

debt. .And.the alternative is, or may be, to preserve the} Mr. SMITH then. rose, and said he was sorry to find 

protecting system, and repeal the duties on the unprotected | that he had unintentionally offended the honorable gentle- 

articles, or to. preserve the duties on unprotected articles,|man from Kentucky. In reférring to the vigorous age he 
himself enjoyed, he had not supposed he should give of- 


and endanger, if not. destroy, the system. Let us then 
adopt the measure before us, which will benefit all classes:| fence to others who complained of the infirmities of age. 
The gentleman from Kentucky was the last who should 


the farmer, the professional man, the merchant, the ma- 
take the remark as disparaging to his vigor and personal 


nufacturer,-the mechanic, and the cotton planter more 
than all. A few months ago, there was no diversity | appearance; for, when that gentleman spoke to us of his 
age, he heard a young lady near him exclaim—‘* Old, why 


of opinion as to the expediency of this measure. All, 
then, seemed to unite in the selection of these objects, | I think he is mighty pretty.” The honorable gentleman, 
for a repeal of duties which were not produced within the| on Friday last, made a similitude where none existed. 1, 
country. Sucha repeal did not touch our domestic indus-|said Mr. S., had suggested the necessity of mutual for- 
try, violated no principle, offended no prejudice. bearance in settling the tariff, and, thereupon, the gen- 
Can we not all, whatever may be our favorite theories, | tileman vociferated loudly and angrily about removals from 
cordially unite on this neutral ground? When that is oc-/office.. He said I was a leader in the system. I deny the 
cupied, let us look beyond it, and see if any thing can be] fact... I never exercised the least influence in effecting a 
done, in the field of protection, to modify, to improve it, | removal, and, on the contrary, I interfered, successfully, 
or to satisfy those who are opposed to the system. Our|to prevent the removal of two gentlemen in office. Iam 
charged with making a committee on roads and canals, ad- 


Southern brethren believe that it is injurious to them, and 

ask its repeal, We believe that its abandonment will be | verse to internal improvement. If this be so, itis by mistake, 

prejudicial to them, and ruinous to every other section of |I certainly supposed every gentleman named on that com- 
mittee but one to be friendly to internal improvement. To 


the Union. However strong their convictions may be, 
the Committee on Manufactures I assigned four out of five 


they are not stronger than ours. Between the points of 
the preservation of the system and its absolute repeal, | who were known to be friendly to the protective system. 
The rights of the minority, he had endeavored, also, in ar- 


there is no. principle of union. If it can be shown to ope- 
rate immoderately.on any quarter; if the measure of pro- | ranging the committees, tosecure. The appointment of the 
tection to any article can be demonstrated to be undue} committees he had found one of the most difficult and oner- 
and inordinate, it would be the duty of Congress to inter-| ous tasks he had ever undertaken. One-third of the House 
pose and apply a remedy. And none will co-operate more | were lawyers, all of whom wanted to be put upon some 
heartily than I shall, in the performance of that duty. It is}important committee. The oath which the Senator had . 
quite probable that beneficial modifications of the system | tendered, he hoped-he would not take. In the year 1795, 
may be made, without impairing its efficacy.. But, to| Mr. S.-said, he had sustained a protective duty against the 
make it fulfil the purposes of its institution, the measure | opposition of a member from Pittsburg. Previous to the 
of protection ought to be adequate. If it be not, all in-/ year 1822, he had always given incidental support to ma- 
terests will be injuriously affected. The manufacturer, | nufactures, in fixing the tariff. He was a warm friend to 
crippled in his exertions, will produce less perfect and|the tariff of 1816, which he still regarded as a wise and 
dearer fabrics, and the consumer will feel the consequence. |beneficial law.. Me hoped, then, the gentleman would 
This. is the spirit, and these are the principles only, on fnot take his oath. 
which itseems to me-thata settlement of this great ques-| Mr. CLAY placed, he said, a high value on the compli- 
tion can be made satisfactorily to all parts of our Union. |ment.of which the honorable Senator was the channel of 
[The delivery of the above speech of Mr. Crax oc-|communication; and he the more valued it, inasmuch as he 
cupied portions. of three several days; but the whole isi did not recollect more than once before, in his life, to have 
received a similar compliment. He was happy to find 


embodied here, unbroken.] 

7 : that the honorable gentleman disclaimed the system of 
proscription; and he should, with his approbation, here- 
after cite his authority in opposition to it. The Committee 
on Roads and Canals, whatever were the gentleman’s in- 
tentions in constructing it, had a majority of members, 
whose votes and speeches against internal improvements 
were matter of notoriety. The gentleman’s appeal to his 
acts in °95, is perfectly safe; for, old as I am, my know- 
ledge of his course does not extend back that far. He 
would take the period which the gentleman named, since 
1822. It comes, then, to this: The honorable gentleman 
was in favor of protecting manufactures; but he had turn- 
ed—tI need not use the word——he has abandoned manu- 
factures. Thus 


“ Old politicians chew on wisdom past, 
“ And totter on in business to the last.” 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 3. 
FHE TARIFF. 


After the disposal of some morning business, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of Mr. Craw’s 
resolution on the subject of the tariff. 

Mr. CLAY resumed his argument, (as given above, ) and 
spoke till three o’clock; when, being much exhausted, he 
asked, very, reluctantly, he said, the further indulgence 
of the Senate; -and ‘ 

. The Senate adjourned to. Monday. 


Monrpvar, Fusavany 6. 
On. motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the joint resolution 
from the House for-the appointment of a committee to 


297 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 


298 


Fen. 7, 1832.] _ 


The Tariff. 


[Sexare. 


Mr. SMITH. The last allusion is unworthy of the gen- 
tleman. Totter, sir, I totter. Though some twenty years 
older than the gentleman, 1 can yet stand firm, and am 
yet able to correct his errors. I could take a view of the 
gentleman’s course, which would show how inconsistent 
he has been. [Mr. CLAY exclaimed: “ Take4At, sir, take 

‘it~I dare you.” [Criesof ‘‘order.”} No, sir, said Mr. 

S., Iwill not take it. I will not so far disregard what is 

due to the dignity of the Senate. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7. 
f, ; 


[The following members were announced as having 
been appointed by the. Chair onthe joint committee for 
making arrangements for celebrating the centennial birth- 
day of Washington, pursuant to the order of yesterday, 
viz. Mr. Tazewett, Mr. Smirre, Mr. Cray, Mr. Wes- 
STER, and Mr. Trovur. 

The journal having been read, 

Mr. TAZEWELL rose, and said that he perceived in 
the journal of yesterday’s proceedings: his name on the 
committee appointed in conjunction with the committee 
of the other House, for the purpose of making arrange- 
ments for the celebration of the centennial birthday of 
the first President of the United States. It would be re- 
collected that the condition of the Senate was such, at 
the time of the passage of the joint resolution, under 
which the committee was appointed, that it was impossi- 
ble for its presiding officer to distinguish the dissenting 
vote given by himsclf and two other Senators in opposi- 
tion to the measure. Although opposed to serving on the 
committee, he would not have troubled. the Senate with 
the application he was about. to make, did he not feel it 
his duty to announce decidedly his sentiments in relation 
to the purpose for which the committee was. instituted. 
Were it one of the ordinary committees that he was then 
called upon to serve in, he should not, however irksome 
the service, have asked to be excused; but when a depu- 
tation of that body was appointed to meet a committee of 
the other House, that deputation should express a unani- 
mous opinion in relation to the business on which they 
were to act; and he, therefore, entertaining different 
views from those intended by the resolution, was com- 
pelled to ask the Senate to excuse him from serving. 
Though, on ordinary occasions, he was disposed to make 
a sacrifice of his own feelings, his own wishes, and his 
own convenience, yet, on this, he felt it his duty to op- 
pose, in the most decisive manner, the consummation of 
a purpose, to the inception and concoction of which he 
had been equally opposed. Man-worship, how great 
soever the man, Mr. T. said he would ever. dppose. For 
these reasons, he hoped the Senate would appoint, in his 
place, some other gentleman, whose sentiments and feel- 
ings better qualified him to serve on the committee. 

Mr. T. was then excused. $ 


Mr. TROUP also asked to be excused from serving ony 


the committee. Mr. T. spoke in so low a tone of voice 


excused as were given by Mr. TAZEWELL. 


as to be scarcely audible in the reporter’s seat; but he | 
was understood to give the same reasons for wishing to be | 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
proposed by Mr. Crax for the modification of the tariff. 

Mr. HILL, of New Hampshire, again rose. He said, 
that I may be distinctly understood as not being opposed 
to any manufacturing interest worthy of protection, I will 
give notice of my intention to propose a substitute for the 
resolution ‘which the Senator from South Carolina has 
moved to strike out. This substitute is an. outline for 
such a ‘judicious tariff” as will amply protect our, manu- 
factures, and at the same time not do violent injustice. to 
the other great interests of the country. It offers a pro- 
tection much greater than any law passed, or recommend- 
ed to be passed, by Washington, Adams, or Jefferson. It 
meets restriction from abroad with. ample restriction at 
home; at the same time, it invites foreign nations to be 
more liberal to us. With the consent of the Senator from 
South Carolina, I will offer this, should the resolution 
under consideration be rejected; and will be willing so to 
modify it as may suit the views of any Senator who would 
yield something for conciliation on this momentous subject. 

My propositions are as follow: 

1. That any amount of imposts above twenty-five per 
cent. (that being tantamount to a protection of thirty-seven 
and a half per cent. to the manufacturer) on the first cost 
of foreign importations, is not necessary for the perma- 
nent protection of American industry and the full and 
profitable employment of American capital. 

2. That, for the better protection of American manu- 
factures, all imposts on foreign raw materials (iron and 
wool for the present excepted) ought to be abolished. 

3. That, for the more ample security of the trading 
and mercantile, as well as the agricultural and manufac- 
turing interests, the present tariff of duties ought not to 
be materially reduced by law to take. effect sooner than 
the Ist of January, 1833.. : 

4. That the duty on raw wool (with the exception of 
the coarser kinds not produced in this country, which 
should be entirely free of duty) shall be reduced gra- 
dually, say five per cent. at the end of each year, until it 
falls to fifteen per cent. . 

5. That the duties on unmanufactured iron and steel 
be at first reduced toa rate that shall protect American 
manufactures of iron, taking into view the duties on 
foreign manufactures of iron and steel now existing; and 
afterwards be gradually further, reduced to a rate not ex- 
ceeding fifteen per cent. ad valorem. j 

6. That the minimums. of duties on woollens and cot- 
tons be abolished from and after the Ist of January, 
1833; that an ad valorem duty, not exceedihg forty per 
cent. be then ‘laid, to be annually reduced five per cent. 
until it shall not exceed twenty-five per cent. 

7. That the duties on all other manufactured articles in 
common use, exceeding by the present tariff twenty-five 
per cent. ad valorem, be reduced, from and after said Ist 
day of January, 1833, five per cent. per annum, until they 
shall not exceed twenty-five per cent. j 

8. That the duty on salt be further reduced five cents 
ona bushel; on teas, one-half of the present amount of 


duties; on coffee, to one cent per pound; on brown su- 


Mr. WHITE, at a subsequent part of the- day, also | gar, at the rate of half a cent per pound per annum, until 


asked to be excused. He said that precisely thè same 
reasons assigned by the gentleman from Virginia, dis- 
qualified him from serving. He, too, was opposed to the 
resolution, and had voted against it. 

Mr. W. was likewise excused. 

Mr. SMITH also requested to be excused, in conse- 
quence of ill health. He had been indisposed in conse- 


was compelled to confine himself within doors when not 


quence of joining in celebrating the 8th of January, ce 


engaged in duty at the Senate, especially in the evening: | 
: > : Jof men -whose lives have been almost spent in the forum 


Mr. S, was accordingly excused. 


the duty falls to one cent per pound. : 
9. That the duties on foreign articles of luxury ought 


in no instance to be reduced ina ratio greater than the 
duties on any article of necessity which-is in general use. 


Educated, Mr. President, as a plain, practical-:man, with 
no pretensions at all to play the orator, my constituents 


did not send-me here with any expectation that I should 


participate in 


“ ‘Phe popular harangue, the tart reply, 
‘The logi¢e aud the wisdomand the wit,” 
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of debate, and who have: abundance of ability to make 
the ‘ worse-appear the: better. cause: I cannot spéak 
before know what I have to say; and when T have said 
that, Iam done. Bee ag AR Ws ; 

Sir, Lam pleased that the «still, small voice from the 
East? was loud enough to be felt. That. ‘still, small 
voice” tenders its acknowledgments to the Senator from 
Kentucky, whose aptness at ‘all trades” is equally appa- 
rent, whether it be in applyihg terms honorable to his 
own, and dishonorable to the ** hungry brood” who differ 
from him, or in grasping for his own’all that is good, and 
turning over to the ‘ ghosts” that seem to haunt his 
imagination all that is unwelcome. 

Of the “lean kine” and « starvelings,” the ¢¢ ill favor- 
ed” and “** pale faced,” so vividly described by the Sena- 
tor—and it may be added, of the sturdier gentlemen, too, 


Sir, honorable Senators know, if all the people cannot 
realize it, that in. our highest councils the ‘still, small 
voice” of truth sometimes prevails against all the efforts 
of hatred, envy, revenge, and madness. The ‘still, small 
voice” of reason, operating on a thinking, virtuous people, 
brings about such results as have often astonished, if not 
disappointed, the honorable Senator himself. The ‘still, 
small voice”. of conscience is often whispering to unhal- 
lowed ambition to pause in its career; but some there are 
so reckless, that neither the warnings of conscience nor 
the premonitions of religion can arrest their course. The 
“still, small voice” of conscious rectitude, whether sneer- 
ed at, pointed at, or threatencd, stands as the unmoved 
rock. 

The ‘still, small voice” of patriotism turns with disgust 
from such reproaches as have, in this debate, been cast on 


*¢ with fat round capon lined,” who, sincé the 4th of|that American citizen who has been called, a ‘heartless 


March, 1829, have hung on their sleeves, and besieged 
and ‘begged the President and heads of departments for 
office and for treasury pap-—it may be well to remember 
that atleast the one-half of them either were, inthe election 
of 1828, or are now, in the ranks of the ‘* American sys- 
tem” men, and opposed to the present administration and 
its head. A 

If the <‘still, small voice” be only as one of twelve in 
this honorable body from the six New England States, the 
Senator need not be informed, such is the progress of op- 
position to “his system,” that any election since 1828 
would here present them as good as four to eight. 


The Senator claims the tariff law of 1816 as part and- 


parcel of his‘own great ‘system; and yet he tells you 
that this country never saw seven years of such intense 
pecuniary suffering and distress as between 1816 and 
1824! The Senator must have forgotten 1827, ’28, and 
29, when there were more failures, more ruin among the 
manufacturers of New England [and this distress was not 
confined to them—it was general] than all that had taken 
place inall other years since the adoption of the constitution. 
Why, sir, in the course of a few wecks, nearly the whole 
of the little State of Rhode Island was supposed to be 
involved in: irretrievable ruin. Her excellent working 
man, Samuel Slater, one of the foreigners that are so ob- 
noxious to the Senator’s displeasure, the father of the 
manufacturers in New England, was paralyzed, and could 
not meet his payments, although worth more than twelve 
hundred thousand dollars in manufacturing establish- 
ments, which then could avail him nothing. Had he not 
been relieved by the generosity and capital of other 
wealthy men at the moment, the whole manufacturing 
industry of Rhode Island, embracing many millions of 
dollars, must have been prostrated. This, however, was 
a business ona “small” scale, and probably never at- 
tracted the attention of the honorable Senator, 

.Sir, to’ prove to you that my motives are not ‘selfish, I 
may be permitted to state that I am myself interestéd in a 
cotton manufactory to the amount of some fifteen thousand 
dollars; this is a small sum, but it is more to me than a 
hundred thousand are to other owners. Now, I do not 
believe-—and the establishment has been well managed— 
that the tariff law of 1828 has benefited my interest one 
cent. So far from it, during the whole of 1829, if I had 
wanted the money, I could not raise a dollar on the secu- 
rity which this stock afforded, and-even in 18301 could 
not have sold it for fifty cents on the dollar. If you will 
repeal unnecessary taxes on necessary articles of con- 

- sumption——reduce them on foreign iron, several tons of 
which were used for this establishment’ last year—on 
woollens, flannels, baizes, many yards of which are used 
and worn by persons employed; on salt, on brown sugar, 
and on various other articles necessary to be used; and 
even reduce them: on calicoes, ginghams, and other cot- 
ton cloths; I will consider it as doing me a favor even in 
relation to my interest in the cotton establishment. ` 


foreigner,” that ‘*never possessed one American feel- 
ing!” Isay American citizen, for he isan older Ameri- 
can citizen than your present constitution, and carried 
arms to fight for our liberties in the war of the revolution. 
That man who, in the halls of your legislature, and clse- 
where, successfully grappled with and prostrated the po- 
liticians that, for a season, had fixed on the people the 
odious alien and sedition laws; that man who, with Tho- 
mas Jefferson and James Madison, and other patriots, 
assisted, in 1801, to bring back the Government to first 
principles; that man who, for twelve years, administered 
the financial department of your Government with unri- 
valled ability, and brought order out of chaos; that man 
who was the first to bring the system of revenue to ascale 
that prevented a continucd resort to loans and direct taxes, 
and also the first to commence a rapid discharge of the 
great public debt, contracted by the war of the revolu- 
tion; that man who labored assiduously in negotiating the 
treaty of Ghent, while, ifreport speak true, at least one 
of his colleagues was enjoying pleasures to which his un- 
tiring industry was a strangers that man who was thought 
fit, even by the last administration, to conduct the most 
important negotiations with Great Britain;--this statesman 
and patriot will not be cast off--will not be branded by 
the American people as unworthy the American name, 
Sir, since the sitting of yesterday, 1 have read the me- 
morial of the Free Trade Convention, addressed to this 
Senate and the House of Representatives, written and 
signed by Albert Gallatin; nor can I much wonder, when, 
considering his attachment for that darling child, the 
“< American system,” that the Senator’s wrath was enkin- 
dled. <‘ The pitcher has been broken at the fountain, 
and the mourners go about the strcets;” the dear, the only 
child has been buried at the bottom of the garden, and 
there is “no hope of a tree that is cut down.” The 
« American system” has been murdered--has breathed 
its last, while yet struggling for life under. the unmerci- 
ful blows inflicted by the man-who has been set down as 
a ‘heartless foreigner.” The Senator will not soon for- 
get or forgive cither: Albert Gallatin, or the venerable 
Senator from Maryland, farthest at my left. The one 
has demonstrated that the ‘American system” is all a 
cheat anda delusion, attempted to be practised on the 
American people; and the other has left the American 
nation to infer that their Department of State was, a great 
part of the time, without any competent head at home, 
to attend to its foreign relations, during the last adminis- 
tration! i Set. St 
Sir, more than thirty years ago there lived, in Virginia, 
a man who was imbued with a genius and with principles 
worthy of Patrick Henry; that man was John Thompson, 
of Petersburg. Although he did not live to complete his 
twenty-third year, (says his biographer,) ‘his: virtues, 
his talents, his unrivalled eloquence, his enthusiastic de- 
votion to the cause of republicanism, gave to his charac- 
ter, throughout Virginia, a celebrity which no man, at his 
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age, had ever before attained. His application to study 
wasunremitted, and the progress which he had made was 
rapid and great.: He seemed to acquire knowledge al- 
most by intuition; and what he once learned, he neyer 
forgot.” This gentleman, in the latter part of 1798, wrote 
and published the letters of Curtius, in the Petersburg 
Gazette, which are republished in the volume which I 
hold in‘my hand. In these letters, is truly and faithfully 
delineated the character of Albert Gallatin: if the author 
had been endowed with the gift of prescience, he could 
not have furnished matter more apposite to the present 
occasion than what I shall, with the permission of the Se- 
nate, read to you. He says: 


* favorite votary of liberty. Their hatred, like the rebel- 
£ lion of Satan, proceeds from the impatience of any su- 
£ periority. There is a daily beauty in his life, which 
‘makes them ugly.- Instead of imitating his excellence, 
€ they attempt to conceal it by a mass of obloquy; instead 
‘ of reverencing his unparalleled wisdom and virtue, they 
€ sharpen the dagger of falsehood, and prepare the poi- 
€ soned arrows of envy. 

“ The conduct of Mr. Gallatin is his best vindication. 
* This. foreigner has.defended the constitution against the 
“attacks of native Americans, and has displayed a noble 
« ardor in the defence of his adopted country, whilst many 
€ of her sons repose in inglorious apathy, and whilst others 


** Nicholas, [Wilson Cary Nicholas, of Virginia,] Li-|‘ assail her with detestable treachery and unnatural ha- 
< vingston, {the same Edward Livingston, whose nomina- |‘ tred.” 


‘tion, lately suspended inthis body for weeks, under im- 
t putations now no longer disgraceful to him, was passed 
‘ by unanimous consent,] and Gallatin, were the most con- 
‘spicuous opponents of the alien and sedition bills. 


Mr. President, such has been, so continues to be, Al- 
bert Gallatin. The late censure, the wholesale denun- 
ciation of his good name, is totally unmerited, and will 
be as scornfully repudiated. by the American people, as 


€ These enlightened patriots have long been objects of|were other similar denunciations of the same individual by 


€ abhorrence-and terror to all the enemies of our consti- 
tution and liberty. The splendid ability with which they 


the amiable and inflexible Virginian who indited those 
letters. When I heard the reproaches, methought, for 


* have defended the interests and vindicated the rights of the moment,. that the dynasty of 1798 had indeed returned, 


‘the people, has endeared them to every admirer of ge- 
*nius, eloquence, and virtue, whilst it has rendered them 
“eminently obnoxious to all the partisans of usurpation 
‘and monarchy. ‘The noble exertions of these illustrious 
‘men will never be forgotten whilst patriotism and talents 
“are admired in the world. Their names will descend 
* with renown to posterity, when their enemies and slan- 
‘ derers will be consigned to oblivion’s deepest grave. 

‘* When I select the names of Gallatin, Livingston, and 
t Nicholas, I am not unmindful of the merits and talents 
‘of many other gentlemen: 1 have selected them be- 
“cause they have been exposed to the most cruel oblo- 
< quies of your party. Mr. Gallatin has been persecuted 
< with all the detestable rancor of envy and malice. The 
< accuracy of his information, the extent of his knowledge, 
t the perspicuity of his style, the moderation of his tem- 
‘ per, and the irresistible energy of his reasoning pow- 
‘ers, render him the ablest advocate that ever appeared 
«in the cause of truth and liberty. Patient and persever- 
‘ing, temperate and firm, no error escapes his vigilance, 
‘no calumny provokes his passions. To expose the 
‘blunders and absurdities of his adversaries, is the only 
‘revenge which he will condescend to take for their in- 
t solent invectives.. Serene in the midst of clamors, he 
< exhibits the arguments of his opponents in their genuine 
€ colors; he divests them of the tinsel of declamation and 
< the cobwebs of sophistry; he detects the. most plausible 
‘ crrors; he exposes the most latent absurdities; he holds 
‘the ‘mirror up’ to folly, and reasons upon every subject 
£ with the readiness of intuition, and the certainty of de- 
‘monstration. Elevated above the intrigues of parties, 
‘and the weaknesses of the passions, he is never trans- 
< ported into any excess by the zeal of his friends, or the 
‘ virulence of his enemies. His object is, the happiness 
‘ of the people—his means, economy, liberty, and peace 
‘—his guide, the constitution. The sympathies which 
© fascinate the heart, and mislead the understanding, have 
‘never allured him from the arduous pursuit of truth, 
‘through her most intricate mazes. Never animated by 
€ the turbulent and impetuous feelings which agitate po- 


- £ pular assemblies, he preserves, in the midst of contend- 


‘ing factions, that coolness of temper and that accuracy 
‘ of thought which philosophy has hitherto claimed as the 
‘ peculiar attribute of her closet meditations. He unites 
‘to the energy of eloquence and the confidence of inte- 
‘ grity, the precision of mathematics, the method of logic, 
‘and the treasures of experience. His opponents slander 
‘him and admire him; they assail: him with ignorant im- 
‘ pertinence and pitiless malice, and yet they feel that he 
‘is the darling of philosophy, the apostle-of truth, and the 


and that this Senate was about to become the theatre for 
the ostracism of the nation’s best defenders and bene- 
factors. i A 

Mr. MANGUM, of North Carolina, next rose, and said, 
it was with unfeigned reluctance that he had determined 
to participate in this debate—a reluctance which derived 
strength from the conviction that scarcely any. useful, 
practical result could be attained by the discussion of a 
jmere abstract proposition. For legislation to be wise, it 
was not sufficient that it be right in the abstract merely, 
but it was also necessary that 3t should be adapted to the 
condition of those upon whom it was to operate.: Their 
interests, habits, feelings, sentiments, and even preju- 
dices, demanded the most calm and. respectful considera- 
tion. : 
The resolution upon the table, said Mr. M., contains 
matter of high and great import. It involyes principles 
mingling in deep and dangerous connexion with the inte- 
rests and passions of great masses of this confederacy. It 
involves a final decision upon this tariff policy, now pre- 
sented in a naked, unmitigated—ay, aggravated form. 
{cannot but regard itas the most momentous question 
which has ever been submitted to any deliberative assem- 
bly in this country, since the adoption of the federal con-. 
stitution—as, ‘indeed, the most fearfully momentous. that 
has ever occurred in the whole history of thé American 
people, with the single exception of the declaration of 
American independence. d ` 

This policy, inïts inception and in its progress, has been 
marked with struggles, keen, fierce, and resolved. In 
seme portions of the Union all the clements of discontent 
are stirring and heaving in frightful agitation. The pas- 
sions are thronging to the contest. It is no longer dis- 
cussed as a question of political economy, but as a naked 
question of liberty. Shall this course of things endure 
longer? Is there any lover of his country who can con- 
template it without deep and painful reflections? Shall 
this beautiful fabric of our liberties be perilled in a con- 
test of mere selfish ititerests, uncalled for by tlie exigencies 
of the country, and unredeemed by any high, noble, and 
patriotic considerations? ; 

Sir, said Mr. M., the State from which I come regards 
this straggle with deep solicitude, and the most. patriotic 
anxiety. No State in this confederacy looks to this Union 


with more loyalty of affection than North Carolina. Mo- 
‘derate in her views, justin her purposes, and proud of 
the glory-of our common country, she contemplates with 
pain any system of policy which tends to weaken the af- 
fections of this great brotherhood of the American peo- 
ple. She deprecates the present system of taxation as 


303 


GALES & SEATON’S. REGISTER. 


304 


Senate. ] , 


The Tarif. 


[Fes. 7, 1832. 


essentially sectional and sefish, and.as gradually, but sure- 
ly, undermining the -fabric-of our noble institutions. 
She has hitherto acquiesced in this policy with a dignified 
moderation, looking to the extinguishment of the public 
debt'as‘a period favorable to the alleviation of her bur- 
dens, and-a rectification of the system. ` 
We-are now upon the eve of that era—so glorious in 
modern annals-—the public faith redeemed, and the pub- 
lic engagements all fulfilled. In this new state of things 
it becomes us to survey our position, and accommodate 


of: dollars; others are of opinion. thatit would be between 
five and six; suppose it tv be seven millions, we should 
then have an annual revenue varying between eighteen 
and twenty-three millions of dollars, when the actual ne- 
cessities of the Government would not, and ought not to 
require more.than ten millions to be raised by revenue. 
The people are then to be taxed from. eight to twelve 
and even fifteen millions of dollars annually, more’ than 
the actual wants of the Government, if the policy indi- 
cated by this resolution shall ultimately prevail. Sir, can 


our policy to our actual condition and the exigencies of|this policy soothe the disconténts of the public mind, and 


the Government. 

- That position is both difficult and delicate. The occa- 
sion imperiously demands a great reduction of the revenue 
--a reduction to the actual necessities of the Government. 
Wisdom, prudence, and justice require that-it shall be 
effected with aslittle injury as possible to the manufacturing 
establishments, built up in a different state of things. 

This question has been argued by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cuax,] upon the assumption that a large 
portion. of. this country are laboring for an entire de- 
molition of those establishments; and appeals have been 
made to excite every motive of interest, and arouse every 
selfish principle, to rally around this tariff system, and 
protect it from the assaults of its ruthless assailants. 

Sir, these appeals have been made with admirable sa- 
gacity--with a deep conviction that the system can be 
maintained only by arousing the passions, and excluding 
the lights of calm and sober reason. But, sir, has this as- 
sumption any foundation in fact? Is there any party in 
this country that seeks to demolish the manufacturing 
establishments? Is there any which is not deeply impress- 
ed with the difficult and delicate responsibility of reor- 
ganizing our system of imposts, and adjusting the duties, 
with a due regard to all the greatinterests of the country? 
if there be any such party, it is unknown to me. Sir, the 
great object, of those whom I represent, ‘and with whom 
TL associate, is to adjust this system so as to approximate, as 
near as may be, an cqual participation in the burdens and 
benefits of the Government. 

“quality under the present system of taxation is wholly 
unattainable. ‘fhe agricultural and planting States will 
of necessity pay more than their equal proportion of the 
revenue. ‘This proposition is obvious and incontroverti- 
ble. The Southern States have never complained of that 
inequality, while the revenue power. was fairly exercised, 
and with reference to the necessities of the Government. 
In war, as well as in. peace, they have borne the necessary, 
burdens without a murmur. But now, in a time of pro- 
found peace—the public debt being paid—-thcy arc un- 
willing to be taxed, not for the benefit of the Government, 
but for the benefit of large, wealthy, and flourishing 
capitalists... A system so unequal and so unjust cannot be 
endured: ` As a permanent system, it will not, as it ought 
not to-be endured. A ž 7 

What is the effect of the resolution upon the table? It 
isto aggravate the evil. It is to tax the necessaries of the 
poor man, while the rich may revel in luxuries as free 
from taxation as the air he breathes. It is to increase the 
extravagant bounties already enjoyed by the rich capitalist, 
by diminishing the cost of many of the articles which en- 
ter into the consumption of his establishment. ‘The duties 

in the shape of protection remain the same nominally, 
while in fact they are enhanced to the whole amount of 
deduction from the prices of articles consumed by the 
manufacturer and his laborers. 

The only feature of mitigation is to be found in the re- 
duction. of the amount of revenue.. This, however, is 
more than counterbalanced by the increased inequality in 
the action’of the system. But ifa system of imposts shall 
be adopted in pursuance of the policy of the- resolution, 
what will be the extent of the reduction of the revenue? 
The Senator from Kentucky estimates.it at seven millions 


restore harmony to-the distracted councils of this country? 
Can it heal those divisions that have so. cxtensively and 
fearfully impaired the confidence and sundered the affec- 
tions of distant and important parts of this confederacy? 
Sir, it cannot. The whole South will regard it with fixed 
aversion. They will view it asa proof that our distant 
brethren have but little respect for our feelings; that they 
turn a deaf ear to our friendly remonstrances, and heed 
not the narrative of our violated rights and multiplied 
wrongs. Sir, it does violence to every conception of a 
free Government. It is subversive of every maxim of an 
enlightened political economy, and it is utterly regardless 
of that confidence and affection cemented by mutual in- 
terest, which constitute the broad basis--and the only 
basis--upon which rests the noble structure of our free 
institutions. Is it the part of wisdom, taking broad and 
statesman-like views, and looking afar off, to persevere in 
a policy which, by six or seven contiguous States in the 
Union, is believed to bring to them nothing but pure, un- 
mixed evil, and which a large majority of the people of 
that region belicve to be in violation of the spirit and prin- 
ciples of the constitution? 

Sir, it formed no part of my purpose, when I first de- 
termined to offer my views on this resolution, to touch 
the constitutional question. Repeated expositions of the 
opinions of the South had gone forth, some of which had 
slept their moment on your table, and thence been con- 
signed to the lumber rooms of this capitol, where they 
still sleep unrespected, unregarded, and forgotten. I had 
long since learned the utter inutility of discussing consti- 
tutional points. had seen the little favor with which such 
discussions are entertained by Congress. Many in this 
enlightened age seem to have grown wiser than the con- 
stitution, And as it is now well nigh ridiculous to discuss 
gravely a constitutional point, so, in the progress of our 
high destinies, it may be made a point of order to touch a . 
topic so stale and hackneyed. 

But as several Senators, and especially the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Hounes,] favored the Senate with Jong, la- 
bored, and subtle arguments in favor of the constitution- 
ality of the protective system, I trust T shall be pardoned 
for stating, as succinctly as I may, the views which I en- 
tertain on this subject. It is not pretended by the advo- 
cates of this policy, that any direct and express power Is 
to be found in the constitution, to protect manufactures. 
But they insist that the power is fairly derived from that 
part of the 8th section of the Ist article of the constitu- 
tion, which confers on Congress the power ‘to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian tribes.” ‘The whole argument 
rests upon the construction to be placed on the words 
“to regulate commerce with foreign nations;” and it is 
conceded on all hands that if the power to protect manufac- 
tures cannot be derived from these words, it cannot be found 
elsewhere, and-consequently does not exist. What is apro- 
tecting duty? It isa duty laid to restrain the importation 
of a foreign article similar to a domestic article; and the 
duty is effectual or not, precisely in the proportion as it 
affects the importation of the foreign article. 1f the duty 
partially restrains importation, it is only partial or incom- 
plete protection. Yo give the protective principle com- 
plete. effect, it is necessary to increase the duty so as to 


Fes. 7, 1832.] The Tariff. : f [Sexanz, 


` regarded these overtures with a cold, scrupulous, and 
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appointing commissioners to meet such commissioners as. 
might be appointed by the other States, to take into con- 
sideration the trade_of the United States, and to devise 
some uniform system of commercial regulations. - In pur- 
suance of this resolution, a meeting was held in Annapolis, 
in September, 1786. Five States only being represented, 
the commissioners declined doing more than making a re- 
port to the Legislatures of their States, and transmitting 
copies to the United States in Congress. okra ote 

Congress took up this report in February, 1787, which 
led to the convention of May, of the same year, in. Phila- 
delphia, that. formed the present constitution. Did the 
protection of domestic manufactures enter into the con- 
templation of Mr. Madison, when he moved his resolu- 
tions in the Virginia Legislature? Did it enter into the 
conception of any public man of thatday? Where is the 
memorial of such a motive? In what speech is it to be 
found? In. what document is it indicated? What manu- 
facturing establishment existed in. Virginia at that day, 
requiring the fostering hand of protection? Where were 
then the conventions of manufacturers to excite into active 
and vigorous co-operation the best ability of the Ancient 
Dominion? Sir, the idea is preposterous-—no such. esta- 
blishments existed—no such motive was conceived. But 
suppose such establishments did exist, and-protection was 
the object, had-not each State the ample power, and the 
exclusive power, to encourage and protect? Was any new 
power necessary? Sir, in the whole annals of legislation, 
ido not believe there can be found a more gross perver- 
sion of the plain import of language, than that which 
seeks to convert ‘the power to regulate commerce” into a 
power to protect domestic manufactures; by which protec - 
tion, when complete, “the power to regulate commerce” 
is resolved into an annihilation of commerce. . Sir, I re- 
peat, the great object was commerce; the great evils were 
the want of punctuality on the part of the States, in com- 
plying with the requisitions of Congress; the want of uni- 
formity in commercial regulations among the different 
States; and the want of power, lodged somewhere, to make 
commercial treaties with foreign Powers. 

But, sir, in the annual message of the President, in De- 
cember, 1830, the argument in favor of the constitution- 
ality of the protective principle is placed in a new, and, 
in my opinion, the strongest light in which it ean be pre- 
sented. It is stated as follows: 

‘* The power to impose duties on imports originally be- 
‘longed to the several States. The right to adjust those 
‘duties with a view to.the encouragement of domeéstic 
‘branches of industry, is so completely incidental to that 
‘ power, that it is difficult to suppose the existence of the 
‘one without the other. The States have delegated their 
‘ whole authority over imports to the General Government, 
‘ without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsi- 
‘derable reservation relating to their inspection laws. 
‘ This authority having thus entirely passed from the States, 
‘the right to exercise it, for the purpose of protection, 
‘ does not exist in them; and, consequently, if it be not pos- 
‘sessed by the General Government, it must be extinct.” 

With due respect, I think this whole argument is vitia- 
ted by a sophism. The fallacy consists in supposing a 
power in the States over a subject which might have been 
exercised without limitation or restriction, when granted 
tothe General Government for a particular purpose, may, 
by that Government, be exercised without limitation or 
restriction, without regard to that particular purpose, and 
to the extent of an entire perversion or destruction of that 
purpose. < ee 

The particular purpose for granting the power to the 
General Government was to raise revenue, by giving uni- 
ty,-vigor, and stability to our foreign commerce. It was 


restrain entirely. the importation. Hence, from the words 
“to regulate commerce with foreign’ nations,” you de- 
rive the power to*destroy, to annihilate, commerce with 
foreign nations. A regulation truly! An obvious perver- 
sion of the plain meaning of words!- : k 

` The argument necessarily comes to this conclusion. 
For if you Kave the power to “regulate commerce,” -for 
the purpose of protecting domestic manufactures, you 
have the whole unrestrained power for that purpose; and 
to cffectuate that purpose completely, you must push the 
power.of regulation to—extinction. ar 

Could this have been the meaning of the framers of the 
constitution? By looking into the history of those times, 
J think it will be apparent that it was not. ` Under the 
old confederation, Congress had the power, with the con- 
sent of nine States, to exercise some of the highest at- 
tributes of sovereignty—the power of making peace and 
war; to coin money; regulate its value; to grant letters 
of marque and reprisal in time of peace; to enter into 
treaties and alliances; besides many other important pow- 
ers; but Congress had no power to lay taxes. The sword 
was placed in the hands of Congress; but the arm was 
nerveless, so long as the “States retained the purse. ` At 
the close of the revolutionary war, the confederacy was 
not unlike a young giant-—victorious, but -exhausted and 
powerless. ‘The public debt. accumulated, the public 
credit annihilated, the precious metals vanished, the cir- 
culating medium--the paper money--depreciated and 
worthless, public confidence and private faith mere terms 
of mockery—so that the universal distress, confusion, and 
calamity of peace, were more sorely felt and more appal- 
ling than all the horrors of the war. 

Every intelligent man referred much -of the general 
suffering to the trae cause—the want of power in the old 
Congress to “regulate,” to improve, to give unity and 
stability to our foreign commerce, and to raise a revenue 
to redeem our pledged faith, and fulfil our public engage- 
ments. Repeated applications were made to the States to 
confer upon Congress the power to lay duties und collect 
a revenue. Every eye was turned on commerce, as be- 
ing the most convenient, and the only fit and ample source of 
raising a revenue adequate to the necessities of the Govern- 
ment. ‘The respective States had the entire control over 
the whole subject of foreign commerce; and it was only 
by surrendering that control to Congress, that an efficient 
system of revenue could be organized. This view was 
urged upon the States with zeal and ability. The States 


jealous caution. The able men of that day took the deep- 
est interest in this subject. Every topic was pressed 
which could convince the understanding, kindle the pa- 
triotism, or conciliate the confidence of the States: : 
They were told of violated faith, unredeemed pledges, 
national dishonor, paralyzed commerce, approaching an- 
archy—-the entire absence of power to combine and con- 
trol our resources, and to countervail the injurious com- 
mercial regulations of foreign countries. But in no 
document of that day, notwithstanding the numerous and 
powerful inducements held cut to the States to confer 
upon Congress the power to ** regulate commerce,” do I 
find a single word said in favor of conferring that power, 
as the means or as an instrument to protect domestic ma- 
nufactures. ~ Revenue, and revenue alone, was the great 
leading legitimate object. All these efforts failed—the 
evils became: more obvious, and the public- necessities 
more urgent. Mr. Madison took up this subject. in the 
Virginia Legislature in 1785; and resolutions passed the 
House of Delegates, instructing the delegates then repre- 
senting that commonwealth in Congress, to propese to the 
other States to authorize that-assembly to regulate the fo- 
reign commerce. ‘This movement. failed in the Senate. | conservative, and cannot be rightfully exercised but as a 
It was revived during the same session in.a-different form; | Conservative power. : 7 
and finally, in January, 1786, a resolution was adopted,| .Permit-me to test the logic of the message, and exhibit 
Vou. VITE—20 : 
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the conclusions fo which. it leads. “ The States, respéct-| terest of the Middle and South,.and the navigating interest 
ively, before the adoption -of the constitution, had the} of the North-and East: for the manufacturing interest 
power to intērdict all foreign. commerce indefinitely, to| had not then risen into scarcely any consequence.. Yet, 
annihilate. it forever, at their sovereign will and pleasure; Lit was foreseen that it wouldbecome a distinct and import- 
but the States have granted all power over it tothe Gene-|ant interest. The States:had then the power of fostering 
ral» Governtnent; therefore the General Government has] and protecting manufactures. It could be done by giving 
power tointerdi¢t it indefinitely; to lay a perpetual embar-| premiums, pecuniary bounties, ôr by laying prohibitory 
gò; to annihilate it forever, at its sovereign will and plea- duties. . But of all the modes of encouragement; that by 
sure. This conclusion, absurd as it may seem, inevitably restraining or prohibitory duties was most convenient and 
results from the argument of the message. Yet no‘intel-| most effectual. But as the whole power over foreign 
ligent man can be found who will- advocate the proposi-| commerce was about to be given to Congress with a view 
tion that Congress, by a sweeping enactment, can cut off} to raising the.necessary revenue, it was foreseen that the 
forever all foreign commerce. The act laying the embar-| States were about to be deprived of the most convenient 
go, in 1807, not indicating upon its face the period of its|and efficient instrument for the protection of domestic 
limitation, was gravely questioned, in a certain quarter, manufactures. Efforts were therefore made, either to 
in: respect’ to its ‘constitutionality, by many of the most confer wpon Congress a direct power for the encourage- 
eminent lawyers and statesmen. And yet an embargo is} ment and promotion of. manufactures, or to retain that 
a mere temporary suspension of commerce, designed to] power in the States, in some modified but efficient form. 
correct some evil; pernicious to its prosperity; or as a pre-| By looking through the journal of the federal convention, 
cautionary measure, preliminary to some ulterior moye- it will be found that- the first mention made of manufac- 
ment that might expose it to hazard or injury. In both | tures is on the 18th of Angust. Among a series of pro- 
cases it has for its object the benefit of commerce; to place positions referred to the committee, appcars the following: 
it ‘on a better and more permanent footing, or to shelter | ‘Fo establish public institutions, rewards, and immunities 
it from impending evil. It is a temporary evil, resorted] ‘for the promotion of agriculture, commerce, trades, 
to for the attainment of a durable good. It is a conserva-|‘and manufactures.” On the 20th of August, another 
tive power, and in that aspect only is it rightfully exer-jseries of propositions was referred to the committee. 
cisable; and in that aspect it is strongly contradistinguish-| Among them is one to this cffect: ‘There shall be a Se- 
ed from the protective principle, which tends to the] ‘ cretary of Domestic Affairs. It shall be his duty to at- 
annihilation and hot the conservation of foreign commerce. | ‘ tend to matters of general police, the state of agriculture 
Again: The argument is inaccurate, in. supposing the j ‘and manufactures, &c.” 
terms ‘to regulate foreign commerce” and to *protect} ‘Lhe committee to whom was referred the above pro- 
domestic manufactures,” strictly correlative: whereas, to] positions, with divers others, made a report on the 22d 
regulate commerce is one thing, and to protect domestic | August, proposing to add at the end of the sixteenth clause 
manufactures is another. The error consists.in supposing'|of the second section the power. ‘to provide, as may be- 
an indissoluble connexion—a fixed dependence, to exist| come necessary from time to time, for the well managing 
between them: whereas, connexion and dependence are | ‘and securing of the common property and general inte» 
incidental to one mode of existence only, and in fact the | ‘rests and welfare of the United States, in such manner as 
Government may exert a high and efficacious action upon | ‘shall not interfere with the Governments of individual 
ore, without affecting the other. For example, if, in the | «States, in matters which respect only their internal police, 
regulation of commerce, you burden it with duties upon | ‘and for which their individual authorities may be compe- 
imports, a cénnexion instantly springs up, through the |‘ tent.” This report is exceedingly indefinite in its terms, 
incidental advantage conferred upon the domestic article jand wholly incompatible with the idea of a Government 
in a competition with the foreign coming into the same | of delegated and specific powers. It was, therefore, very 


market burdened with those duties. But if, in the regula- 
tion of commerce, it is designed to infuse into it the ut- 
most vigor, that is attainable only by conferring upon it 
perfect freedom. In this mode of existence, then, the 
most natural and most perfect, all connexion is dissolved, 
and all dependence is annihilated. 

Again: The argument is inaccurate, in assuming that 
the power of protection has entirely passed from the| 
States, and that it exists in the General Government, or 
must be extinct. -To elucidate this part of the case, it is 
necéssary to look into the constitution; and also into the 
proceedings of the convention which formed it. You will 
bear in mind, sit, that the great object of that convention 
was to give to Congress the control of those general in- 
terests which were necessary to all, and common to all. 
Mere local interests were designed to be left to the care 
_of the local Governments. ‘his view accords with the 
exposition given in the Federalist: “The powers dele- 
‘gated to the Géneral Government are few and defined. 
‘Those which remain to the State Governments are nu- 
‘merous and undefined. The former will be exercised 
“on external objects, as war, peace, negotiation, and 
“foreign commerce, with which last the power of taxa- 
“tion will, fgr the most part, be connected. The powers 
‘reserved to the States extend to all the objects which, 
‘inf the ordinary course of affairs, concern the lives, liber- 
‘ ties, and properties of the peuple, and the internal order, 
‘improvement, and prosperity of tlre State.” 

You will also bear in mind that the two great local in- 
terests of that day were the agricultural and planting in- 


properly, not acted on. The next trace we find of this 
subject, is on the 31st of August, when it was moved ‘to 
t refer such parts of the constitution as have been post- 
‘poned, and such parts of reports as have not been 
‘acted on, to'a committee.of a member of each State.” 
Which passed in the affirmative. On the 1st of Septem- 
ber, Mr. Brearly, from this grand committee, reported 
partially, but said nothing of manufactures. Again: on 
the 4th September, the same gentleman reported par- 
tially: ‘still silent as to manufactures. On the Sth, he 
made a further and final report, proposing several altera- 
tions and additions, which were finally adopted with slight 
modifications. Among them is the following: ‘* To 
‘promote the progress of science and useful arts, by 
‘securing, for limited times, to authors and inventors 
‘the exclusive right to their respective writings and dis- 
‘coyeries.” It is now apparent that, after repeated re- 
ferences of the subject of ‘farts, manufactures,” Re., aud 
after full deliberation, the committce refused to make any 
report conferring a substantive power on Congress to 
foster and protect particular avocations, and that they, in 
fact, whittled down all these sweeping propositions to the 
slender power of ‘securing to authors and inventors, for 
a limited time,” the exclusive enjoyment of the fruits of 
their genius. I take this, sir, to be a decisive expression 
of the -sense of the convention against conferring upon 
Congress the power to give to manufactures any other 
encouragement than that which they incidentally derive 
from a revenue system of duties. 


It being perceived that no substantive power would be 
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conferred. on Congress to protect domestic manufactures, 
and that the States were about to be deprived of the 
power of doing it.by duties, a struggle was. commenced 
on the 28th August, which was continued’at intervals to 
the 15th September, within two days of the adjournment 
of the convention. ‘Chis struggle called forth some of 
the ablest men in that illustrious body, among whom Lu- 
_ ther Martin was particularly distinguished:in opposition to 
the principle prohibiting the States to lay imposts or ex- 
port duties without the consent of Congress. ` The dis- 
cussion turned mainly upon the interests of manufactures, 
and the object was to retain in the States a concurrent 
power with Congress. On the 15th of September, the 
clause was adopted, which now forms a part of the tenth 
section of the first article. By that clause the States may, 
without the consent of Congress previously obtained, lay 
such imposts or duties as may be absolutely necessary for 


executing the inspection laws; and, with the consent of 


Congress, may lay such imposts or duties upon imports or 
exports as may be necessary to protect their manufac- 
tures, upon the proviso of paying the duties into the pub- 
lic treasury. If this latter power is not retained iñ the 
States to protect manufactures, for what is it retained? 
it cannot be for revenue, for that is to go into the’ public 
treasury. If, then, it is not wholly nugatory, it can be for 
nothing else than “to enable the States to encourage the 
interests of manufactures. 

But, sir, we are not left to grope in the dark for the 
true meaning of this clause. Luther Martin, in his 
speech to the Maryland Legislature, presents the whole 
ground, He had borne a distinguished part in the con- 
vention at Philadelphia. With an eye that watched every 
movement, and a mind that comprehended every prin- 
ciple, no man better understood, or was more able to ex- 
„pound, the views of that body. In speaking of this clause, 
‘he says that—‘Every State is also prohibited from lay- 
‘ing any imposts or duties on imports or exports, with- 
“out the permission of the General Government. 
‘urged that, as almost ali sources of taxation were given 
‘to Congress, it would be but reasonable to leave the 
‘States the power of bringing revenue into their trea- 
‘suries, by laying a duty upon exports, if they should 
‘think proper, which might be so light as not to injure 
‘or discourage industry, and yet might be productive 
‘of considerable revenue; also, that there might be 


“cases in which it would be proper, for the purpose of, 


“encouraging manufactures, to lay duties to prohibit the 
` exportation of the raw materials; and even, in addition 
‘to the duties laid by Congress on imports, for the sake 
“of revenue, to lay a duty to discourage the importation 
“of particular. articles into a State, or to enable a manu- 


*facturer here to supply us on as good terms as- they] 
‘could be obtained from a foreign market. However, the 
£ most we could obtain was, that this power might be exer- 
‘cised by the States, with, and only with, the consent of 


t Congress.” 

From all of which the following conclusions, I think, 
inevitably result: First, that the power to protect do- 
mestic manufactures is not extinct; secondly, that it is 
not possessed exclusively either by the General Govern- 
ment or by the States, respectively; but, thirdly, that the 
power does in fact exist, and may be put into efficient ac- 
tion by any State, withthe consent of the General Go- 
vernment. aot ` È 

But, sir, Senators turn to the act of July, 1789, and, with 
an air of exultation and anticipated triumph, proclaim the 
annunciation of the: principle-of protection in the second 
act of the Government. . That the preamble of that act— 
yes, sir, that preamble which-has been tattered and 
mouthed by every advocate of the system,-from its ablest 
champion down to the humblest hammer that plies the 
hobnail—is the key to open into this magnificent and 


gorgeous temple of the American system. Yes, sir, it 


It was 


has been emphatically said by the Senator.frem Ken- 
tucky, “that the. great pillars of this splendid» edifice 
were then raised from the dust.” 
also true that the. modest architects of that day aimed at 
nothing more thai: Doric simplicity and Doric strength-— 
they were plain, practical men, and I think it may be 
gravely questioned whether any one of them, while he 


It is true, sir—and it is 


was proposing five per cent. ad valorem, ever thought or 


dreamed of “ great pillars,” gorgeous temples, magnificent 


edifices, or any of that splendid phantasmagoria which 
haunt the imaginations of the master workmen*of our mo- 
dern President-making American system. see 
Sir, what is the meaning of that preamble? Did it-mean 
protection, in the sense now used? What manufactures 
were to be protected? The duties by that act ranged 
from five to fifteen per cent. ad valorem. And this is 
called protection to infant manufactures, scarce struggling 
into existence? When now, after forty years of sturdy 
growth, these same manufactures implore and demand ‘a 
protection of from forty to two hundred and fifty per cent. 
ad valorem——to save.them from destruction--from utter an- 
nihilation! : . 
Sir, that revenue was.the object, .is palpable; the histo- 
ry of the times shows it, and manufactures were no other- 
wise thought of than as they. might be incidently bene- 
fited. The people were then to be first called’ on to bear 
taxation in that form; and, to a people jealous of their 
rights, and averse to public burdens, it was natural that 
every benefit, direct and incidental, that could flow from 
the act, should be enumerated in the preamble. This pre- 
amble has been repudiated in all subsequent enactments, 
and the law to which itis prefixed was repealed in little 
more than a year. Cote 
In the year 1790, another act was passed, reciting. the 
aforementioned act, and with this preamble, to wit: * And 
‘whereas the support of Government and the discharge 
* of suid debts render it necessary to. increase the said .du- 
‘ ties, Be it enacted,” &c. Nor is there any trace to be 


‘found in the statute book, since that time, of a law passed 


—-indicating the fact upon its face—for the encouragement 
and protection of manufactures. So far from that-being 
the doctrine of the avowed friends of the system, it must 
be in the recollection of many Senators, that, upon the 
motion to amend the title of the tariff act of 1828, so as to 
read ‘‘ for the protection of domestic manufactures,” the 
whole body of its friends rallied-to the rescue, and nega- 
tived the amendment. That vote indicated most unequi- 
vocally the want of confidence—I will not say in the con- 
stitutionality of the measure, for that would beto impeach 
integrity of motive--but I may say, the want.of confidence 
in the judicial tribunals of the country. l 

Mr. President: It is said by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, [Mr. Dickzrson,] that the policy of protection was 
avowed and cherished in the early periods of the Govern- 
ment, not only with reference to manufactures, but wa: 
also extended to the interests of navigation. i 

As regards the discriminating duties fixed by the act of 
1790, securing the coasting trade, they were wholly un- 
necessary. Itis held and enjoyed by our ship owners, 
not by virtue of law, but by their vigor, enterprise, and 
economy. The most of them at home, at one end of the 
voyage, and having many facilities in effecting repairs and 
procuring supplies, beyond the reach of foreigners, and 
at a.cheaper rate, might defy, as they would certainly ex- 
clude, all foreign competition, without the aid of Congress. 
But, in reference to the shipping engaged in foreign com- 
merce, the argument is bottemed upon an erroneous. as- 
sumption of fact; to wit, that the discrimimating: duties 
were laid for protection against foreign competition. Sir, 
nothing can be more erroneous. The whole history of our 
Government negatives the assumption. - 

The discriminating duties, on our part, were to counter- 
vail discriminations elsewhere. They were granted, -not 
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rian marble, there the rough misshapen rock, piled upon 
each other in perfect contempt of symmetry, beauty, and 
fgeneral, utility. Sir, it is money—nothing but money-- 
ahd money exicted from others, without equivalent, that 
holds together this system. These bandit interests have 
been rallied to its support by a thirst for rapine, and they 
battle in its defence, witha vigor proportioned to the mag- 
nitude and enormity of its exactions. 

Sir, upon what principle of justice’ is it that the people 
of this country are taxed four-millions of dollars upon the 
single article of sugar? Upon this necessary of life, uni- 
versally in use among the poor.as well as the rich? It is 
seen that this taxis not needed for revenue. | How, then, 
can this Government justify itself before, the people, in 
levying upon them three million. nine hundred thousand 
dollars, for the protection of the sugar planters, of which 
two million two hundred and fifty thousand dollars go 
into their private pockets? That thisis the fact, is incon- 
testably proved by the statistics before me, and which are, 
or ought to be, on the table of every Senator. 'The case 
then is, that thirteen millions of American people are com- 
pelled, by this tariff system, to pay to seven or eight hun- 
dred rich sugar planters in Louisiana two and a quarter 
millions of dollars more for the sugar. that they consume, 
than they would have to.pay were this tariff repealed, 
Where is the justice of taxing millions of the poor, to swell 
the already overgrown wealth of a few hundred sugar 
planters of Louisiana? What right, in the eye of Heaven, 
or the sight of man, have these eight hundred proprietors, 
cultivating the most fertite lands on this continent, in the 
most fruitful climate, to exact from those who toil in amore 
reluctant, and often worn out soil, more than two millions 
of dollars, to go ‘into their private pockets? Sir, it is a 
stupendous and monstrous system of injustice. Nothing 
can maintain it, short of keeping the people in ignorance. 
Is-there a Senator present who believes that if this tax of 
the many for the benefit of the few, instead of being rais- 
ed indirectly, so that the people do not perceive its opera- 
tion, was levied by direct taxation, with the ayowal that 
“it was laid to give it away, in bounties, to eight hundred 
sugar planters, to maintain and support their business--f 
ask, is there any Senator present who believes that the 
people would bear it for a single ycar? Would they not, 
with honest indignation, hurl from their bigh places all 
the functionaries of this Government who had dared to 
participate in a scheme of such outrageous oppression? 
And yet, sir, this tariff, in effect, operates precisely in this 
way, and to this extent;- and it is borne only because it is 
not understood. Are there any considerations of a na- 
tional character that justify this immense tax for the pro- 
tection of American sugar? Itis wholly unconnected with 
the policy that looks to national defence, national safety, 
or national glory, either in peace or in way. ‘Fhe eneou- 
yagement is not necessary to secure an ample supply. it 
is not pretended that the supply is ever likely to be stint- 
ed or insufficient. Tbe largest domestic supply, in any one 
year, was about 88,000,000 pounds, or 87,909 hogsheads. 
"Phat supply is only about two per cent. of the whole pro- 
duction of the sugar regions in the world. ‘The produe- 
tion abroad, and in much finer climates than Louisiana, 
can be almost indefinitely extended--and we are within 
a few days’ sail of the finest sugar countries in the world. 
In time of peace, the supply from abroad will be both 
cheap and abundant. Our peculiar position on the globe, 
and the pacific character of our people and institutions, 
justify the expectation of many years of peace: most pro- 
bably for a century to-come we shall have none, or but 
few years of war. Our legislation, therefore, to be wise, 
should be adapted to that state which is not only the. na- 
tural, but likely, by the blessing of God, to be the most 
durable. But, in time of war-~putting out of view other 
means of ‘supply--our commercial’ marine, to which an 
opposite policy would give rapid growth and development, 
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to protect our shipping, but to put it on an equal footing 
with the foreign—not to destroy foreign competition, but 
to restore freedom.: They were resorted -to as temporary 
expedients, and for purposes of policy, to be abolished 
on our’ part, as they have uniformly been abolished, when 
a cotresponding. disposition has been evinced by any fo- 
reign nations tes >). ~ - 

But, sir, suppose the argument is right, and that the 
Government gives protection to the shipping interèst, 
That-protection is defensible upon. strict constitutional 
grounds, although a local interest, and it is the only local 
interést which can be constitutionally protected. 

It appears by reference to the Journak of the Federal 
Convention, and Yates’s Debates, that, in the reported 
dratight of the constitution, it was deemed expedient to re 
strain the generality of the phrase. *‘to regulate com- 
merce,” lest it might be abused in favor of the. Eastern 
States, to: the oppression of the staple or plantation 
States. ` T'o effect that, the following was reported, to wit: 
es No navigation acts. shall be passed without the assent of 
two-thirds ofthe members present in each House.” This 
clause produced a lively sensibility in the navigating States. 
A difficulty arose in relation to the longer ¢ontinuance of 
the slave trade—the staple States favoring, and the East- 
ern States opposing it. Both were subjects of magnitude 
and difficulty. ‘They were referred to a large committee, 
consisting of one member from each State. The difficul- 
ty was’finally adjusted. The importation of such persons 
as any of the States might admit, was not to be prohibited 
before 1808, and the restrictive clause in regard to navi- 
gation acts was omitted. Henceit seems to be clearly the 
sense of the convention, that navigation might be encou- 
raged and protected by Congress. And, sir, who can re- 
gret this preference--tbis proud distinction conferred 
upon our navigating interest? Is ita mere selfish, pecu- 
niary, local interest? Ts it not intimately connected with 
our national glory and national greatness? [fs it not the 
nursery of that perseverance and enterprise which have 
whitenedevery sea'with our commerce, given vigor to oar 
right’art in the day of battle, and won for our gallant lit- 
tle navy imperishable renown? Sir, I regard it asa highly 
meritorious interest. It has won, as it deserved te win, 
the public confidence and the public respect. “It has been 
heavily burdened and greatly depressed by the unjust ex- 
actions of this selfish ‘and remorseless American system. 
And in my place here, sir, with unqualified good will and 
an open hard, E would extend to it a liberal and an ample 
encouragement. Then, sir, whether we look to the lan- 
guage of the constitution itself, to the motives to its adop- 
tion, as disclosed in the history of the times, or to the 
avowed practice of the Government under it, we shall be 
equally unsuccessful in finding any constitutional warrant 
for the exercisc of the power elaimed by the friends of the 
protective system. 

` But; siz, suppose that I am wrong in all my views on 
this subject, and that there exist no constitutional impe- 
diments—stiJl. the injustice, and the flagrant inequality of 
the action of the system, are denounced by all the princi- 
ples of an enlightened political philosophy. The inequa- 
lity of its operation upon the different avocations of the 
same eommunity, is flagrantly unjust; but itis upon the 
great sections of the confederacy, considered with refer- 
ence to the grand geographical divisions of the country, 
that the inequality, rapaeity, and oppression of the system, 
are most manifest and most ruinous. 

-It is built up by selfish interests, associated together for 
selfish purposes, with no principle of cohesion but a mean, 
base passion for money, unredeemed by any great public 
and patriotic: fruits, and unmitigated by the slightest for- 
pearance in the phinder of ‘all other pursuits of industry, 
for the benefit of the protected classes. Yes, sir, this 
“structure, so huge and gigantic, is reared by the aggrega- 
tion of the most dissimilar materials; here the polished Pa- 


313 


Fezes. 7, 1832.] 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 


314 


[Senarz. 


The Tariff. 


under cover of our gallant navy, would supply-all- our 
wants.. But, sir, is it wise, is it just, to inflict-a certain 
evil upon the whole people forthe benefit of a few, to the 
extent of a tax of near two and a half millions of dollars 
yearly, to guard against the. contingency of a war which 
is not likely to happen, but which, if it come, can bring 
with it, in this respect, but very-slight and temporary evils? 
Sir, look to the tariff upon this single article, and the ef- 
fects which will be produced by twenty-five years’ perse- 
verance. In twenty-five years, at the present and neces- 
sarily increasing rates, the people of the United States will 
have paid to the sugar planters of Louisiana more than. 
eighty millions of dollars—a sum nearly equal to the debt 
of the revolution--the price of our liberties; and for what 
benefit? Will they be able to purchase domestic sugar 
cheaper after having paid this tax for twenty-five years? 
No, sir, nor as cheap as the foreign. ‘The cost of produc- 
tion will be necessarily greater in Louisiana than in the 
fimer climates... Then, sir, how are the people to be in- 
demnified for paying this eighty millions of dollars to the 
sugar planter’. No one has told, and no one can tell. 
Then, sir, where is the benefit? The direct benefit goes 
exclusively to the sugar planters—the recipients of the tax; 
but an indirect benefit arises to the other bandit inte- 
rests, by securing the vote of Louisiana, to enable them 
to make similar exactions from the great planting interest 
ofthe country. Sir, is there any intelligent man who be- 
lieves that if. the. sugar planters were the only persons in 
the country seeking protection from Congress, ten votes, 
ay, a single vote, could be obtained beyond the limits of 
Louisiana, in favor of an imposition of an annual tax of four 
millions of dollars for their benefit? No man believes it. 

If, then, this subject has nothing intrinsic to justify this 
tax, how does it acquire any additional merit by its con- 
nexion with other protected interests? > Sir, this tax has 
no merit, and ought instantly to be reduced to a merere- 
venue tax. Even then it would be more encouraged than 
all the other planting interests. Sir, I shall not stop to 
refute the allegation, so often put forth, that the home 
competition has reduced the price of sugar. _ I will offer 
one illustration, however. It has been seen that the whole 
domestic proportion bears about the same proportion. to 
the whole quantity of foreign sugar, as two or two and a 
half does to one hundred. Wow can such an immense 
mass of the foreign article be essentially affected in its 
price by an addition to the whole quantity of only two per 
cent,? Suppose a merchant has.on hand ninety-eight hogs- 
heads of sugar, each worth one hundred dollars, but ano- 
ther merchant brings into the same market two hogsheads, 
making the supply greater than the demand—in that case 
the price must fall; but how much?. Certainly not to an 
extent exceeding the whole value of the two hogsheads. 
Why not? Because, rather than let the price go lower, 
so as to affect the ninety-eight hogsheads, the owner of 
them would find it his interest to buy up the two hogs- 
heads, or, what is equivalent, would withhold from the 
market two of his own. Now how stands.the case? The 

*ninety-eight hogsheads are worth nine thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars; but two hogsheads come into market, and 
are about to reduce the price: two-hogsheads of the nine- 
ty-eight are withheld, and the price remains firm, and the 
ninety six brought into market are worth nine thousand 
six hundred dollars: and so it is demonstrated that if the 
two hogsheads reserved are entirely lost, which, in prac- 
tice, would not be the fact, yet the loss, by the increased- 
supply of two percent. is only one hundred and ninety- 
six dollars, equal to two per cent. upon the value of the 
whole. : ee erent : 

Apply these principles to the. price of the whole sup- 
ply in all the markets of the:world, and the results will 
be similar, in truth, identical—that is to say, as our whole 
domestic produce is only two or two and 4 half per cent. 
of the whole supply of the article; so: the introduction of 


ours into the markets of the world could lower-the price 
at most only two or.two and a half per gent. And yet 
we see, by reference to. the prices, that brown sugar, 
which, in 1816, was worth from twelve to sixteen, is now 
worth only from six to eight cents; and,.in Cuba, the 
qualities which, in 1816:and 1817, were worth from six to 
eight cents, are now selling at from two to three cents. 
The allegation, therefore, seems to me, as I think it must 
seem to all impartial persons, as utterly preposterous, in 
the sense, and to the extent, put forth... The causes of - 
‘the reduction of prices, which have alike affected protect- 


ed and unprotected articles, lie much deeper than the tariff 
laws of 1818, 1824, and. 1828. -I will-not now stop to in- 
vestigate them. * oe f 

Sir, the views which I have’ presented in relation to the 
article of sugar, with others which might. be suggested to 
enhance our detestation of the inequality, injustice, and 
profligacy. of this system, apply with equal, ar nearly 
equal force to all the other protected articles; to iron, 
hemp, wool, coarse woollens, &c. These favored classes 
of industry are bountied and thrive, while all other classes 
bear the burden and dwindle... Agriculture, the great 
paramount interest, is taxed to exhaustion; he who toils in 
the earth, and he who ploughs the main, are: plundered, 
ander color of law, of their legitimate profits, to sustain 
a band of monopolists, who, by contrivance and concert, 
have drawn. into their views a majority of the country, 
and affect to give law to political parties, and have long 
since assumed a tone of dictation to Congress and the 
Executive. -~ Is it possible, sir, that this state of things can 
endure? ` Is it possible that the people, an overwhelming 
majority of whom are laborers, and derive their support 
from the cultivation of the carth, can be much longer - 
gulled into acquiescence, or dragooned into submission-— 
that they will sustain a policy, the effect of which is to 
make the rich richer, and the poor poorer? 

‘The great difficulty, and the only difficulty, consists in 
opening .the eyes of the. people to their true condition. 
The most of them have been too much engaged in their 
necessary avocations to study and to comprehend. this 
multifarious subject. It is the interest of monopolists, of 
capitalists—of all those who consume more of the fruits 
of the earth, than they produce by the sweat of their 
brow——to disseminate false opinions, to league together in 
appropriating to themselves the bounties conferred by the 
Government, or in speculating upon the distresses occa- 
sioned by this ruinous and accursed policy, 5 

Sir, I regard the adoption of the present mode of taxa- 
tion as the deepest and most unfortunate error of-the 
sages who formed and adopted the constitution. It is so . 
artfully disguised: that it may insinuate itself into the com- 
munity, reach every class and condition of society, di- 
minish the profits of labor, and impair the springs of 
industry, unseen, and almost unsuspected. It enhances 
the price of almost every thing—of the “salt that seasons 
the poor man’s dish, the iron that points his plough, the 
woollen that covers his’ body, the glass that lights. his 
dwelling, the beverage that slakes his thirst; it burdens 
almost all the comforts and enjoyments of his. life, in 
eating, in drinking, in his raiment, in walking, in riding, 
and wm sleeping; and, in articulo mortis, it clings to the 
coffin that receives his mortal remains, and the spade that 
prepares his last home, where he may sleep with his 
fathers, and mingle with mother earth. Sir, this indirect 
taxation has operated as a withering blight upon all the 
fruits of Southern industry—it is converting the finest 
region of the earth into hopeless sterility and comparative 
desolation. i 

Look, sir, at-the. relative condition of the grand divi- 
sions of this confederacy at the adoption of the constitu- 
tion. The North.and East were not only comparatively 
but. positively poor: “the South, with a genial climate and 
a kindly soil, was teeming with the rich fruits of the earth, 
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and. rejoicing in the midst of abundance. `The export of) guage and confusion of, ideas—* that’a national debt isa 
the raw material of the.plantation States gave employment | public blessing.” ‘Sir, it has been a blessing to that great 


to the principal part of our foreign tonnage; and streams 
of wealth: ‘were pouting’ in from every quarter of the 
globe,:upon that delightful region. But, sir, the first 
great act under the new Government—the furiding of the 
débt.of the revolution--laid the foundation of a system of 
policy, and gave efficiency to a mode of taxation, which 
have’ enriched regions ‘naturally poor, and impoverished 
regions naturally rich. G V 

How has this stränge, and, at the first view, almost 
incredible result been effected? Itha’ grown out of the 
diversity of: pursuits in these great sections, acted upon 
by:a,mode of taxation onerous to one and beneficial to the 
other. j re > : ` 

“In the. early périod of the Government, the whole war 
debt of the revolution was funded: a large portion of it 
belonged to the Northern ‘and Eastern States, and their 


section of this country which has been: cheeréd and invi- 
gorated by its refreshing streams; but a positive evil upon 
the whole region of the South. -It enables us also to un- 
derstand something of the motives of that ridicule and de- 
nunciation which have been levelled at the present Chief 
Magistrate, for his avowed anxiety to extinguish that debt, 
and relieve the people from a portion of their burdens. 
Sir, the extinguishment of the national debt will be felt 
as an evil by the monopolists and capitalists of the North 
and East; inasmuch as an annual flow of ten or twelve mil- 
lions of dollars, in that direction, will be discontinued; and 
inasmuch ‘as longer. necessity for high taxes ceasing, an 
apprehension of reduction, at the moment when so much 
capital is:let loose, will. beget difficulty and anxiety in 
making investments in pursuits highly profitable or exor- 
bitantly bountied. Sir, this part of the subject awakens 


citizens became purchasers of much thelargest portion of [painful reminiscences of the tendency of Governments in 


the residue; that is to say, the whole debt of the United 
States, contracted by the old Congress, and the war debt 
of the several States, were made the debt of the new 
Government. It issued certificates, subject to be trans- 
ferred, which were held by the creditors, and the interest 
was regularly paid; in like manner as shares are held in a 
bank, and interest paid to the stockholders. 

The people to the South, then unburdened by excessive 
taxation, could make larger profits upon a capital invested 
in land and slaves than the interest upon thepublic funds. 
They, therefore, instead of purchasing, were anxious to 
sell their Government stock, and invest the proceeds in 
the planting business. In the North and East, agricultural 
labor being less productive, the people there were anxious 
to invest their means in Government stock. ‘rhe interest, 
therefore, upon the whole public debt was flowing regu- 
larly to the North and East; and when we reflect that at 
least three-fourths of the taxes raised for the payment of 
principal and interest, were levied upon the South, and 
the whole amount disbursed in the North and East, in the 
extinguishment of the principal and interest of the debt; 
and when we reflect that this combined operation has 
beeri applied to the debt of the revolutionary war; that 
for the purchase of Louisiana; the immense war debt of 
1812, °15; and that for the purchase of Florida--we shall 
begin to discern some of the great causes which have 
forced the profits of labor to flow from the South to the 
North and East, in a deep, strong, and steady current, 
not wholly unlike the great gulf stream of the ocean. It 
is in this way that the unequal action of the Government 
has more than counterbalanced the bounties of Providence; 
that those delightful regions of the South, upon which 
Heaven seemed to have smiled with beneficence, are 
silently. passing into decay and sterility, while the frozen 
North is unlocking its arms to receive the fruits of our 
industry, andis every where exhibiting evidences of pros- 
perityy and monuments of wealth and greatness. This 
view of the subject suggests a train of melancholy reflec- 
It exhibits, in the strongest light, the diverse and 
conflicting interests of great sections of the country, and 
confirms the conviction that this indirect taxation, through 
the medium of imposts, reduce it as you may, even to the 
minimum of the necéssities of the Government, will-still 
operate asà perpetual drain upon the profits of Southern 
labor-—upon the exporting States--and_ transfer its bene- 
fits to the Nortli and East, or non-exporting States. It also 
affords a solution-of the fact of the constant and steady 
opposition of the plantation States to high taxes and pro- 
digal expenditures; and the equally steady and persever- 
ing efforts of other great sections of the confederacy to 
augment the revenue, and squander the surplus in appro- 
ptiations to all sorts of objects. It enables us also to com- 


ptehend, in some measure, that political paradox~-which, | 
to a simple and’ plain man, inyolyes a perversion of lan- 


the tariff system and the tariff majorities. 


other countries and other times--of the humiliating fact, 
illustrated upon almost every page of history, that alt Go- 
vernments have been so cunningly devised and curiously 
constructed, as to burden the many and benefit the few— 
to increase the strength of the powerful, and perpetuate 
the feebleness of the weak. We had believed that our 
revolution, which was achieved for the sake of principle, 
and not to escape from practical oppression, had opened 
upon the world brighter hopes. _ We had hoped that our 
constitution, which rests upon the immutable rights of man, 
and the principles of eternal justice, would guaranty to 
feebleness support and protection, and impose upon the 
powerful wholesome and efficient restraints. Sir, we 
have long enjoyed this.pleasing delusion; but‘is it not de- 
lusion? 5 

Toa superficial observer, ours seems to be, in fact, what 
it isin theory, a Government’of the many for the benefit 
of the many. A closer investigation discloses the truth, 
that itis, ‘practically, a Governmentof the smallest possible 
majority over the largest possible minority—that the 
largest minority is laid under contribution to augment the 
aggregate of exactions, and the majority is let down tothe 
lowest safe point, to enhance the value of the dividends; 
and that this majority, thus small and effective, is, in fact, 
wielded by a combination of monopolists, capitalists, and 
adventuring politicians, who divide among themselves the 
richest spoils of their triumphs, and throw but a crumb— 
if, deed, so much—to the mere serfs of party. And, sir, 
where is the check upon combinations for selfish and un- 
principled exactions? ‘The check of responsibility entire- 
ly fails; for, though the dominant majority is responsible 
to their immediate constituents, yet they are under no re- 
sponsibility to. the millions who. are laid under contribu- 
tiom There is no responsibility of the parts to each other. 
Hence, in a widely extended confederacy, embracing large 
sections of dissimilar and conflicting interests, combinations 
upon the selfish principles may be formed without fear of 
responsibility, and grind into the very dust large and flou- 
rishing regions. This has ‘been the précise operation of 
Sir, I say it 
with deep reluctance, but I feel it my solemn duty to say 
it, that I can scarcely conceive of any Government more dan- 
gerous than one which enables irresponsible and profli- 
gate majorities, in a widely extended country, inviting to 
depredation and rapine, by dissimilar and conflicting inte- 
rests, tolay under contribution whole sections, and all the 
profits of industry peculiar to those sections. 

Sir, itis this view of the subject which is most deeply 
interesting to every individual who lives by the cultiva- 
tion of the earth in the Southern States. The whole 
South ‘is subjected toa system of exaction, such as has 
never been long borne by any free people on the globe. 
I shall endeavor to illustrate this position, not by a* resort 
to political metaphysics, but by presenting those facts and 
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considerations which lie upon the surface of things, and 
are level to the meanest capacity. f : : 
Looking into the tables of our domestic exports, I take 
a year, whichis believed to be a fair average of their re- 
lative proportions, in all respects, for several years. 
The whole exports of the United States, for that year, 
of the growth and produce of the United States, amount 


to - ere Š - os - - , $49,874,070 
Of that whole amount, the articles of Ea 
Southern production’ only amount as fol- — 
lows, to wit: i x 
- The rice to - = - $1,553,482 
Cottonto - - - a 24,035,058 
Tobacco to =- - < 6,222,837 
For wheat, naval stores of all 
sorts, and. other exports. 
from the South, cannot be_ 
preciscly ascertained, but 
is believed to be about - 5,000,000 
- ~ 36,811,080 
$13,062,990 


From the foregoing statement, it appears that the South- 
ern States, comprising not one-third of the whole popula- 
tion of the Union, actually export annually, to foreign 
countries, near three-fourths-of the whole export of do- 
mestic growth and production.. How is it, sir, that, with 
such an immense export, the South is growing poorer? 
How is it that the Northern population, comprising two- 
thirds of the whole population, export not more than óne- 
fourth, and yet are abounding in all the comforts and 
luxuries of foreign countries, and increasing daily in pros- 
perity? How are the North enabled to buy and consume 
such a proportion of foreign imports? It is rot because 
they buy them with produce exported. No, sir. It is 
not by means of invading their capital, that they are en- 
abled so to multiply their enjoyments. -They are too pru- 
dent for that, and, besides, their. career to prosperity is 
constantly onward. Then, sir, how is it. that they can 
consume nearly two-thirds of the whole importation, when 
they do not send abroad, of their own produce, one-third 
of the value of that which they consume, and when they 
do notinvade their capital? Sir, the most that they would 
be entitled to, isthe value of their exports, enhanced by 
ve profits of freight upon exports and imports; and yet 

hey 
their exports and freight. How is it done? 
the instrumentality 
explain. i . 

The tariff, by enhancing the pricé of the foreign. arti- 
cle to the whole amount of the duty, enables the domes- 
tic manufacturer to bring his manufactures, of Jike kind, 
into the market, and sell them for a price equal, or nearly 
equal to the foreign article, burdened as it is with a high 
duty. The domestic article is sent to the South, and 
sold for high profits, and drains off, in that way, a large 
part of the income of the Southern planter, for his cotton 
and tobacco; 


It is through 
ofthe tariff system, which I will not 


and these profits, so made by the manufac-|lionsa year. 


— = a 
foreign exchanges, are burdened with a tax of forty-five 
percent. The products of Northern labor, as they are 
used in foreign exchanges, are entirely free from tax; 
hence an inequality which, in. the long run, must of ne- 
cessity be-ruinous to the South. 5 

Again: The. Southern planter, who makes a bale of 
cotton, is just as much entitled to it as the Northern ma- 
nufacturer, who makes'a piece.of cloth, is entitled to his 
cloth. ‘This is conceded on. all hands: for-both the bale 
of cotton and the piece of cloth are. the: fruits of their 
labor respectively. i, oa re 

But both. wish to carry their articles into market—and 
both are permitted to do it free of tax. But mark the 
consequence.. The planter sends his cotton to Liverpool 
to exchange for cloth; but when he brings his cloth home, 


_ {he is stopped at the custom-house, and told that he must 


surrender forty-five yards in the hundred. The planter 
then retains only fifty-five yards, though he has honestly 
earned one hundred. The Northern manufacturer is not 
only permitted to keep his whole piece of one hundred 
yards, but, by the intervention of the tariff, he is enabled 
to. sell it at an advance of forty ox forty-five per cent. 
upon the natural price, How then stands the case? Here 
are two men, who haveeach earned one hundred yards of 
cloth by their labor, worth one hundred dollars per piece 
at the natural price—I mean, by natural price, the cost of 
production. ‘The Southern man is compelled to give up 
forty-five yards, andsis permitted to keep fifty-five yards, 
worth fifty-five dollars. The Northern manufacturer is 
not only permitted to keep his hundred yards, worth one 
hundred dollars, but, by-the aid of the tariff, he is ena- 
bled to sell his one hundred yards, say for one hundred 
and forty dollars. That is, the one hundred dollars worth 
of labor of the-Southern man is, in the Jong run, by the 
intervention of the tariff, made to be worth eighty-five 
dollars less than the one hundred dollars worth of labor 
of the Northern manufacturer.. I exclude any enhance-. 
ment of the price of the, fifty-five yards, because, in-the 
practical operation, they are purchased for consumption. 
Is it possible- to` conceive a case of more revolting hard- 
ship? And yet this illustrates truly the operation of the 
tariff. To do equal justice, the Government, as it taxes 
by impost the Southern man’s piece of cloth when, im- 
ported, should also tax by excise the Northern manufac- 


puter s piece to the same amount; and wherefore, ought 
| 


not this to be the case? Has not'the Southern. man just 


consume more than double the whole amount ofjas much earned by his labors his. piece, as the Northern 


manufacturer has earned his by-his labor? This is one of 
the bitter fruits of indirect taxes. And. to whatever 
amount the revenue may be reduced, the same principle 
will act, and the like results, to that extent, will be. pro- 
duced. Sir, thisis the great secret of the ruinous transfer 
of the profits.of Southern labor, to augment the prosperity 
of the North and East. 24 

Again: It is said that the consumer pays the, import 
duties. Though not assenting to that. proposition, I will 
assume that principle in this argument. The Government 
collects a revenue upon imports of, say twenty-three mil- 
. The South exports three-fourths of the pro- 


turer, enable him to consume of the foreign importation. | ducts, which are exchariged: for the imports upon which 


Now the average of all the duties has been accurately. 
calculated, and it exceeds forty-five per cent. The South, 
therefore, pays upon all they consume either forty-five 


jthese twenty-three millions are levied; that is to say, 


seventeen millions of the-duties are levied: on goods ex- 
changed for the products of Southern labor. . Repeal the 


per cent. upon the price, if it be the foreign article, or tariff, and the. South would be entitled to consume or to: 


about the same amount in 
mestic article. 


the duties on imports, that the North extracts from the 


the enhanced price of the do- 


sell three-fourths of the imports. But, under existing 


It is in this enhanced price, produced by | circumstances, say the South consumes one-half the im- 


ports, then the South, as consumers, pay duties or taxes 


Soun a mee share of their profits of planting; and by | of eleven anda half millions. The other half is consumed 
he use of these profits, so extracted, the North.is enabled lin the North and East; that is to say, they are consumed 


to substitute itself for the South, and consume the im- 
ports, which, in the absence of the tax, would have been 
the legitimate fruits of Southern labor. 
the products of Southern ‘labor, as 


partly in consideration of their exports, and of. course 
pay, as consumers, six millions of dollars; but the North 


In other words, and East-are also to consume the residue of the imports, 


as. they are used in the [upon which five and a half millions ‘of duties are to be 
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paid. : Now, how are the non-exporting States either to - 


. pay the five anda half millions;.or-to acquire the whole im- 
ports, upon: which that sumis levied? peta a 
“It is done precisely in the manner before stated; that 
is.to say,-although the South-pays ‘only half the taxes in 
the first instarice; (or any other proportion, which, what- 

_ ever it maybe, is wholly immaterial, and leaves: wholly 
unaffected ‘the truth of the argument; ) still the South has 
suffered the-North to extract from the profits of Southern 
labor, by the enhanced prices-of the domestic manufac- 

ture, a sum that enables the North to substitute itself as a 
consumer in place of the South, and actually to enjoy the 
fruits of which the ‘South has been most unjustly stripped 
by means of the tariff. 

So that, in fact, ‘the South pays, directly and indirectly, 
upon consumption, near. three-fourths, exceeding two- 
thirds, of the wholerevenue of the Government collected 
upon imports. To give entire accuracy to the statement, 
it is. necessary to deduct the amount of freight, and the 
taxes upon the amount consumed by those who substitute 
themselves as consumers, by reason of sales of unprotect- 
ed articles in the South,-the principal of which consists of 
live stock. i 

When we advert, sir, not only to the ruinous inequality 
in levying the taxes of this Government, but also to that 
other and more unequal operation--the disbursement of at 
Jeast three-fourths of that revenue ‘in the non-exporting 
States, we shall be able to discern the causes which have 
produced resilts so advantageous to the tariff States, and 
so disastrous to the planting States. 

Sir, it would be an alleviation of these evils, severe as 
they are upon a great scction of the Union, if we could 
know that, this policy augments the national wealth and 
the national prosperity. But, sir, such is not the fact. It 
is susceptible of demonstration, that this policy diminishes 
the aggregate of national wealth. 

It commends itself to the approbation of its friends, not 
as the means of increasing that wealth, but as the instru- 
ment of à forced and unnatural transfer of the profits of) 
agriculttiral labor; to enhance the capital and profits of 
the manufacturing interest.. But, sir, that an augmenta- 
tion of the wealth of the nation is not the consequence 
of these protecting duties, I beg leave to read a passage 
from a work of one of the most able, sagacious, and pro- 
found political economists,* that this or any other country 
ever produced--of one, whose capacious ‘mind, and as- 
tonishing powers, have undergone a rectification by forty 
years of experience in public life; and the monuments of 
whose genitis- will attract the admiration of posterity, 
when the. works of some of his bitterest revilers shall 
have dropped from the memory of man. ‘The argument 
is clear, compressed, ‘and demonstrative. 

s A Government which acknowledges the- principle, 
that no individual can be divested of his property for" pub- 


lic purposes without indemnity, cannot claim the right to} 


that indirectly, which itis forbidden to do directly. A sys- 
tem calculated to lay permanent burdens, greatly unequal 
and-oppressive on. some classes of society, or on a parti- 
cular section of the country, would be radically unjust, 
and altogether indefensible, even though it might beat- 
tended with some advantages to the community considered 
as a whole. But whether such advantages are in fact 
realized; whether, on any supposition, they ever can pro- 
duce a profit equal to the actual national loss arising even 
from.the indispensable duty of twenty to twenty-five per 
cent.;.must-be first examined. ane 

se Jt js self-evident that the industry of a country is most 
profitably employed; `or, in other words, that a country 
acquires the greatest wealth, and its general prosperity is 
most advanced, in proportion as its capital and labor are 
most productive. i ` 3 


* Mr. Gallatin. 
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€ Itis not less obvious that, if a given amount of capital 
and labor produces in the same. time.a less quantity of a 
certain commodity than could have been purchased with ~ 
that quantity. of another article, which might have been 
produced in the same ‘time by the same amount of capital 
and labor, : it isa national loss equal to the difference be- 
tween the quantity.-produced and that which might have 
been purchased with the proceeds of the same capital and 
labor otherwise applied. -> > 

« With one thousand bushels of, wheat, worth one dol- 
lar a bushel, one thousand yards of cloth, of a certain qua- 
lity, may be purchased. Ifthe capital and Jabor employed, 
or which might be employed, in producing the thousand 
bushels of wheat, do, when applied to the production of 
similar cloth, produce in the same time one ‘thousand 
yards, there is neither comparative gain or loss in that ap- 
plication of capital and labor. But if, thus applied, it pro- 


Lduces only eight hundred yards, there is an actual nation- 


al loss of two hundred yards, equal to two hundred dollars, 
or two hundred bushels of wheat, since the same labor 
and capital, if applied to the production of wheat, would 
have produced one thousand bushels, with which one 
thousand yards of the.cloth might have been purchased.” 
To make this demonstration-clearer, if that be possible, 
let us take a nearer view of the application of these prin- 
ciples to the actual state of things. It is desirable to have 
home establishments for the manufacture of coarse wool- 
lens. ‘The manufacturer says he cannot go into it, as, 
without protection, it will be a losing business: that he can 
make more money in other pursuits than he can in the 
manufacture of coarse woollens. The Government, how- 
ever, determines to have home establishments, and lays a- 
tax of fifty per cent. op all imported coarse woollens. 
The manufacturer goes into the business, not because, if 
let alone, he could make as much money at it as in other 
employments, but-because the Government, by increasing 
the price of the foreign article fifty. per cent., enables him 
to-sell the home article at-fifty per cent. above the natural 
price. Itis clear, therefore, that all-who go into the busi- 
ness have been induced, by the intcMerence of Govern- 
ment, to abandof a more profitable, for a pursuit, in the 
absence of such interference, less profitable. ‘The na- 
tional loss is exactly the original difference between the 
old and the new pursuit. But the Government makes up 
that difference to the manufacturer, and often much more 
than makes it up. How does the Government make it up? 
Why, by taxing all the consumers of the foreign article, 
and thereby enabling the manufacturer, by increasing his 
prices, to tax the consumers of the domestic article. The 
result of which operation is twofold: first, a national loss, 
by substituting an unproductive for a productive pursuit. 
Secondly, aloss imposed upon the great body of consum- 
ers, for the individual benefit of a few manufacturers, 
to enable them to pursue a business which not only. im- 
pairs the national wealth, bet which also enriches them. 
But, sir, Lam aware that this reasoning is too unambi- 
ticus‘and’ too minute to mingle itself with the magnificent 
conceptions of the Senator from Kentucky. He disdains 
to push the powers of-analysis to that high point, from 
which the eye may take in the very clements of these 
complex questions of political economy: unpretending 
accuracy is beneath the aspirations of his ambitious ge- 
nius. a 
That Senator opens his speech by adverting to the seven 
years next preceding the tariff of 1824 as being the most 
disastrous, and the scven years- succeeding as ‘the most 
prosperous, in the history of this country. The distress 
of the former period is ascribed to the want of protection, 
and the prosperity of the latter is represented as the effect 
of the protective system. Sir, nothing canbe more loose 
and inconclusive than this general statement. But, was the 
pecuniary distress, experienced in this country during the 


| ycars 1819, °20, 21, and 722, occasioned by the want ofa 
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high protective system? If so, why did not England es- 
cape, which was literally barricadoed by restrictions and 
- prohibitions? Sir, the causes of that distress lay much 

deeper; the effects were first developed in Europe, and 


were there experienced in all the gradations of depres-| 


sion, stagnation, and, finally, of universal, uncxampled, 
and overwhelming distress. Those causes operated upon 
the whole commercial world; their influence reached this 
country, and combining here with other causes peculiar to 
ourselves, produced general depression and much distress. 

The wars of the French revolution had convulsed the 
continent of Europe for twenty-five years; the arts of 
peace, and the pursuits of civil life, were neglected or 
abandoned, and every country, in turn, became the thea- 
tre of war. The insular situation of England enabled her 
to occupy a commanding position: for, while she, as one 
of the belligerent Powers, made prodigious efforts on 
land, her navy swept the ocean, her commerce pervaded 
every quarter of the globe, and hér workshops supplied 
the whole of Europe. Notwithstanding her’ prodigious 
expenditures, it may be well questioned whether she had 
ever enjoyed, in so eminent a degree, all the appearances 
of prosperity. At the fall of Napoleon, France was cover- 
ed with all the armies of Europe; the immense expendi- 
ture of public money created a demand for every thing, 
and prices went up tothe very highest point: England 
participated most largely in this apparent prosperity. Her 
paper system--the Government expenditures--the sus- 
pension of specie payments—the consequent.depreciation 
of the circulating medium, together with the unexampled 
influx of wealth from the continent of Europe, as the re- 
ward of manufacturing industry—ali combined to give a 
highly artificial value to every species of property, and 
the appearance of the highest degree of general prospe- 
rity. Her stupendous resources, stimulating to preterna- 
tural efforts her commercial and manufacturing interests, 
gave her an energy—a momentum--which carried her for- 
ward for several years, without much apparent diminution. 

The armies of Europe were disbanded, and became 
producers: every department of labor soon became over- 
stocked; Government expenditures ecased; specie pay- 
ments were resumed; and a reaction ensued, every where 
exhibiting the most appalling distresses. This country 


felt the reaction in the sudden depression of the price of 


every article of exportation. The’ paper system—the 
most fatal curse to the prosperity of this country, had 
pervaded every portion of this Union; every county town 
and parish was inundated with bank notes, at a ruinous 
depreciation, and every species of property had risen to 
the highest price. Deluded by false, appearances, and 
the facility of procuring money, the spirit of speculation 
was excited—large debts incautiously contracted—when 
this sudden depression of prices came upon the country 
as a paralysis, and all those distresses of which the most 
of us retain a vivid and painful recollection. Among the 
causes of that distress, the paper system was undoubtedly 
the most effective and most pernicious; and, where the 
system of banking was pushed to the greatest extent, the 
greatest distress was invariably found. 

Sit, whatever of prosperity we have enjoyed since 
41824, instead of being in consequence of the tariff, has 
been in despite of it. We are yet a young and vigorous 
republic, in the finest region of the globe, with free in- 
stitutions, and a hardy, industrious, honest, and enterpris- 
ing people. With so many favoring circumstances, it is al- 
most impossible to arrest our career; particular sections 
may be injured, but, asa whole, our course must be on- 
ward. But our growth, our prosperity, and our great- 
ness, are all ascribed to the tariff of 1824, and the * bill 
of abominations” of 1828—that prohibitory system, which 
has been alike the reproach and the curse of Spain, the 
country, of all others, in which it has béen :smost fondly 


and drugged a young giant, who grows apace in spite of 


the poisons, ascribe to the medicaments his expandhig 
form, his gigantic dimensions, and. his compactness and 
power of muscle. = , ; 
Sir, the Senator from Kentucky has given you a rapid 
and vigorous sketch of-the history of the tariff system; he 
adverted to the act of 1789, as having “f sanctioned the 
principle; he deplored the causes growing out of the 
French revolution, which obstructed this salutary policy; 
and remarked the singular coincidence ‘of the recurrence 
of this subject at. the interval of every four years, from 
1816 to 1832. Sir, I was stirprised that the plainest prin- 
ples of association did not awaken his attention to a similar 
recurrence of another great question at similar intervals. 
I was surprised that it did not occur to the recollection of 
the Senator, that the tariff policy, now forthe fifth time, 
is agitated and discussed immediately upon the eve of the 
presidential election; that the tocsin is sounded, and the 
banner unfurled, at the precise moment when a rally is to 
be made for the great and final struggle. Sir, this view 
of the subject calls up a train of melancholy reflections. 
It suggests the facility of combination of great pecuniary 
with great political interests, to seize upon ‘the G 1 
ment, and divide among themselves its patronage“and: its 
bounties. It suggests painful doubts, whether. the Prési- 
dent-making faculty is not & power so _preponderating in 
our political machinery, that, when’ violently excited, it 
may not derange its harmonious action, or prove destruc- 
tive of its organization. pee 

The Senator from Kentucky defends the protective sys- 
tem, upon the broad ground that it is the only policy effect- 
ually counteractive of an unfavorable balance of trade. 
Sir, I had not expected to hear this exploded doctrine in- 
troduced into this debate. 1 had supposed it would have 
been suffered to sleep with the statesmen of the Tudors 
and the Stuarts. It finds no abiding place in Europe. It 
is the jest and the scoff of her practical statesmen, as well 
as her writers upon political economy—save only in fallen, 
impoverished, and devoted Spain; where much may be 
found common to her and the defenders of the American 
system. ‘What, sir, is meant by the balance of trade? It 
is that commercial intercourse in which the importation 
exceeds the exportation. j 

The Senator from Kentucky states that, in the last ten 
years and three-quarters, our exports to Great Britain 
were two hundred and seventy-three millions of dollars; 
that our imports, during the same time, were three hun- 
dred and twenty millions—giving an excess of imports of 
fifty-seven millions, which he sets down as clear loss, and 
‘exclaims emphatically, “t How can the United States sus- 
tain themselves under this ruinous trade?” Sir, the fallacy 
of this argument consists in supposing, when the value of 
imports exceeds the value of exports, that a debt is con- 
tracted to the amount of the difference; whereas, in a fair 
commerce, prosecuted by a country with a commercial 
marine of her own, the value of imports, for a series of 
years taken together, will be equal to the aggregate value 
of exports and freights. i : 

In a single commercial operation, if the. value of-im- 
ports is just equal to the value of exports, it is clear that 


there is a loss to the whole amount ‘of freight. Yet this, 


according to the doctrine of the balance of trade, is neither 
a gainful-nor a losing business. Again: If, in a single 
operation, the value of imports is less than the value of 
exports, this, according to the balance of trade, is a gain- 
ful commerce, though he who receives areturn cargo less 
valuable than the outward, feels sorely that itis a losing 
business. So, if, instead of a single case, in all the com- 
mercial operations of a country, the value of imports shall 
be less than the value of exports, it is said the balance of 
trade is favorable; whereas nothing is more demonstrative 
than, when the value of all the return cargoes is less than 


cherished. Sir, as well might the empiric, wlio had dosed |the value of all the outward, that it is a losing business. 
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,On.the other hand, if, in a single operation, the value| of Government. Butisit nottyranny, the most odious and 
of the return cargo is greater than that of the outward, detestable, to deprive one of the parts, without equivalent, - 
and out of: the. return’ cargo’ the merchant pays for the} of all its natural advantages, to bestow them on another? 
outward, and all the expenses of the voyage, still retain-} Sir, it is an utter misconception of the true nature of 
ing in his hands a large residue, the balance of trade, says| Government, to suppose it is instituted to confer bounties, 
hè, is growing poorer, while he feels that he is growing|and do acts of munificence. Government has nothing of 
richer. So, while all the individuals of a nation, by like|its own togive, and it can only give to one by taking from 
operations, are growing richer, the balance of trade says|another, which, if done without equivalent, is naked, pal- 
the nation is'growing poorer. pable injustice. The South asks. fornothing. The North 
Nothing can be more unfair and delusive than, from ais clamorous for protection, which, if it mean any thing, 
list of our exports to, and imports from, a given country, | means that the Government. shall give that which it has 
to pronounce upon that intercourse as being either gain-|not, but that which it shall take from others. 
ful or losing. This is.manifest when we consider the di-| The Senator from Kentucky has said that the doctrine 
rect and indirect trade—the circuitous voyages, finding so of free trade is a. mere revival of the British colonial sys- 
many intermediate. points, and complicating its concerns|tem, forced upon us during our colonial vassalage. I must 
with so many new interests. É ` confess my utter astonishment at the introduction of such 
Permit me to illustrate this view, by reference to a case |a topic, in support of this system of restrictions., I should 
which actually happened a few years ago. , Bear in mind) be wholly unable to account for it, had I not seen the dig- 
that the fact to be ascertained is, whether our fur trade tof nity of deliberation descend from the region of argument 
the Northwest coast of America is gainful or losing; ac-|to a level with the passions. The Senator, upon the re- 
cording to this notion of the balance of trade. , flection of.a moment, cannot fail to perceive the glaring 
“A ship. fitted out from New England, with a cargo worth | error into which be has fallen. That the reverse of the 
about'five thousand dollars, for the fur trade on the North- proposition is precisely the fact—that success in this pro- 
west coast of America, got a cargo of furs, proceeded on jtective policy is but to substitute New England for Old 
her voyage to China, exchanged them. for teas, silks, &c. | England—so that the former may now burden a frec peo- 
and. brought home a cargo worth nearly two hundred ple, as the latter formerly did her colonial vassals. Let 
thousand.dollars. ‘This, according to the balance of trade, | me examine ita moment. What difference is there be- 
< was a-most ruinous operation. The shrewd and enter-|tween England compelling her colonies to trade with her 
prising Yankee, understanding the fact, but not compre-|alone for their supplies of manufactures; and one section 
hending this philosophy, was willing to pocket the money, |of the Union, by virtue of high prohibitive duties, com- 
and surrender the theory to the champions of the Ameri-|pelling another to trade to that alone for all supplies of 
can. system. ‘ “ manufactured articles? Is not this the effect of the sys- 
Sir, the whole of this doctrine proceeds upon the hy- tem? Is it mitigated by the reflection that itis the brother 
pothesis that commercial intercourse is a species of gam-|of my blood who compels me to yield up the fruits of my 
bling operation—that the gain of one is the loss of another. jtoils, to gratify his spirit of rapacity? Is it mitigated by 
Lshall not stop to examine this hypothesis, but barely|the fact that the South is in effect cut off from the cheap- 
remark that it wasțan illiberal notion, entertained in the} est markets in the world, and is compelled to resort to the, 
earlier ages of commerce, that it has long since been ex-|dearest? Sir, the adoption of a system of complete pro- 
ploded, and is now universally denounced by an enlight-|tection is the. adoption of a system, as regards our pecu- 
ened political philosophy. niary interests, incomparably worse than that of colonial 
-The great object of contest between the respective |vassalage. Itis worse than colonial vassalage, precisely 
patties to this tariff question is, whether the tariff States|to the extent that the market of New England is worse 
shall furnish the planting States with manufactures, or the |than the market of Great Britain. Sir, what is the con- 
planting States furnish the tariff States. It is with pain—jdition of the laboring. classes at this day in Canada, in 
yes sir, it is with grief, that I consider the question in this respect to the taxes on the necessaries of life, when com- 
aspect. It presents a naked case of the reversal of the |pared with that of the laboring classes in this confederacy 
ordinations of benign Providence, by the tyrannical legis-|of freemen? NG 
lation of man.. My proposition is, that, in the absence of| I have an authentic document before me, which exhi- 
restrictions, the South would import and furnish (or could |bits the monstrous difference. [Here Mr. M. read the 
do it) the tariff States with the chief part of their sup-|document, showing.that in Canada only. two and a half 
plies of manufactures. per cent. duties were paid on cotton goods, silks, wool- 
Owing to.the.dense. population of England, the abun-|lens, linens, earthen, China and. glass ware, hardware, 
dance of fuel, the inexhaustible mines, the perfection ofjrolled iron; while, in the United States, the duties on the 
machinery, the cheapness of labor, and the invigorating |same articles, to be paid by the consumer, range from 
climate in-which the human animal can perform the great-|twenty-two per cent., the lowest to two hundred and fifty 
est possible amount of labor, upon the Jeast-possible|per cent. In Canada, saltis free; here, it is taxed. In 
amount of subsistence, the cost of production of almost|Canada, sugar is almost free.] Sir, it is true that the co~ 
every species of manufacture is a great deal less than it |lonial vassals of William the Fourth are taxed less than the 
is in this country. . The South would exchange the raw [laboring classes of the United States. 
material for the foreign article, which, enhanced in its ` Sir, the merry ploughman that follows his team with 
price by. the rate of exchange, storage, freight, commis-|buoyant spirits, and whistles as he goes in pure gladness 
sion, and every necessary. charge, would come into the |of heart, little dreams of the insidious process by which 
home market, (if free from impost duty,) and drive from |he and his little ones are stripped of the fruits of his toils. 
it all domestic competition. In truth, the foreign article | When sitting by his evening fireside, in the midst of all 
could be-sold in the home market at from fifteen to thirty|he loves upon earth, amusing simple infancy with the 
per cent. less than the similar domestic article. This is tales of other times; when recounting to the little prat- 
obvious from the fact that the manufacturer is now pro-|tlers that climb upon his knees, and press to his side, the 
tected by duties averaging more than forty-five per cent., exploits of his ancestors in the battles of liberty—-his 
and insists that any. material modification will destroy his| patriotism kindling and glowing as the narrative proceeds, 
` business, and involve him in bankruptcy. , _ [little--little does he Know that the.miners and sappers are 
The. duty, of every Government- is to extend equal lat work under the citadel of his libertics. But, sir, the 
protection to all the parts;. the correlative obligation is, |consolation offered to the South is, that she too may en- 
that all the parts shall contribute equally to the support|gage in manufacturing, and escape the evils of which she 
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complains-—may in that way throw off the thraldom of vas-| of affection putting forth its tiny tendrils, and clinging 


salage to the tariff monopolists. Those who offer. that 
alternative, know that it is but keeping the ‘word of 
promise to the ear, and breaking it to the hope;’ they 
know that it cannot be embraced without ruinous sacri- 
fice.’ They know that it would involve a sacrifice of at 
least half the ‘capital of the South, to withdraw it from 
planting, and invest it in new pursuits. And, sir, it is but 
frank to say that they neither expect it nor desire it. For 
though their philosophy might enable them to bear with 
commendable fortitude the loss of half our capital—for many 
things are more difficult than to bear with patience the 
misfortunes of others—yet what philosophy could bear 
the destruction of all its golden dreams? What mortgagee 
could look unmoved upon his mortgaged: estates, aban- 
doned, dilapidated, and rapidly~verging to -hopeless 
decay? I : 

There are those in the South that indulge in the delusion 
that we are capable of becoming a manufacturing people. 
That we might succeed, in the- interior, toa certain ex- 
tent, cannot be doubted. But that it could become the 
predominant interest, or that we should ever be able-to 
compete with foreign rivals, is wholly impossible. We 
are destitute of all the great elements: slave labor is too 
careless. Weare destitute of water power on the sea- 
board, of navigation to water power in the interior. We 
are destitute of coal, and that salubrity of climate neces- 
sary to preserve health, in the summer and autumnal 
months, in the fætid atmosphere of densely crowded fac- 
tories. And, above all, thank God! we are destitute of 
the cheap labor of a half starved, beggared, and depend- 
ent population, fit to be packed in factories to drag out a 
miserable slavish existence for the paltry equivalent of the 
bread that they eat, and the raiment that they wear. ` Sir, 
are these establishments favorable to liberty, or to morals? 
In other countries, these operatives are every way de- 
graded. In this, these establishments are too new to 
afford a fair sample of their bitter fruits. Is thefe not an 
immeasurable difference inthe scale of being, between 
him who plants his foot on his own soil, feeling a high and 
manly sense of his personal independence—the master of 
his own little domain—surrounded by a happy, industri- 
ous, and virtuous family; and the day-laborer, with a scat- 
tered family, toiling from sun to sun ina crowded factory, 
breathing its noxious and fætid air; dependent for his 
daily bread upon the master of the establishment; and 
cringing to his testy humors, or losing his place? Sir, I 
am told that the dependence is so complete, that, in the 
exercise of the highest franchise of a freeman, the will of 
the master is the law of the dépendents—they vote the 
calico ticket. 

The Senator from Kentucky drew a picture of a cotton 
factory, crowded with scores of delicate young females; 
he painted their “ruddy complexions,” ‘happy counte- 
nances,” and ‘‘clock-work regularity.” 

Sir, if the genius of that gentleman could have thrown 
into his picture the bold design and admirable grouping 
of Raphael, the delicate coloring of Titian, and the fas- 
cinating light and shadow of Rembrandt, it could not have 
been redeemed from revolting associations. I understand 
that more than twenty thousand little girls, from seven to 
fifteen years of age, are at this moment immured in these 
factories in the United States. : 

Who can contemplate, without pain, the hard fate of so 
many delicate young females, torn from a mother’s love 
and a mother’s care, immured in these factories, drudging 
and laboring in every sort. of contact, forced from the 
gambols of youthful innocence, and the gladness and 
sunshine of the heart overcast? Who ought not to de- 
nounce the accursed system that bribes the avarice of the 
parent to sacrifice the innocence of the child? I appeal 
to every parent who ever felt the gush of tenderness for 
these little innocents, who has watched the first baddings 


‘sequence of the tariff, but in spite of it. 


around his very heart-strings, whether he could find itin 
his heart to tear them from the scenes of their childhood— 
from the consecrated circle of family affections, and im- 
mure them in these laboratories, as the drudges, the 
slaves of capricious taskmasters. Sir, it is not in the na- 
ture of things that their minds and their affections should 
resist alltaint. ` i ay; 

Sir, I have already too much extended my remarks. I 
had designed to examine several other matters. I must 
refrain: I have determined to examine, and expose the 
fallacy of the position, that prices have been reduced by 
the tariff; and to show that they have fallen, not in .con- 
I had designed 
to examine the allegation of an increased ability to con- 
sume, growing out of the protective system, by enhancing 
the price of bread stuffs; and to show, as may be clearly 
shown, that the allegationis founded, 1st, in an error of 
fact, and 2d, in an error of reasoning. . I had designed 
to show that the most erroneous estimates have been made 
of the profits of the cotton producers. J had intended 
to show that the duties upon iron—the raw material~—had 
put out of profitable employment more than a hundred 
thousand of our most useful artisans, and transferred the 
labor to Birmingham, Sheffield, and other manufacturing 
towns in England. | I had designed to show that this sys 
tem, coupled with the paper system, isa close and sérvile 
imitation of the English—which is the most refined sys- 
tem of slavery in the world. The aristocracy holding: the 
church and state, with the infinitely various complication 
of place and pension, exact three hundred and fifty mil- 
lions of dollars annually~—equal to fifteen years’ income of 
this Government. Add to this the hundreds of ‘millions 
extracted by the corn laws and by banking and manufac- 
turing establishments, and we have an appalling aggregate. 
When we reflect that these sums are drawn from labor, 
without obligations on the part of the master to feed or 
clothe the laborer, and without sympathy for his distresses, 
we must be convinced that it is the most refined slavery, 
and is infinitely more grievous and oppressive than the 
very worst condition of negro slavery in this country. I 
never saw a negro pauper without shelter, clothing, and 
bread. This is an interesting topic; I regret that I have 
to pass it. I had designed to show that this system has 
brought into existence a set of men, unknown in better 
days, denominated ‘*shavers.” z 

For the information of our more fortunate brethren of 
the tariff States, I-will endeavor to convey some idea of 
this nondescript. A shaver is a little wolfish; he grows 
lean as others grow fat; he fattens as others become ema- 
ciated: To him general prosperity is as the parching 
drought of summer. His happiness springs’as blithesome 
from the misery of others, as the violet from the mound 
that covers the ashes of a hero. To him the sigh of dis- 
tress is ‘€ dulcet and harmonious breath;” and the tears of 
a ruined family, surrendering to him their patrimonial 
acres, and driven into the wide world houseless, penny- 
less, and friendless, are as the refreshing. and vivifying 
showers poured from the clouds of heaven into the burn- 
ing bosom of the earth. These, and others of kindred. 
pursuits, are almost the only allies, in respect to the tariff 
policy, that our Northern brethren can find in the South. 
In the early history of *‘shaving,” men, with some claim 
to respéct, engaged in the business. It is now become 
so odious, thatany one, of the least mark of respectability, 
shuns the imputation as he would the leprosy. It is fallen 
into other hands—the hands of harpies, compared with 
many of whom Shylock, the Jew, was tender-hearted, a 
man of honor, and a gentleman. $ 

I had designed to show the palpable absurdities and 
abominable frauds of the whole system of minimums. I 
had. intended. to show the strong inducements held out 
by this policy to illicit trade, and the general corruption 
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Where is it? I fear it is gone forever. Where is the . 
sentiment of the Slogen, once so dreadful to the enemy— 
t give me liberty, or give me.death!” Itis heard no more 
in the land. It is money—-money—give me money or —— 

Sir, if I could coin my heart into gold, and it were law- 
ful in the sight of Heaven, I would-pray God to give me 
firmness to do it, to save this Union from the fearful—the 
dreadful shock which I verily believe. impends. 

(Mr. M. delivered only part of the above on Tuesday, 
Tt was concluded the following: day, but is given here 
entire. ] 


of morals consequent upon. an extensive system of smug- 
gling. That smuggling.is now carriéd.on extensively. on 
the Canada, frontier, is notorious. $ had intended to show 
that the great.and patriotic West bear the burdens of this 
policy-witheut equivalent: that the taxes paid by them 
annually, in the. shape of duties, are more than. fourfold 
the whole amount of appropriations for internal improve- 
ments in every part of the Union: that their hope for 
indemnity in that shape is wholly delusive: that a part 
of the West has partially lost, by the ravages of the sys- 
‘tem, their best market for live stock. I pass these and 
other topics, not doubting that they will be discussed by 
other Senators, ina manner much more satisfactory than I 
could hope. to ‘do it. 

„Mr. President, there is one other topic which sheer 
justice seems tò require meto touch.. I mean the insinua- 
tion by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] that the 
present Chief Magistrate, on the north side of Mason-and 
Dixon’s. line,,was understood to hold one opinion on the 
tariff, and on the south side he was understood to hold 
another. -© As, I suppose, the honorable Senator well con- 
sidered the delicate -relation he bears to the head of the 
Government, and settled in his mind all the proprieties of 
such a reference, I shall refrain from any animadversion 
upon that point. Sir, I regret to touch this topic. Iam 
‘unwilling, in a discussion of the great. principles of this 
stupendous system, to mingle with it mere paltry, party 
interests. - It looks above and beyond this administration, 
or-any other, and all that belong to it. It is rapidly be- 
coming .a naked question of liberty. The sentiment is 
growing in-the South, and I trust it will grow more and 
more, that we will wear in our hearts no love for any ad- 
ministration that compels us to wear the chains of this 
system, 

But, sir, I think the honorable Senator did the Chief 

Magistrate great injustice. I never understood that but 
one opinion was entertained gn the subject. We all un- 
derstood him to be in favor of a system of protection. 
i Loving him as we did, admiring him as we must, rever- 
ing him as we ought, and confiding in him as we still 
delight to do, we, nevertheless, always remembered his 
opinions on'this subject, with deep regret. 

I will tell the honorable Senator the opinion of the 
South, as far as I understand it. We have Jong known 
the President to be in favor of a protective system. That 
opinion was first promulgated by him in North Carolina 
upon the eve of the presidential election of 1824, at the 
time he was-a candidate forthe Presidency, and when the 
excitement in that State was high against the policy. We 
have seen his recorded votes in this Senate, and his annual| resolution was passed. He thought it an improper mode 
message, all affirming the principles first laid before the] of paying respect to the memory of the deceased. He 
public. But we. believed he preferred his country to him-| was also uninformed how the expenses of the fete, if there 
self; that he would urge his policy no further than he] was to be one, were to be defrayed. He was willing to 
believed the great interests of the country required; and} excuse the honorable Senator from New Jersey, if he be- 
that he was wholly incapable of abusingit, either to acquire} lieves he could not, with propriety, consent to join in the 
or to retain power. Ina word, all believed him to be an} objects of the committee. 
honest man—firm, patriotic, and fearless. This isthe fort-| The question being put, it was decided in favor of ex- 
ress of his strength—the hearts of the people is the citadel] cusing the Senator. 
of his power. ‘ j [The committee on the part of the Senate ultimately 

But, sir, I dismiss this topic; the subject under consi-| consisted of Mr. Cuay, Mr. WersreR, Mr. POINDEXTER, 
deration is of far more weighty and far more durable im-| Mr. CnamrERs, and Mr. Biss. ] 
portance; and I pray God, that every man who loves his THE COLONIAL TRADE 


country may take it into grave and solemn consideration, 
that he may bring to it that spirit of conciliation and kind-| Mr. SPRAGUE submitted the following resolutions: 
Resolved, ‘That the late *‘ arrangement,” made between 


ness that becomes the descendants of those who stood side 
the Executive of the United States and Great Britain, 


by side, and poured out their blood like water in the 

achievement of our liberties. Sir, I feela deep convic-| relative to a trade between this country and her colonial 
tion that. this system and this Union cannot exist perma-| possessions, gives to British vessels an advantage in trans- 
nently together. Who can be insensible to the wisdom, | porting articles to their West India colonies greater than 
the patriotism, of mutual concession? Who can shut his|is secured to American vessels, and violates that principle 
eyes to the fearful signs of the times? Who is not ready to} of reciprocity in navigation which our Government has 
heretofore sedulously and firmly endeavored to maintain. 


invoke the spirit of seventy-sis——that devotion to liberty, ; 
sealed bythe blood of so many patriots and martyrs?| Resolved, That said *‘ arrangement,” and the President’s 
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The journal having been read, 

Mr. DICKERSON said that, perceiving his name [ia 
the place of Mr. Waits, excused] on the committee ap- 
pointed on the part of the Senate to make arrangements 
for the commemoration of Washington’s birthday, he 
wished to be excused from serving upon it, for the same 
reasons which were given by the gentlemen who were 
yesterday excused. He was not in favor of the object for 
which the committee was appointed, nor did he vote for 
the resolution. He wished to pay all possible respect to 
the memory of Washington. He hoped the Senate would 
adjourn over that day, and unite with other eitizens in the 
usual observances of the day. But he could see no good 
reason why Congress should depart, on this occasion, 
from the customary mode of honoring the day. He wished 
to be excused from serving on the committee. 

Mr. HAYNE suggested to the Senator that, as his name 
was upon the committee, and as several gentlemen had” 
already been excused, he had better remain a member of 
it; and, if he had any objections to any other observance 
of the day than an adjournment, he could state them to 
the joint committee, who would, perhaps, be governed by 
his suggestions. - 

Mr. DICKERSON felt no disposition, he said, to go 
into the committee for the purpose of opposing the views 
and designs of the majority of that committee. It would 
be unpleasant to him to be placed in that situation, He 
would propose to withdraw from it entirely. 

Mr. MILLER called for the reading of the resolution; 
and, after it was read, he remarked that, as the resolution 
agreed to assume that we shall join with the House in ce- 
lebrating the day, gentlemen could have no objection to 
serving on the committee. Having adopted the resolution, 
he thought the Senate was bound to proceed in the ac- 
complishment of the design. 

Mr. FORSYTH was not present, he said, when the 
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proclamation of the 5th of October, 1830, opening the 
ports of the United States to British vessels, were not 
authorized by the act of Congress of 29th of May, 1830. 


BANK CURRENCY. 


Mr. DALLAS moved that the report received yester- 
day from the Secretary of the Treasury; in reply ‘to Mr. 
Bzntoy’s resolution, making inquiries im relation to the 
currency of the Bank of the United States, be printed, 
and referred to the select committee on that subject. 

Mr. BENTON said his statement of the amount of this 
species of currency in circulation, was mere matter of 
opinion when he spoke upon the subject two weeks ago. 
The bank, in none of its reports or publications, had ever 
discriminated between the notes and the orders; and, 
judging from the universality of the orders in the West, 
he had formed an opinion that they must amount to about 
ten millions. Senators, who supposed him to say thirty or 
forty millions, must have taken an expression which related 
to the whole amount of the bank issues, notes and orders, 
which are returned at forty millions. To settle the ques- 
tion, however, and to ascertain the quantity of orders out, 
he had submitted a call upon the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, and, if he had not the information, through him 
upon the president of the bank, to ascertain the amount. 
That call had been answered. 1t was received yesterday, 
and gives rise to the present motions for references to 
different committees. From that answer we see that the 
practice of issuing orders as currency began in July, 
1827; and that about seven millions had been issued since 
that time. Of this seven millions, about five millions are 
believed to be in actual circulation; which, in fact, was less 
than he had expected. But the cause of his miscalculation 
was shown in the President’s answer. z 

He (Mr. B.] had supposed that'all the branches issued 
this description of currency; but, in looking over the 
statement sent in, he found that the more remote and 
frontier branches alone were set at this work; while the 
great branches in the capitals and emporiums of the old 
States, and in this capital of the Union, did no such thing. 
The Southern and Western branches made these issues, 
and a few others of the smaller class; but the branches in 
Richmond, Baltimore, New York, Boston, and this city, 
issued none. Why this difference? Is it.that the intelli- 
gence of the great cities would detect the difference 
between a note and an order, while the inhabitants of the 
South and West, and other remote or obscure places, 
would take the orders without knowing the difference, 
like unfledged robins swallow the gravels which wanton 
boys throw them in place of crumbs of bread? 

The amount of gold and silver coin and bullion sent up 
to the parent bank by the branches, since they began to 
issue orders, and by such branches as issue orders, had 
also been shown in the answer to his call. He, [Mr. B.] 
when he spoke a fortnight ago, endeavored to explain the 
theory of these orders, and to show that it was directly 
the reverse of a currency of branch bank notes. In the 
case of notes, the parent bank furnished the capital to the 
branch; in the case of orders, the branch furnished the 
capital to the parent bank. - This he had argued was the 
theory of the ‘order currency, and it was now proved to 
be the practice of it. The Senate would bear in mind 
that the branches, chiefly those of the South and West, 
had issued seven millions of these orders since J uly, 1827. 
Now, it appeared from the report to which he had alluded, 
that these branches had rémitted about eight millions of 
gold and silver coin and bullion to the parent-bank in the 
same time. Thus-the theory and the practice worked 
together. The theory was, that the branches which drew 
the orders on the cashier, in Philadelphia, should send up 
the hard money there to meet the orders, and this it was 
proved they had done; thereby depriving the branches of 
capital, instead of furnishing it to them. If notes were 


issued, and that was the plan and idea of those who grant- 
ed the charter, the parent bank would have to send down 
a portion of her capital--real capital, not a mere assign- 
ment of credit—to the branch to issue notes upon. . These 
notes would be payable. on the spot, and on demand; and, 
if not so. paid, judgment would be given against the 
bank, with twelve per cent. damages. Not so of these 
orders;. they were payable alone, even admitting that they 
were payable any where, in Philadelphia; and upon that 
principle it was that the specie was taken from the branch, 
and sent to Philadelphia to meet them. The quantity of 
this specie, thus transmitted, was spoken of as -small by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania; [Mr. Datras.] He spoke 
‘of it as a small sum; he, [Mr. B.} on the contrary, deemed 
it a largesum. It was eight millions of dollars, and that 
extracted from the West;, for the whole, except about 
half a million, came from the West, and from half a 
dozen branches, and that in the short space of five years. 
What had been extracted from the same quarter in the 
fifteen years that the Bank of the United States had been 
ravaging that region, he did not yet know, buta resolution 
had been adopted, and sent to the select committee, of 
which the gentleman was chairman, to ascertain it; and, 
when ascertained, he would take care to: mention it for 
the information of the Western people. It was-said, also,. 
that five millions of this whole sum was taken from New . 
Orleans. That, sir, is no alleviation of the mischief. New 
Orleans is the West, and the whole West is. injured by 
every operation which renders her less able to buy their 
produce. If these five. millions had remained in that city, 
they could have been paid to Western farmersfor Western 
produce; but, being carried to Philadelphia,-they have 
beensold to the British and othcr Europeans, and will never 
be seen. in Americaagain.. The bank-statements show that 
five millions and a half of specie had been drawn from 
the bank in about as many months. The vaults of the 
institution contained twelve and a half millions in May, 
and seven millions in December; and every body knew a 
vast amount of specie had been exported to foreign coun- 
tries, and sold at aspremium. It was evident that five and 
a half millions, taken from the Bank of the United States, 
was not employed in taking up the notes of the bank; for 
the issue of these was augmented millions in the same 
time.* Specie diminishing—~notes augmenting——the can- 
dle lit at both ends--was the spectacle exhibited in the 
bank for the last six months! But the five. millions from 
New Orleans, in five years, and which is: considered.as a 
trifle! In what condition did that abduction leave the 
branch there? The returns for last December show that 
condition. They show an exhibit of five hundred and ten 
thousand dollars in specie; about eight millions of notes 
issued; about-one million of deposites due to the United 
States and her officers; and about one million and a quar- 
ter of deposites due to individuals; in all, ten millions, 
resting upon half a million of specie for payment! This 
is the condition in which the branch bank in the commer- 
cial emporium of the West was left in December last! 
What could such a branch do for the commerce of the 
West? Nothing! literally. nothing! The branch there 
was an engine, to pump the hard money out of the city, 
and send it to a rival city. No wonder New Orleans was 
called a bad market; no wonder she could only import 
seven millions of foreign goods, while exporting thirteen 
millions of domestic productions. Her whole moneyed 
system was under foreign domination--under the control of 
distant and rival cities, which were seeking roads and canals 
across the Alleghany mountains for the avowed purpose 
of. drawing off her commerce; and which, through the 
instrumentality of the branch bank in that city, could still 
more effectually accomplish their purpose of keeping her 


“_ * Specie. 
- 12,829,381 13 
7,038,823 12 


Notes issued, 
34,875,731 76 
40,621,211 18 


- May, 1831, - 
ecember, 1831, ~ 
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‘tributary, secondary, and subérdinate to the commercial 
cities of the Atlantic States. -The whole West sympathized 
with New Orleans; she‘-could not. be crippled or. hurt, 
without.imparting her sensations to the whole region above 
at the same time. “Fhe interest of the whole West required 
New Orleans to berich; tobe abundant in gold and silver; 
to be the, mistress of her own moneyed system; above 
all, tò be independent of rival cities—cities contending for 
the import trade which belonged to her. Ofthe eight mil- 
lions taken from the West, in‘so short a time, he [Mr. B.] 
had noted about three hundred thousand dollars, all gold 
and silver taken from St. Louis! that St. Louis to which 
not a cent.of capital had ever been sent! not even an 
assignment.of credit, equivalent to so much moonshine, 
but to be given in the ‘return as capital stock! ‘These 
three hundred thousand dollars. were part of the eight mil- 
Tions; and, small as these eight millions may now be: deem- 
ed, they are one million more than the whole amount of 
specie now. in the vaults of the parent bank and her twen- 
ty-five branches! .So.that the West actually furnished in 
five years the whole amount of specie that the Bank of 
the United States owns, and a million more! No wonder 
the West is destitute of cash! 
He (Mr. B.] bad heard complaints that a difference was 
made between the Federal Government and the citizens 
“of the States in the reception. of these orders, and that 
this difference was to the prejudice of the weaker party; 
and the letter of the president of the bank confirmed 
what he had heard. It is admitted in that letter that the 
difference exists in the ten and twenty dollar orders; that 
while the orders of these denominations will be ‘ neces- 
sarily” received as cash, at allthe branches, from the Go- 
vernment, they are mot ‘necessarily’? so received from 
citizens; and this, he [Mr. B.] presumed, might be called 
the first lesson in the chapter of ‘sound and uniform 
currency.” f 
Mr. B. then turned to the immediate question before 


the Senate—-the question of reference--the choice ‘of| Senate. 


committees to. whom the report on the amount of this or~ 
der currency should be sent. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Dartas] moved in favor of the select com- 
mittee to which had been committed -the consideration 
of the application for the renewed charter.. He [Mr. B.] 
had moved in favor of the Judiciary Committee, and he 
thought his motion the right one. The question to be 
considered was unconnected with the question of renew- 
ing the charter; it was a question of violating the existing 
charter. Rechartered or not rechartered, still this ques- 
tion must be decided. ‘he rights and interests of the 
community required it to be decided; the sanctity of vio- 
lated law required it to be ‘decided; the authority of 
Congress required it to be decided; the safety of the 
holders of the orders required it to be decided; and that, 
too, before the question of tlie recharter was decided; for 
after that, it may be too late for the people; after that, 
they-will have no hold upon the bank; they will have no 
means to enforce the payment of this trash. At present, 
they have a hold upon the bank; they have. the question 
of the recharter in their hands, ‘and, until that is decided, 
the bank must pay these notes whenever presented, with- 
out venturing or daring to tell any man to go to Philadel- 
phia. After that question is over--and_no matter which 
-way it is over—the branches may tell the holders to 
go to Philadelphia; the orders are payable there! Yes, 
payable there, if payable any where! but, I say they are 
payable nowhere, by law! That every order that has been 
out a Jonger time than it requires for a draft or a bill of 
exchange to go up to Philadelphia, and return back to 
the branch that issued it, is dead in law-—as dead as the 
continental bills of the revolutionary war, and as irreĉo- 
verable in-a. court of Jaw! Shall seven millions of such 
currency, with às much more as the bank chooses to add 
to it; stand over for redemption until the question of the 


recharter is decided? . No, sir, it. is a preliminary ques- 
tion, and to be decided first. It is an independent ques. 
tion, and, therefore, not to be mixed with the other. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darras] gives as 
areason for sending it to the select committee on the 
bank. charter, that that committee may insert a restric- 
tion, in the renewed charter, to restrain the issue of this 
sort of currency in future. But what is to become of the 
old charter in the mean time? To be violated with impu- 
nity from day to day, and.over the whole extent of this 
Union for four years longer! Is not five years’ violation 
enough? This illegal practice began in 1827; now, for 
the first time, it has attracted the attention of the Nation- 
al Legislature. Are we to blink the question? Are we to 
let it off easy? -Are we to content ourselves with telling 
the bank not to do so again; and-that she may go on for 
four years longer, trampling her whole charter under foot, 
upon condition of suffering us to put a little restriction in 
the renewed charter against doing so again? Sir, what 
will become of that new restriction? What right have we 
to suppose that it will be more respected than the present 
charter has been? No, Mr. President, no more restric- 
tions, until we enforce what we have; no more renewed 
charters, until we can compel the bank to obey the one 
that we have given her. If we cannot compel her--if we 
are too weak and impotent to restrain her to the exercise 
of her granted powers--why, let us confess it! Let us ad- 
mit that Congress has given itsclf a master! that the bank 
is our superior! and that, henceforth, we must blink her 
violations of law, and limit our interference to the humble 
office of expostulation and entreaty! The Judiciary Com- 
mittee is the proper one. It is the committee created for 
the purpose of taking cognizance of every thing thatcon- 
cerns the administration of justice, and the interpretation 
of the laws. Its very name announces its fitness for the 
motion I have made. ‘That motion is to inquire into the 
legality of this currency, and to report its character to the 
This isa question of law, and properly refers 
itself to the Jaw committee—-to the Committee purposely 
composed of gentlemen distinguished as lawyers and 
judges before they became Senators, and to whom every 
legal inquiry has, heretofore, been regularly committed. 
Mr. B. conclnded with expressing his hopes that the re- 
ference would be made to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and that the friends of the bank would not fly the 
legal investigation. 

Mr. DALLAS said that he did not precisely understand 
whether the gentleman from Missouri intended his pre- 
sent resolution as a substitute for the one he had present- 
ed, on a former day, in relation to the same object. [Mr. 
BENTON said yes, with the exception of printing.] Mr. 
Daxtas said the question was one of great interest, and 
moved that the report be printed, and referred to the se- 
lect committee on the subject of the bank. He wished. 
to state one important fact, viz. that the whole amount of 
these orders did not exceed five millions of dollars. He 
stated this, because it had been asserted by the gentle- 
man, on a former occasion, that the amount was thirty or 
forty millions. Another allegation was, that the cffect of 
these orders was to drain the specie from the Western 
and Southwestern portions of the Union. Mr. D. said, it 
appeared, from the statements of the bank, that, during 
the period of five years, the aggregate amount of specie 
from New Orleans did not exceed five millions, and but 
eight millions from the whole Western country. He 
thought it incumbent upon him to communicate these facts 
to the Senate, to prevent any misconception in conse- 
quence of the assertions which had been made. In re- 
lation to the question of referring the subject to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, Mr. D. said that the ques- 
tion as to the legality of the bank drafts had been de- 
cided by the judicial tribunals of the country, and the 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary seemed to 
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seemed to him that the subject should be referred to the 
committee that had the question of -the rechartering of 
the bank in their charge, with the design that they might 
inquire into the subject, and, if they found it improper or 
injurious, to forbid the practice in the future charter, if 
the bank should be rechartered. In this light, he thought 
the ‘subject belonged peculiarly to the select committee 
on the Bank of the United States, as the legal question 
had been already judicially decided, and that, therefore, 
there was no propriety in the reference to.the Judicial 
Committee. : ` 

Mr. SMITH made some remarks, which were indis- 
tinctly heard. He was understood to say that, in relation 
to the bank’s drawing specie from the West, that such 
was not the effect there, more than in other’ portions of 
the Union, which effect had been caused by the dreadful 
pressure of trade over the whole country; and that, the 
specie did not go to the Bank of the United States, but to 
England. The specie drawn from Baltimore was as great 
as that which had been drawn from the Western States, 
or any where else. When the Bank is called on,- said 
Mr. S., it cannot deny the payment of the specie for these 
orders. How else can the bank manage them as they now 
do? Must they go toall the branch banks for aid, on every 
occasion? Without this currency, they cannot avoid it. 
It is, therefore, a necessary practice to obviate the diff- 
culties which would otherwise be insurmountable. 

Mr. BENTON rose to say a word in, answer to the ve- 
nerable Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Smxra.]. That Se- 
nator was not present when this discussion began, and had 
not heard. the papers read, upon which it was founded. 
‘These papers showed that the branches in. question had 
been sending up hard money to the parent -bank, for 
years before the exportation of specie began. ‘The re- 
mittances from the South and West dated from 1827—-the 
exportation had only begun in June last. It was not a 
call, in distress, which the bank had made, but a system- 
atic abduction, which had been going on for years. Every 
Southern and Western branch was drained of its specie 
by this process. The disproportion between the specie 
on hand, and the paper: put out by these branches, was 
excessive, enormous, and appalling. At Pittsburg, forty 
to one; at Lexington, twenty to one; at Nashville, twenty 
to one; at New Orleans, sixteen to one; at Fayetteville, 
North Carolina, about seventy.to one. Such were the re- 
turns of last December. It was the abduction of the pre- 
cious metals which hadreduced the Southern and Western 
branches to this lean and famished condition, of which he 
complained. It was of the currency, illegal and danger- 
ous, for which there was no adequate ‘means of redemp- 
tion, that he was now demanding investigations, and 
besceching the friends of the Bank of the United States 
not to fly it. 

Mr. BUCKNER objected to the course which this sub- 
ject was taking. He did not think that this premature 
discussion was proper. He hoped it would not continue. 

The CHAIR decided that it was not in order to discuss 
the question. 

Mr. DALLAS said that he would call the attention of 
the Senate to some of the remarks which had fallen from 
the gentleman from Missouri. He was desirous to cor- 
rect certain errors which that gentleman had, no doubt 
unintentionally, fallen into in relation to the United States’ 
bank, in his remarks of this morning. He hasstated that 
the effect of the paper currency is to distress the South- 
western and Western States, and that they were the sec- 
tions exclusively where the orders were sent; that it was 
the borders and unenlightened parts of society that were 
chosen, &c. I have only to remark that the towns of Pro- 
vidénce, Burlington, Utica, Buffalo, Pittsburg, and 
others, where an equal or greater amount is sent, are not 
in the unenlightened condition which the gentleman sup- 


o involve a question which had already been decided. It poses, nor in the Southwestern, or quite in: the’ Western 


extremities.of thisUnion. Mr. D. read a statement of the 
amount sent to each of the branches in these and other 
places, sshowing’that, instead of the currency being con- 
fined to the West, it was circulating in ‘every portion of 
the country; and that, by recurring to the statement of 
the bank, they would find that the Ancient Dominion was 
not excepted. To Norfolk-there were also bank orders 
sent; that- they had; therefore, been diffused throughout 
the various sections of the Union, and: to the’ various 
branch banks in the Eastern and Middle and Southern, as 
well as to the Western States... I will refer, said Mr. D.,.- 
to another mistake which -the gentleman has -fallen into. ; 
He says that.the West is drained of its gold and silver, 
Now, by the statement of the bank, it seems that, of all the 
specie that is drawn from the West, there are five millions 
drawn from New Orleans‘alone, and all that is drawn from 
the whole Western country is but eight -millions—which~ 
leaves only three millions-from that entire portion of the 
Union, exclusive of New Orleans, which city I presume 
the gentleman would not accuse of being unenlightened, 
and which is pecularly well situated to be the channel of 
specie. There were, then, but three millions drawn from 
those parts of the West which could be called frontier 
settlements. They had thus contributed almost nothing 
—comparatively-nothing—when the whole amount paid 
to the bank by other portions of the country was consi- 
dered. Mr. D. felt it his duty to express these sentiments 
to the Senate, that they might know the true state of the 
case, and the reasons why he had moved to refer the re- 
port to the select committee on the bank subject. 

Mr. JOHNSTON said that he did not suppose that,the 
question should be discussed at this time by the Senate, 
but that it should be left to the select committee; and, if 
any question for which the present discussion would be 
proper, it would be on the rechartering of the bank; 
to which point there would be a more suitable applica- 
tion of the arguments.of the gentleman from Missouri. 
Sir, I listened to the gentleman with astonishment the other 
day, and was surprised at his excitement upon this subject. 
I think he must certainly be somewhat prejudiced, or that 
he does not comprehend the interests of the Western peo- 
ple with regard to this subject. Sir, what great evils have. 
been experienced from: the circulation of these orders-in 
the ‘West since they were first issued? They were issued 
because it was difficult to carry on the concerns of the 
institution without them. It was said the bank had failed, 
because the managers had said that it-was impossible to 
pay the bills in every portion .of the Union, whenever 
they might be presented, and specie demanded. But, sir, 
the Bank of the United States had equally the liberty of ex- 
change with the other banks, and an equal currency, with 
more gold and silver; yet this could not be expected if the 
branch banks could not give checks on one another, and 
on the parent institution. Does not the very idea of a 
branch bank include this privilege? Would it be violat- 
ing its charter to exert it? And does not the parent bank 
now exchange with them these orders as well as smaller 
sums of money for the benefit and convenience of the 
public? Sir, the banks not only pay these small bills, - 
but give checks on one another, and inthis way the ex= 
changé is maintained. And the banks cannot be con- 
ducted or the people accommodated in any other way. 
Mr. J. said he did not wish to engage the attention of the 
Senate himself, or interrupt the debate on. other subjects. 
But when he saw this question.introduced in this pecu- 
Har manner, by submitting resolutions calling for informa- 
tion, and then, before it was obtained, to proceed with a 
premature discussion. calculated to mislead the public—~ 
inflame their minds—and excite their prejudices against 
the bank—he-felt itthis duty to explain the object of these 
orders, and show that they were not fraught with mischief, 
and followed by distress and ruin, as the gentleman had 
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attempted to induce us to believe. The gentleman has: 
said that there were tothe amount of: forty millions of 
these orders in-circulation; and that the whole West ‘was 
drained of its gold and silver. Why; sir, I know that this 
is not.the-case. .“1 was myself at New Orleans last séason, 
and. I ‘know that, for the five millions sent to: the-parent 
bank, there were nine millions returned from the markets 
of.our produce to replace it; and, so far from there being 
‘a déficiency of gold and silver, the general anxiety was to 
know what to do with it. Does not the gentleman know 
that the rich countries of Mexico. and the other gold and 
silver regions are directly open to our trade? . That our 
produce is sent out there, and our ships come home loaded 
with: specie? ‘This is the general course and effect of 
that trade; and when the specie is brought into New Or- 
leans, the great. questionis how to dispose of it. This the 
Bank ofthe United States performs for us by transporting 
it at their own expense. Sir, when the question comes up 
in order: before the Senate, I hope to be able to satisfy 
you that. the: Western people are benefited, instead of 
being injured, by this currency; and that the circulation 
of the specie could not be effected without the aid of this 
arrangement. 
The motion of Mr. Benron was then laid on the 
table. : ; 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then again proceeded to the consideration 
of Mr. Cxay’s resolution in relation to the tariff. 

Mr. MANGUM recommenced, and spoke two hours in 
conclusion of his speech against the resolution, [as given 
above.] ; 

Mr. TYLER then expressed his intention to address the 
Senate on the subject, and moved an adjournment. 


Tuunspay, Fepruary 9. 


‘The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. BENTON 

and Mr. Spracvs were considered and adopted. 
, THE TARIFF. 

The Senate resumed the. consideration of Mr. Cuay’s 
resolution respecting the tariff. 

Mr. TYLER, of Virginia, rose, and said that, if he were 
permitted to consult his personal feelings, he should re- 
main silent. 
late so far improved as to cnable him to resume his seat 
in the Senate, admonished him to silence. But he could 
not reconcile it to himself to remain a mere. ‘looker on 
here in Venice,” while this great question, so deeply and 


vitally affecting the interests, the enduring happiness of| from the North. 


America, was under discussion. He owed something to 
himself, but much more to the State which he had the 
honor, in part, to represent. It did not seem to him to 
be proper.that the sentiments of Virginia should be with- 
held ata crisis so momentous. He should, therefore, give 
free utterance to his opinions, and, in doing so, he believed 
himself to be representing, fairly and honestly, the senti- 
ments and opinions of his native State... 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] bad 
drawn a glowing picture of the condition of the country.. 
He had spoken of this as the golden age of these confe- 
derated, States.. By the magic of his eloquence he had 
transported us to what, with classical taste, he was pleased 
to call La Belle Rivière; and, sailing down its stream, he 
pointed out to-usasmiling, animated scene—villages rising 
up in endless succession on its banks, while the arts were 
gaily meeting us at every step. From thence he led us 
into the interior of his own State, and there again all was 
beautiful and enticing. Widely extended lawns—animated 
groves-~and. hills covered with numberless ficcks. All 
was gay--all was beautiful—all enchanting. He then 
translated us to the North, and. again we stood in fairy 
land. Here flourished. the arts, and the buzz of industry 
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arose’from numberless villages. And, finally, to touch off 
with still deeper tint the glowing scene, he pointed tous _ 
that great mart of. commerce, the city of New York—the 
modern Tyre. Butthe honorable Senator here stopped— 
his pencil fell from his hands, when heturned to the South, 
and she was not found: upon {his canvas. Where were 
her rising towns? Where her lawns, her animated groves, 
and living hills?. I said she was not.on his canvas—I mis- 
take—she was there, but she was enveloped in. gloom. 
She had ventured to utter cumplaints—to put forth her 
grievances respectfully, but strongly—-and she was scowled 
upon—-reprehended as uttering unfounded complaints, 
entertaining unwise opinions, and as advocating. a system 
which would recolonize America. If the Senate could 
see nothing in all this to justify complaint, then are we in; 
‘deed fairly subject to reproach. What, sir! could not, that 
fervid and glowing fancy create one animated spot~-find 
one oasis in the wilderness of gloom, on. which to rest? 
How. comes this, Mr. President? Is there any thing in 
soil, in climate, in position; to explain it? Do we sow and 
not reap? Has the earth suddenly refused to yield to us 
her harvests? Comparisons. are said to be odious; but I 
only follow in the footsteps of others, and rely upon cita- 
tions which have already been made in this debate. Look 
to Mr. Gee’s pamphlet of 1750, upon which the honorable - 
Senator so strongly relied, urging upon the British Govern- 
ment the adoption of a policy which would prohibit the 
use of machinery in the colonies, and compel them to take 
the manufactured goods of the mother country, That 
writer dwells with apparent-delight on the profitable ex- 
changes which would be carried on with the South; there 
would be raised the richest products in the raw state, 
which would be exchanged for the costly manufactures of 
England. Of the North, that writer speaks in terms of 
opprobrium and contumely: ‘The cast off rags would 
do for the North. New England and the Northern colo- 
nies have not commodities and products enough to send 
us in return for their necessary clothing, but are under 
great difficulties, and, therefore, any ordinary sort will 
sell with them. And, when they have grown out of 
fashion with us, they are new fashioned enough there.” 
Mark you, Mr. President, this is not my language; it is 
the language of the pamphlet, introduced and read by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky. I beg leave to 


His state of health, which had been but of|give you ananecdote which is said to have occurred at the 


table of General Washington, shortly after the adoption 
of the federal constitution. Ido not vouch for it, but 
have often heard it mentioned by others. The party con- 
sisted of several Southern gentlemen, and one gentleman 
That great and good man was dwelling 
on the benefits which would arise from the adoption of the 
constitution; he portrayed the countless blessings which 
it would bring to the South—dwelt on its rich productions, 
and the profitable interchange which it would carry on 
.with all parts of the world. At length, turning to his 
Northern friend, he inquired, ‘‘but what will the North 
do?” ‘The brief and laconic answer was, ‘‘we will live . 
by our wits.” And well has this reply been realized. By 
their wits they have acquired much of the wealth which 
properly appertains to a more genial climate and richer 
soil. Their ingenuity has brought forth useful inventions 
for the benefit of mankind: hardy, industrious, enterpris- 
ing, they have, in the pursuit of fortune, roamed over 
distant lands, and braved the terrors of the mighty deep, 
The compliment paid them by Edmund Burke, on the floor 
of the British Parliament, was every way deserved. Every 
Southern man, rejoiced in their prosperity,.so long as it 
was the result of their own indefatigable industry. Even 
their wooden nutmegs excited but a smile, and nothing 
‘more. They may, for me, make trade and profit of all 
their notions, except their tariff notions. Against that I 
do protest with all my strength. But let me return to the 
course of my inquiry. How comes-it now about, that, 
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while the South is impoverished, the North has suddenly | he would behold the effects of an untiring industry; and 
become so rich? Why is it, that, while the North is dress-| let me also tell him that he would be received with the 
ed in rich and gay attire, the cast off rags will now do for| extended hand of hospitality, and welcomed by thein- 


the South? 
shall prosecute it with patience, and, I trust, with a be- 
coming temper, ` 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky has told you 
that Virginia was more benefited by the tariff than any 
other State in the Union. -In one breath, he has dwelt 
upon the large amount of our exports of bread stuffs, and, 
in thé next, has told us of deserted farms and abandoned 
houses, of families which have gone into decay, and of 
younger brothers flying to the West. Why the younger 
brother should fly to the West, and not the elder, since 
the descent law operates equally on all, I cannot tell— 
but let that pass. If our exports are so- very large, and 
so excellent a market is provided in the North, then our 
farms ought still to be cultivated—prosperity should still 
be ours, and our families should be preserved from decay. 

Nor can these results flow from the abolition of the law 
of primogeniture. [Mr. CLAY explained. He had said 
that the ancient seats of the great families of Virginia had 
gone into decay from the abolition of the law of primo- 
geniture, and he had instanced Shirley, Westover, &e.] 
Mr. T. had understood the honorable Senator, and the 
remark was undeniably true, to some extent, although 
not so in reference to the particular estates alluded to. I 
speak of the effect of the abolition of the law of primo- 
geniture upon the aggregate mass of production. It has 
expelled the spirit of aristocracy from among us, and has 
substituted, in place of it, the spirit of a bold, and fearless, 
and unbending republicanism. And T can say, with perfect 
truth, that the wide world does not contain a population 
more devoted to the great principles of human liberty, or 
more ready at every hazard to maintainthem. Our prospe- 
rity ought to be greatly increased, and would be greatly in- 
creased, by the operation of our descent law, would Go- 
vernment consent to unshackle commerce. Nothing is 
better calculated to increase production than the division 
and subdivision of estates: lands are thereby brought into 
cultivation, which would otherwise remain unreclaimed, 
and industry exerts all its sinews in their cultivation and 
improvement. To none of these causes, then, is our con- 
dition ascribable, 

The honorable Senator, in his effort to find out other 
causes of depression, has seen proper to remark that we 
were ‘too poor to live--too proud to work—too high- 
minded and honorable to resort to ignoble means of ac- 
quisition--brave, daring, chivalrous.” That we are too 
poor to live, as did those who, but a short time ago, pre- 
ceded us, is most true—and, sir, it is our misfortune to be 
growing poorer and poorer: the cause of this I shall at- 
tempt presently to explain. 
idle, I utterly deny. ‘here lives not a more industrious 
population under the sun, taken in the mass. Let the ho- 
norable Senator revisit his native State; let him go with 
me to Shirley and to Westover, the estates which he has 
Tepresented as dilapidated and in ruins, and he would 
promptly abandon the error into which he has fallen. The 
first, the ancient seat of the.Carters, he would find in the 
possession of a descendant of that respectable family, 


who in his own person would illustrate the correctness of 


the last touch to the portrait drawn by the honorable Se- 
nator—brave, daring, chivalrous—that bravery, that dar- 
ing, that chivalry, displayed on board the frigate Consti- 
tution during the late war, in a bloody engagement on the 
ocean. Not too proud to work, as the highly improved 
condition of his estate, the reclamation ofan extensive body 
of swamp land as rich as the delta of the Nile, would be- 
speak. Westover, it is true, has passed out of the hands 
of the ancient family of the Birds,.for debts contracted 
before the revolution; but the honorable Senator would 
find in its present possessor no idle drone. There, too, 
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But that we are indolent or 


This is the great subject of inquiry; and I| mates of that venerable mansion after the manner of the 


oldentime. These estates are embraced within the limits 
of my native county, of the citizens of~which it gives me 
both pleasure and pride to speak. 

And now, Mr. President, let me express an. honest 
opinion--it may be a mistaken, but it is an honest opinion. 
Five estates upon the James river, and within that county, 
which, for the information of the honorable. Senator, I 
will name Shirley, Berkeley, Westover, Weyanoke, and 
Sandy Point, would supply from their surplus production 
every manufacturer in Rhode Island with food, and T in- 
cline strongly to think that you might throw Connecticut 
into the scale along with Rhode Island. Let me be un- 
derstood. Ido not mean that they could supply 75,000 
barrels of flour for Rhode Island. ` No, sir; this would be 
altogether extravagant. And if the honorable Senator’s 
statistics be correct, (they are furnished him by others,) 
then do these manufacturers in Rhode Island devour more 
of the fruits of the earth, than ever did an equal number 
of men in any portion of the globe. [Here Mr. ROBBINS 
begged leave to explain. He said that the flour imported 
into Providence was not destined exclusively for Rhode 
Island, but found its way into the interior of Connecticut, 
&c.] Iam happy to hear it, said Mr. T., for I began to 
be seriously alarmed for our good friends in Rhode Island, 
lest they should fall victims to plethora. No one comin 
from that State had ever impressed me with the belief 
that the inhabitants possessed such voracious appetites— 
and certainly the two honorable Senators had not produc- 
ed with me such an impression. The wholg population 
of the State is but 96,000 souls, men, women, and chil- 
dren; and 75,000 barrels of flour, over and above their 
own production, would be a supply altogether too extra- 
vagant for the whole population, not to limit it to the ma- 
nufacturing class exclusively. 7 

That we are proud, Mr. President, I do not mean to 
deny—proud of our native land—prond of our illustrious 
ancestors—have we not cause to be proud of their high 
deeds in arms, and of their wisdom in the cabinet—of their 
devotion to the rights of man, in the maintenance of which 
they wasted their once ample estates, and considered 
them as nothing? And if their descendants are sometimes 
found in penury, whilé the mansions of their fathers have 
passed into stranger hands, who among them - would ex- 
change their humble habitations fọr the splendid abodes 
of the ungenerous and selfish? Has not Virginia now 
cause to be proud of her sons? Look there, and there, 
and there, and there, and there, and there, and there, 
(pointing to Messrs. Gronpy, ELrrs, Forsyta, Bins, 
POINDEXTER, Buckner, and Crar;) and although some 
few of them are found the advocates of a policy which 
she regards as ruinous and destructive, she nevertheless 
feels a pride in the intellectual strength which they never 
fail to display. But if she had no other cause of pride, 
the State which had given birth to a Washington and a 
Jefferson, would have sufficient reason to exult and re- 
joice. The rest of the portrait drawn by the Senator 
requires no comment-—*too high-minded to obtain their 
objects by ignoble means.” Yes, sir, this, I trust, is true; 
and if the honorable Senator had succeeded in proving 
(in which, however, he will be found to be mistaken) that 
this tariff benefited Virginia, if it did so at the expense 
of some other State, she would, I am sure, be too high- 
minded to sustain it for an hour. 4 

The honorable Senator, then, is mistaken as to the true 
cause of our distress and impoverishment. I have looked 
carefully into the matter; and my inference is, that it re- 
sults, to a great extent, from the single fact that we sell 
cheap, and purchase dear. Other causes may conjoin 
with this, but this is the great controlling cause, and am- 
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ruin, inevitable ruin. This assertion requires no proof to 
sustain it, . Every man’s common sense, however small 
inay be his share of that, the best of all sort of sense, will 
assure him of this. Let any man, for instance, deal for 
his supplies - with a country store, for any length of time, 
and he will find the most ample estate melting away. 
Why is this, but that, while he obtains for his produce a 
low price, he has to pay, in many instances, a hundred per 
cent. upon many articles of consumption necessary for the 
supply of his family and estate? Such will be found to 
be the operation of the tariff, as I shall be able satisfacto- 
rily to prove to the Senate before I take my seat. 

If reduced prices appertain equally to all things, then 
matters go on happily and harmoniously. It only requires 
the same quantity of produce to purchase what is want- 
ing, and no evil arises. But the reverse is true when pro- 
duce is low, and articles of consumption high. Let me 
illustrate this by the plainest example. If tobacco, or 
corn, or cotton, or any other article raised from the soil, 
(for the result will equally apply toall; but, for the sake 
of simplifying, take tobacco, ) fall from ten dollars a hun- 
dred to five, and broadcloth fa}l from ten to five, it is 
perfectly obvious that the same hundred weight of tobacco 
purchases a yard of broadcloth, as it did before the fall in 
price; but if tobacco fall to five, while the broadcloth re- 
mains at ten dollars the yard, then the tobacco planter has 
to exchange two hundred pounds of tobacco for a yard of 
broadcloth. In other words, he has either to double his 
production, incurring in that process great additional ex- 
pense; to be satisfied with only one-half the broadcloth as 
formerly, or to go in debt for the residue. Now, sir, 
these are the effects produced by the high tariff of duties; 
and this has made us the advocates of that despised thing 
called free trade; and for this it has been said that we ad- 
vocate a policy which would recolonize America, The 
imputation is unjust; against Mr. Gee’s system our ances- 
tors protested, and against that system we would wage ne- 
ver-ending hostility. Sir, we oppose this American system, 
because it rests upon the same principle. What was the 

tnglish system, and what this? England said, you shall 
buy only of us, and pay a tax in the bargain: what is the 
language of this? You shall buy only of Northern me- 
chanists, and be heavily taxed in the bargain. Fs not this 
the language of the American system in effect? Is it not 
a declaration that we shall buy only of domestic fabrics, 
and that at an exorbitant price, as] shall presently show, 
unless we pay a burdensome duty for the privilege of con- 
suming foreign goods?—a duty, which in some instances 
operates so heavily as to shut out importation altogether, 
and in every instance is oppressive and burdensome to the 
last degree. Do not both equally invade the principle of 
liberty? The same heavy and oppressive manacles are 
put on commerce by each; and the agriculturist, through 
the instrumentality of whose labor commercial exchanges 
can alone be effected, is made to bend under a weight of 
burden which presses him to the earth. 

Simplify this American system, and what is it? Take 
for illustration four individuals: one shall represent. the 
Southern producer, the second the English manufacturer, 
and the remaining two, Northern manufacturers. The 
Southern farmer interchanges the valuable productions of 
the soil, at their minimum pricc of production, with the Eng- 
lish manufacturer, for articles necessary for his consump- 
tion, attheir minimum price of fabrication. . The exchange 
thus made is equally beneficial to each, and neither, not- 
withstanding the great fall in price which has taken place 
inthe fruits of their industry, experiences decline. The 
first obtains for his flour, his tobacco, his cotton, or rice, - 
as great a quantity of the articles which constitute the 
mass of his consumption, as he formerly did when he ob- 
tained much higher prices; and so does the latter. T he 
means of living as abundantly as ever exists with both, 
and both are equally prosperous; but the two Northern 


ply: puree in itself to account for the condition of the 
South. ee ‘ z i 

The home market has been represented to us as of vast 
importance, more. especially in reference to bread stuffs. 
This. delusion has now. been kept up for fifteen years. 
An: increase of dutiés has never, at any time, been‘pro- 
posed, but-that we have had representations made of the 
great importance of the home market, produced by the 
encouragement of domestic manufactures. . And yet, sir, 
no man has ever known produce so low as it hasbeen du- 
ring the last seven years. Tobacco down to an average 
price of from three dollars and fifty cents to four dollars; 
wheat averaging during that period, in the seaport 
towns, seventy-five or eighty cents; corn from ten and. 
six pence to two dollars per barrel; rice, cotton, in short, 
every production of the soil, at the lowest. minimum price 
of production. And if it was not for the foreign demand, 
prices would become entirely nominal—produce would 
either rot in, the granaries of the country, or, what is still 
more probable, the process of production would, cease 
altogether, Who doesnot sec the wide-spread ruin which 
would desolate the land? From an extract taken from a 
mercbant’s books in Philadelphia, claiming and receiv- 
ing unqualified confidence, fiour and wheat commanded 
a much higher price in 1771, °2, °3, than now; wheat 
then sold for one dollar the bushel, and flour for seven 
dollars the barrel; and yet we are continually told of the 
great importance of the home market created by the ta- 
riff, The corn planter and wheat grower understand their 
interests in this respect’ somewhat better than they are 
supposed to do, and so do the manufacturers offlour. They 
look abroad for their important markets. The corn trade 
to South America is carried on to a great extent. The 
millers in Richmond find, in that country, an extensive, 
and, Lhave no doubt, a profitable market for bread stuffs; 
and shipments are actively carried on in the same direc- 
tion from all parts of the United States. My honorable 
friend from Massachusetts, who sits before me, [Mr. Siss- 
BEE, ] a few years ago, inquired of me as to the prospect 
of procuring a cargo of flour at Richmond, which he was 
desirous of shipping to South America. The trade to 
England, notwithstanding her corn laws, is extensively 
carried.on. When the ports are occluded, the flour ship- 
ped thither is placed in bond, and is sent to the different 
markets of Europe, as they respectively hold out the 
prospect of commercial advantage. Exchanges are thus 
beneficially made for British fabrics. Canada also opens 
an extensive market for American wheat, with a view to 
convert it into flour, when it is exported, under all the 
advantages accruing from important discriminations in fa- 
vor of the colonies, made by the mother country. Nor 
is this all; other markets are presented to the corn grower, 
of considerable value. The foreign price regulates the 
domestic: price; and the fluctuations which take place 
every fall in the wheat market here, are ascribable to 
hopes excited by the slightest circumstance of an increas- 
ed price abroad.. If a cloud is over the face of the sun 
during the harvest time in England, prices advance; and 
if accounts are brought of a fall of rain, the spirit of spe- 
culation immediately becomes more active, and the far- 
mer pockets the benefit. Under these circumstances, 
the addition of an important market at home would not 
fail to bring about an increased demand, and with that a 
greatly augmented price; but, so far from this being the 
case, produce, I repeat, was never lower than it has been 
since this American system has been established. That 
thé price borne by the various articles created by agricul- 
tural industry is at the lowest possible grade, no one can 
reasonably. doubt. The first part of the proposition is 
then made out, and the citizens of the South sell at the 
cheapest rate.” ae 

The effect of selling cheap, and buying dear, must be 
wpparent to all, “Fhe consequence of such a traffic is 
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capitalists suddenly interpose, and forbid this -advantage- 
ous course of exchange. They shackle it with heavy re- 
straints, imposing upon the farmer the necessity either of 
purchasing of them ata greatly augmented price, or of 
encountering still greater exactions in the course of the 
foreign trade. They are enabled to legalize their pur- 
pose, if indeed injustice can ever be legalized, by the 
majority-—-power which they wield. I submit it to honor- 
able Senators to say if I have not drawn, by this exam- 
ple, the epitome of the American system; and I demand 
of all candid men to say whether the power thus exerted 
is not selfish, despotic, and unjust. Sir, if this matter was 
drought to any particular neighborhood, and made there 
to operate upon individuals, eloquence and ingenuity 
combined could not gloss it over, or hide its deformity 
from the public eye. Take three individuals in any neigh- 
borhood, and let the article involved be one of acknowledg- 
ed necessity: one of these supposed persons is a purchaser 
of corn for his own consumption, and the other two are 
farmers, one of whom, however, by reason of the superior 
fertility of his land, is enabled to sell his corn at fifty cents 
the bushel, whereas the other, cultivating a poorer soil, 
and laboring under other disadvantages, can only afford 
to raise it at eighty cents. Now, who would doubt for a 
single instant that the buyer would be greatly benefited 
by purchasing his supply of the first at the small price, 
rather than of the last? But, suppose the Government 
dared to interfere in the matter, and exacted of the pur- 
chaser thirty cents in the bushel on the corn which he 
might purchase from the abundant producer; and should, 
moreover, assigu as the reason for such interference, no 
want of revenue on the part of the Government, but a 
determination so to elevate the price of corn as to enable 
the second farmer to command eighty cents per bushel 


the money, he would ask, to meet its engagements? The 
answer would be given, without hesitation, in the nega- 
tive. Why, then, am I called upon to pay it? - The tax- 
gatherer, having received his instructions, would answer 
that the tax was collected for the benefit of some seven 
hundred rich planters in Louisiana, engaged in. the pur- 
suit of sugar-making. -This would doubtless excite great 
astonishment, and the.inquiry would promptly follow into 
the motive and the object.. Please tell me, Mr. Tax- 
gatherer, how Iam interested in this. . The Government 
levies this tax. upon you for fhe sugar planter, to enable 
him to supply the American market; and if you will but 
pay the tax for twenty years, you will then get the sugar 
as cheap at home as you cannow abroad, and then the tax 
may cease. So, then, I am to pay three cents upon every 
pound of sugar that I use for twenty years, in order to ob- 
tain it as cheap then as I can now without the tax. How 
am I benefited by this process? If, at the end of twenty 
years, I am to get it no cheaper than I-now do, how is it 
possible, in the nature of things, that I can derive advan- 
tage from this process? The answer is at hand: when 
did error or injustice ever stand in want of apology or apo- 
logists? You will then be independent of foreign nations, 
is the reply which the tax-gatherer would give, and which 
we have heard.a thousand times from the ‘advocates of 
this miscalled American system. Independent of foreign 
nations! Sir, this is not only a shallow, but in some mea- 
sure an impious argument. Anall-wise Providence never 
designed that man should be independent of man, or nation 
of nation. Separate man from his species—throw him upon 
his own unaided and unassisted resources—and you con- 
vert him forthwith into a ferocious savage. So witha na- 
tion. The ocean, which has been aptly called the highway 
of nations, bears upon its bosom the rich freight of the arts 


for his; who, within the wide-spread limits of this Union—- jand sciences of one portion of the world in exchange for 


who, having any relish for freedom on the face of the|those of another. 


Light is then given for light, and civi- 


habitable globe—would ‘hesitate to pronounce such con-|lization is advanced to its highest point of perfection. But 


duct arbitrary and despotic? If an imperial monarch, 
armed with absolute power, levied such an exaction, would 
he not be justly denounced by mankind asa tyrant? Was 
the per capita tax in the time of Richard II, or of ship 
money by Charles I, more evasive of right and liberty? 


adopt the opposite policy-—accomplish this work of inde- 
pendence—convert the frozen regions of the Northinto the 
burning equator in their productions: in other words, set 
at naught the decrees of the Creator in the formation of 
the globe, and let the ocean no longer be used for the 


And yet the spirit of English freedom was roused to resist- | great purposes of commerce, and the bold pretensions of 


tance in both these instances, and in both the monarch was 
made to tremble on his throne. 


man would be punished by the results of his own short- 
sighted policy. Chaos would come again, and the night 


This system is only sustained from the circumstance of]0f gloom and ignorance would enshroud the world. . And, 


its being enveloped in mist which the public mind has 
not yet penetrated. It presses upon men with a hand 
which, although felt, is not seen. Its action is indirect, 
and therefore not fully understood by the great mass 
of mankind. Sir, I hesitate not to say that, if its action 
was direct, the system would’ melt beneath the blaze 
of popular indignation. Take any one of the numerous 
taxes which it imposes, and levy it directly on individuals. 
Send your tax-gatherer to each and every person in the 
United States once in the year, to collect the sums now 


after all, are not nations that sell as dependent upon na- 
tions that buy, as the reverse? The dependence is mutual, 
and that mutuality of interest and dependence constitutes 
the golden circle which embraces. the universe. 

I have embraced, inthe short analysis which I have just 
given, the whole argument in favor of the tariff system. 
The answer accompanies it, and the decision cannot be at 
variance with the opinions I am advocating. . Operating 
on the members of an individual society, it would be highly 
oppressive and unjust; but what shall we say of its effects 


exacted by this protective system upon the articles which [upon States—inter pares? The confederacy rests on the 
each #as consumed, and you would be answered ina voice {principle of perfect equality among its members. To 
which would cause you to tremble in your high places, if|impose-a tax which operates unequally among the States, 
it did not shake you out of them. Send your tax-gatherer enriching some and impoverishing others, isto violate that 
on the last day of December in every year, to ascertain of | Original design, and remove the foundation-stone on which 
the farmer the quantity of brown sugar which he has con- {the social edifice was made to rest. Butit has often been 
sumed in his family during the year—I take sugar, out of /Said, the system isas well Southern as Northern. - Itis the 
no invidious spirit, because all other items on the tax list |result of a. general law which embraces all portions of the 
are equally obnoxious, but merely because the process of Union. Why, then, do you of the South not enter into it? 
analysis is more plain and palpable. Well, sir, the visit is | The question is answered by the fact, that although the 
paid, and the requisition made; let us imagine the dialogue |system has existed for sixteen years, we have not gone 
which would arise between ‘the parties. Our fellow-citi- {into it to any extent, and no machinery of consequence 
zens are somewhatinquisitive, and, like the people of other thas been introduced among us. . This is sufficient to prove 
countries, are rendered more so when demands are made that the system.is not ours. The-Southern States are 
upon their purses. The farmer would inquire into the cause j¢ither not ripe for it, or there is something in their condi- 
of the levy upon him of three cents in the pound upon the tion at war with its adoption. Can any man be at a loss to 
brown sugar he had used. Does the Government want jassign the reason? The North is extensively commercial; 
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its capital is a floating capital, and-can be invested in any 
new pursuit with: the greatest facility. Hence, when 


rupt the progress of the debate on the tariff, he would 
forbear, at present, to press the consideration of the reso. 


through governmental interposition the employment of |lutions.. He was willing to let them lie on the table for 


capital in manufacturing establishments held out the pro- 
mise of greater profit from such employment than from any 
other, ‘the Northern States stood ready upon the instant to 
avail themselvés of such advantages. But who is so blind as 
not to see the difference in the situation of the South? It 
-is almost exclusively agricultural. 
lands and slaves; the last.convertible, to a limited extent, 
into money, but inseparable from the lands without sink- 
ing all profit on that large portion of capital invested in 
lands; and if the farmer was so reckless of his interest as 
to make the separation, it would be but a transfer of the 
property. from one Southern man to another, and would 
leave the condition of things unaltered. Landed estates 
can only be sold with great difficulty, and, when sold, are 
generally sacrificed. “Ours, then, is a fixed capital, not 
convertible into money, except at great loss; and we, 
therefore, have not, even under the strong temptations 
which have been held out, felt the influence of the manu- 
facturing; mania.: The causes which I have assigned 
operate as powerfully, so far as they go, as climate. Let 
climate constitute the only ingredient in the computation, 
and its influence upon the subject will be acknowledged by 
all. Take, for example, the duty on sugar, a duty which, 
if it was not sustained by others equally as exclusive in their 
character, would be instantly abandoned. Suppose the 
States lying. out of the limits of the sugar region should 
object to it, as they assuredly would do, if it did not con- 
stitute a part of the cordon sanitaire of the American sys- 
tem, would it avail to say to them that it was the result of 
„a general law, applying to each State of the Union, and 
therefore as much for them as for Louisiana? Would so 
shallow a pretence avail its advocates in the slightest de- 
gree? Our Northern brethren understand the operation 
of the causes which I have assigned, as well as we our- 


Its capital consists of’ 


a few days, and made a motion to that effect, which was 
carried. . 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of the 
special order, being Mr. Cray’s resolution on the subject 
of the tariff. 

Mr. HAYNE said that he: had received a. communica- 
tion from the gentleman.who had, as chairman, signed the 
memorial of the late Free Trade Convention, (Mr. Galla- 
tin,) giving the information that .an erroneous impression 
had been created elsewhere as to the prayer of that pė- 
tition, from some remarks which had. fallen from him 
(Mr. H.] on that subject, and which had been erroneously 
reported. Mr. H. said he rose to correct that misappre- 
hension, and would do so by simply reading that part of 
the memorial which related to the subject. It was in the 
following words, viz. = 

Your memorialists respectfully pray: 

‘Ist. That the duties be so reduced, as to leave, after 
the cxtinguishment of the public debt, only that amount 
of revenue which may be necessary to meet the ordinary 
exigencies of the Government. 

‘2d. That allowing a reasonable time for the gradual 
reduction of the present exaggerated duties on some 
articles, the duties onall the imported articles not free of 
duty be ultimately equalized, so as that the duty on-any 
such article shall not vary materially from the general 
average rate ofall the duties together, or, in other words, 
from a uniform duty ad valorem on all imported articles 
subject to duty. 

‘3d. That wines, teas, coffee, and similar articles, be 
not added to the list of those now free of duty, but may, 
on the contrary, be subject to duties corresponding, in 


selves do; and this knowledge of the true condition of |proportion to their respective value, with those laid on 


things: with us, urges them to sustain this system fotis viri- 
bus.. Their profits arise from the engrossment of the home 
market; but suppose every State to become manufacturing 
to an éxtent equivalent to its own suppiy, does not every 
body readily perceive that from that moment the large 
profits now realized would cease, and that there would be 
no deep concern felt in the preservation of the system? 
It is because they win and we lose, that it is maintained 
and supported; our distress is the strongest evidence of 
their prosperity; and, through the agency of a Govern- 
ment formed for the benefit of all, fortunes are built up 
in one region at the expense of another. If there can 
exist a stronger objection to the action of the Government 
than this, I have not the wit to discover it. . Nothing to 
my mind-can‘be more odious; nothing more unjust. 

_ The honorable Senator’s invocation to Heaven, on the 
second day of his speech, for ‘strength to enable him to 
sustain the interests of this country in the advocacy of the 
American system, although it proceeded no doubt from 
the most thorough conviction of the correctness of his opi- 
nion, appears to’ me to have been out of place. He es- 
pouses the interests of one portion of the Union against 
another; and if he implored strength and ability to sustain 
the cause of the North against the South, his invocation 
would have been more germain to the matter. 

(Mr. Tyrer here yielded the floor for a motion to ad- 
journ:] 


; : Fripay, Frsruary 10. 

-The resdlutions submitted some days ago by Mr. 
Spracusr, touching the arrangement with Great Britain, 
coming up for consideration, : 

Mr. SPRAGUE said that, in accordance with the wishes 
of several gentlemen; and his own indisposition to inter- 


other imported articles, subject to duty.” 

Mr. KNIGHT took occasion (before Mr. Tyrer, who 
was entitled tothe floor, proceeded) to read to the Sen- 
ate some statements, to show the great amount of corn, 
flour, &c. imported from the Southern States into 
Rhode Island, for the consumption of the manufacturing 
districts. 

Mr. TYLER, in allusion to this subject, said he had that 
morning received a letter froma neighbor and friend, 
with whom he had had many good tempered controversies 
respecting the tariff--who wrote him thus: ‘I have just 
sold my crop of corn toa Yankee, to be carried by him to 
feed the New England manufacturers, who, if it were not 
for the abominable tariff, would make corn for them- 
selves.” Mr. T. in reading this letter, declared his belief 
that it evinced the greatest delusion of mind on the sub- 
ject. It is not necessary for me to say, continued Mr. T., 
that my friend and correspondent differs from me in senti- 
ment upon this great and all-absorbing subject. Our 
social intercourse suffers no interruption from our differ- 
ences. of opinion,,since neither of us, in the eye of the 
other, can be considered as actuated by any unworthy or 
improper.motive. I have taken the liberty of reading a 
single sentence from his letter, because it purports to 
present in a practical, and therefore more imposing: form, 
a text worthy ofa serious commentary. The first inquiry 
which presentsitself obviously is whether this sale might 
not have been made, had the American system never ex- 
isted. The mere faet, that corn has been sold by the 
South for the consumption of the North, proves nothing 
in itself. The day never was, since the revolution, not to 
say before, although I believe that the fact would be 
ascertained to have preceded that period, if our researches 
led us as far hack, when bread stuffs were not exported 
from Maryland, Virginia, and North Carolina, to the 
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Eastern States. Why, sir, when I was a mere boy, I re- 
member well the existence of that trade. We had annual 
visits from New England vessels up all our rivers, well 
supplied with a variety of exchangeable commodities, 
which were bartered for wheat and corn to be transported 
tothe North. They gave us chiefly New England rum, 
which then filled the place of common whiskey at the 
present day, in exchange for the productions of our soil, 
and a profitable trade they undoubtedly made of it. But 
T rest not on that fact alone, but from information derived 
from those who have watched the course of this trade-for 
the last thirty years; and I appeal here, in my place, to 
Senators representing the New England States, to say 
whether my information is incorrect. If the statement 
remain uncentradicted, it will be considered as avouched 
by honorable Senators. These sales of corn from one 
place to another, occur under all circumstances; not only 
between separate States, but between counties of the same 
State, and neighborhoods of the same county. A drought 
produces a scarcity in one county or neighborhood, while 
another is blessed with genial seasons, which cause its 
garners to overflow. This was the case last summer; for 
while in lower Virginia we were blessed ‘with copious 
showers, similar blessings were denied, as I have learned, 
since yesterday, from a resident of that county, to the 
people of Halifax and the counties contiguous thereto. 
My friend left out one important ingredient in his commu- 
nication. Ishould have been highly pleased to have been 
informed of the price which he obtained for his corn. I 
rather apprehend, that,enotwithstanding his ascription of 
influence upon the sale to the American system, the corn 
buyers of his own State would most cheerfully have given 
him.as much as he obtained from the Northern purchaser. 
I learn, for example, that the price of corn in that portion 
of the country to which I have before had reference, is 
now three dollars per barrel, and that the price is advanc- 
ing. Let me not be understood as denying the value of 
the Northern market for our bread stuffs. We find valu- 
able customers in the great and flourishing cities of the 
North. To New York, and to Boston, we annually export 
large quantities of flour and Indian corn, and so do we, 
also, to Baltimore. Much of itis doubtlessly consumed by 
the inhabitants of those cities, but the far greater part is 
exported abroad. But the true questionis, not how much 
we export to the North; but how much the export is 
increased by the manufacturing establishments. No one 
would ascribe the existence of those cities to the American 
system, not only because they existed anterior to that 
system, but because all history informs us that large cities 
are the offspring of an extensive foreign commerce. Let 
any man visit New York or Boston, and the countless sails 
which flutter in every breeze, and have come from far 
distant lands, will hold to him a language which he cannot 
misunderstand. If we look to the table of exports, it 
will be found that the largest of the Northern States, and 
those, too, most deeply interested in manufactures, so far 
from drawing their supplies from us, export annually to 
a very largeamount. Pennsylvania and New York export 
annually large quantities of bread stuffs; and while Balti- 
more is an extensive and valuable market for all the tide- 
water country of Virginia, every body Knows that Mary- 
land is a large exporting State. Ican assure my esteemed 
correspondent of the further fact, that not an acre less is 
cultivated now in the Northern States, than formerly. I 
state this fact upon the authority of a gentleman from one 
of the Eastern States, whose assertion may be most impli- 
citly relied on. | ; 
But, Mr. President, while this market, produced by the 
American system, is a mere matter of surmise and con- 
jecture, it behooves us to look more minutely into the fo- 
reign corn trade, so that we may avoid realizing the fable 
of the dog and the shadow. Ihave extracted from the 
tables of exports of the last year the following facts: ~ 


[Sunare. 
Of flour, there was exported abroad j $6,075,953 
Of Indian corn, - - - - - 224,823 
Of meal, - - - - - - 372,296 
Ofrye, - - - - - - - 87,796 
Of oats, and other grain, - - - 66,249 
Biscuit, or ship bread, - - - a < 188,474 
Making the sum of, - - - - -7,025,591 
And of tobacco, - - - - - 5,586,365 
Making an aggregate of, - - - $12,611,956 


And this, independent of a great variety of other articles, 
the product.of agriculture, which I have not deemed: ne- 
cessary to exhibit to the Senate. And yet we have, in 
the very face of this fact, been asked, over and over again, 
to point out the foreign market for our surplus productions. 
England and her dependencies take of our bread stuffs 
alone, 2,460,045 dollars worth, more than a third of the 
whole amount experted—and of our tobacco, $1,761,673. 
This, sir, is the nation against whom our wrath is to been- 
kindled; and we are to be subjected to the charge of re- 
colonizing America, unless we shut our ports against her 
manufacturer. We are called upon, under these heavy 
denunciations, to wage commercial war against our best 
customer; and a comparison is attempted by ‘honorable 
Senators to be run between foreign markets of almost in- 
calculable value, and the little, paltry, contemptible mar- 
kets, created by manufacturing  establishments—mere 
neighborhood affairs, no more deserving of attention than 
the markets produced throughout the country by the nu- 
merous watering places which are found dispersed 
throughout the Union. f , 
Important as is the foreign market, notwithstanding the 
embarrassments imposed on commerce, its benefits are 
capable, under a wise system of policy, of incalculable in- 
crease. What would not Spain be willing to concede for 
the free admission of the sugar from her islands? France 
has recently manifested her desire to trade with the Unit- 
ed States on the most liberal terms, in order to have our 
ports opened to the admission of her silks and wines. 
Other Powers would speedily follow her example, if hope 
could be indulged that the anti-commercial system of the 
country would be relaxed. I have heard it stated by a 
gentleman who resided for two years in Cuba, that the 
consumption of flour in St. Jago alone was equal to four 
hundred barrels per day; and he expressed the opinion, 
that the free admission of sugar into this country would 
augment the consumption of bread stuffs in that island fully 
one-fifth. The truth is, that no'scheme which the wit of 
man could devise, can be more destructive of agriculture 
than this Americansystem. By reason ofthe exactions which 
it levies on the productions of other countries, it forces a 
change of employments abroad, and compels the culture 
of bread stuffs in foreign countries, which would otherwise 
gladly exchange for our corn and flour; and thus, while it 
cripples the farming interest of the Union, operates as a 
direct premiun to that same interest in other countries. 
Before I recur to the course of argument which 1 had 
prescribed, I beg leave to notice an annunciation which 
the morning papers contain, proceeding from the great 
State of Pennsylvania. The Legislature of that State have 
unanimously resolved against all reduction of the duties 
laid for protection. I deeply regret this decision, because 
it would seem effectually to close the door against all hope 
of settling the distractions of the country. It is not for 
me to reprehend the course which any one of the States 
may think proper to adopt. How much soever I may de- 
plore, I cannot censure. ‘That State has been called the 
main arch which supported our political edifice: and on 
her wisdom and patriotism my reliance was placed at the 
present important crisis: She should have recollected 
that there were two sides to this question, and that a per- 


.[Uinacious adherence to her opinions was likely to be met 
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with a similar feeling on. the part of other States; that 
if she was excited upon this subject, so would others be 
also; and that her elevation in the Union would not be les- 
sened by the manifestation of a conciliatory spirit, out of 
which this Government itself sprung, and by which it can 
only be preserved. One remark I may be indulged in 
‘without giving offence. ‘The resolutions to which I have 
alluded, are said to have passed unanimously. Now, sir, 
strange as it may appear at the first glance, it is neverthe- 
less true, that perfect unanimity in any deliberative body, 
on any subject of interest, is the strongest evidence that 
the subject has not been properly examined. This is not 
an original idea with me. It claims its origin from the 
venerated Lowndes, who, while he lived, reflected so 
much honor on the State of his nativity, and gave the pro- 
mise of a life of so much usefulness to the United States. 
It was not long after I had taken my. seat for the first time 
in the other House, that a proposition to amend the con- 


the taxed commodities—the process would be altogether 
too tedious for this. place, however profitable such an in- 
vestigation: might be-~but shall content -myself by looking 
into four branches of the system, the results of which will 
serve to illustrate the. whole. I take, for this investiga- 
tion, iron, sugar, cottons, and woollens; and, unless J haye 
deceived myself, will show not only the oppressive cha- 
racter of the taxes they impose on individuals, but the 
enormous burden which they devolve upon the whole com. 
munity. To begin with iron.. [have been struck with 
the fact, Mr. President, in investigating this particular sub- 
ject, that the manufacture of iron began in this country at 
a period long anterior to the revolution. I find that iron 
was exported to England as early as the years 1771, ’2, 
°3, from Philadelphia, and sold in Liverpool at $53 33} 
per ton, including the charges of transportation, and other 
incidental charges. [Mr. T. here read a statement to sus. 
tain this fact, appended to the examination of Mr. Sarchet, 


stitution came there to be discussed. The Legislature of| taken before a committee of the Senate at the last session.] 


Virginia had acted upon it with perfect unanimity, and 
every functionary of the Government, so far as my obser- 
-vation extended, approved the decision of the Legislature. 
Sir, I had approved it myself; but my opinion was tho- 
roughly changed, and I found myself opposed to the con- 
templated-amendment. I expressed to Mr. Lowndes the 
alteration which my opinion had undergone, and my aston- 
ishment at the unanimity which had prevailed in the Le- 
gislature. He then let fall the remark which I have quoted, 
and added, that men’s opinions were as liable to differ as 
their watches, and that differences would inevitably arise 
if discussion and due deliberation were resorted to. Iam 
asked by gentlemen around, what proposition it was I al- 
luded to. T have no hesitation in answering. It contem- 
plated the districting the United States for the election of 
members of Congress and electors of President and Vice 
President, than which nothing would go further to strike 
out of existence the federative feature of the Government. 
I will. go so far as to say that if the same proposition, 
which formerly received the unanimous support of the 
General Assembly, was again submitted to its decision, it 
would be rejected by a large majority of that body. But 
let us return to the resolutions of Pennsylvania. In 1794 
or ’5, an excise was laid on domestic distilled spirits, 
which operated with some severity on the people of that 
State; and what was her course? She protested against 
it, and, T must say, with much justice, as violatory of the 
principle of equality on which the Union rested. The 
exactions of the Government fell upon her citizens with 
more force than on those ofany other State. Nor did they 
content themselves with merely petitioning and protest- 
ing. They resorted to more decisive measures, and for a 
time set the law at open defiance... I express no censure 
upon this conduct: . looking at the subject now that party 
feeling has‘ceased to operate, I can but say that their com- 
plaints were but too well founded. The act Jevied un- 
equal exactions, and fell with the greatest force upon Penn- 
sylvania. I submitit to honorable Senators to say if there 
is not a striking similarity between the existing system and 
the whiskey tax. If that was partial, so also is this; if 
that levied unequal exactions, are not the requisitions of 
this grossly and palpably unequal? And yet, sir, the one 
excited the citizens of Pennsylvania to arms, while+his in- 
vokes to its support all her power and all her influence. 
The one deteriorated from her interest; this advances that 
interest at the expense of others. I make no commentary, 
but submit. the subject to the deliberation, the calm and 
dispassionate deliberation, of her representatives here and 
elsewhere. : 
When the Senate adjourned on yesterday, I was about 
to enter into an examination of various items on the list of 
protected articles, with the purpose of making good the 
last branch of the proposition, that we buy dear. 
not fatigue the Senate by going through the entire 


The fact is also undeniable, that this branch of industry was 
successfully prosecuted at an early period of our history, 
and that considerable fortunes were made at it. Mines were 
opened, and worked successfully, in Virginia; and General 
Ridgely, of Maryland, ‘is known to have built up a large for- 
tune by the iron business; and at this moment it is prose- 
cuted successfully at the Trois Riviéres, in Canada, undera 
duty of but five per cent. ad valorem. ‘These facts would 
seem to prove, after the most conclusive manner, that the 
iron tax is entirely gratuitousand unnecessary. ‘They are 
aided also by the fact that this pyrsuit was commenced in 
the United States ata time certainly as early as it was in 
England, and that the iron master in this country had the 
field of competition fairly open to him, and clear of all 
impediments. The. truth is, that without governmental 
agency he possesses the monopoly of the interior, and is 
secured thereby a market of great extent and immense 
value. That monopoly arises from the position of the 
mines, and the great cost of transporting over land so hea 
vy an article as iron. A friend, in whose statement I have 
the most implicit confidence, has informed me that the 
cost of transporting a ton of iron from the works in North- 
western Virginia to the seaboard, would not full short of 
thirty dollars. This monopoly is so entire, that iron sells 
at a higher price in the yicinity of the mines, than at a dis- 
tance of one hundred mifes from them; and itis the foreign 
importation which alone prevents it from becoming a mo- 
nopoly of the most oppressive character. The foreign 
iron presses in upon the limits of the iron master, when- 
ever his prices are exorbitant, and forces him to content 
himsclf with a somewhat reduced price. The whole strug- 
gle of the iron masters of Pennsylvania and New Jersey 
is to extend their monopoly to the seaboard; and, in order 
to do this, the duty must necessarily be sufficiently great 
to cover all the expenses of transportation to the Atlantic 
markets. Hence, Russian and Swedish iron is subjected 
to the duty of $22 40 the ton, and English to a still heavier 
charge of thirty-seven dollars the ton. The latter bears 
so great a disproportion to the prime cost, as almost to 
amount to a prohibitory. duty, while the former is scarcely 
affected by it. In 1810, when the population of the coun- 
try was but seven millions, there were imported sixteen 
thousand tons, and in 1830 the importation was equal to 
thirty-two thousand tons, increasing in a ratio nearly equal 
to our population. The inquiry naturally arises as to the 
cause of this undiminished importation of Russian and 
Swedish iron, notwithstanding the high duty added to the 
heavy charges of transporting it from so great a distance. 
Sir, it is found in the fact that no iron of the same qua- 
lity, and suited to the purposes to which this is applied, 


Lis made within the United States, or, at most, but a very 


small quantity. inquired into this matter, of the Senator 


I will| from New Jersey, [Mr. Dicxxnson,] the gentleman who 
list of | has had the almost exclusive management of the subject, 
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and who is largely engaged in the iron business. - His an-| on the duties paid, the tax for twelve years, paid by a 


swer was brief and-sententious, but full of pith and mo- 
ment——‘‘we shall soon make it.” Now, sir, is it not in- 
tolerable that this heavy tax of $22 40-per ton should be 
continued on the community for an indefinite period, un- 
der the promise that, sooner or later, there will be made, 
in the United States, iron, of a quality equal to that im- 
ported from abroad? I did not stand in need of the infor- 
mation from the honorable Senator.. The New York price 
current had assured me that the Russian and Swedish iron 
was indispensably necessary for our consumption. I there 
found that it sold at one hundred dollars the ton, being 
equal to an advance of ten dollars in the ton over our iron; 
which excess of price would long since have driven it out 
of the market, if a proper substitute had been found for it 
in the domestic article. , 

The tariff. has had the effect of keeping up the price 
of this article, notwithstanding the great fall which has 
taken place in foreign prices. I make good this assertion, 
by referring to the report of the committee appointed at 
New York by the tariff convention. In 1790, bar iron 
sold on the Atlantic seaboard at ninety dollars the ton; in 
1830, it sold in the same market at from eighty-five to 
ninety dollars, while the price in the interior, I speak more 
particularly of the northwestern portion of Virginia, has 
undergone no diminution. [Mr. T. here read an extract 
from a letter written by a gentleman in Monongalia county, 
Virginia, in the following words: ‘Iron in this county is 
now scarcer and higher than ever known, except in war 
time—iron has been gradually increasing in value ever 
since the tariff of 1824. You know this is a great country 
for manufacturing of iron, yet we consider the duty op- 
pressive. The great body of the people here are farmers; 
all have to use more or less of iron, it being an article we 
cannot do without. Before the year 1824, iron retailed 
at from five to six cents per pound. I live on a public 
road, and could, at my own door, exchange any of the 
products of my farm for iron: not so now. We buy it at 
retail in the stores, at seven and eight cents per pound, 
and that for cash. There is no bartering for iron here 
now, at what we used to call trade rates; nothing will buy 


it but that which is as good as cash.”] Here are some of 


the blessed effects of the American system, which we have 
heard represented in this debate as a perfect panacea, or, 
more properly, as the philosopher’s stone, which, by con- 
verting every thing to gold, had made this the golden age 
of the republic. Now, sir, while prices have remained 
stationary, or nearly so, in this country, 
forty years, how has it been elsewhere? Look to Eng- 
land, and you will find that in 1810 iron sold for £12 10 
the ton, and that in 1830 it sold for but £4 5; that, in 
1787, the whole product of the English mines was but 
thirty thousand tons, whereas, in 1830, it had swollen to 
seven hundred thousand tons. So that if the duty, now 
specific at thirty-seven dollars the ton on English bar iron, 
was repealed, the article could be procured in this coun- 
try at a price varying from thirty-five to forty dollars the 
ton; in lieu of which, we are now compelled to give the 
enormous price of from eighty-five to ninety dollars the 
ton. This tremendous tax operates on an article which 
enters into the universal consumption of the country, and 
falls on all classes of society, the farmer, the mechanic, 
and the ship-builder. Take the ship-builder,and see how 
it operates on him. 

[Mr. T. here read from Mr. Lee’s exposition, under the 
head “taxes on ships,” a statement of the actual charge 
in the construction of a first rate ship of 418 tons, for du- 
ties alone; which resulted in showing an addition in the 
price of $2,841 43, arising chiefly from the duty on iron: 
and taking a period of twelve years, the duties paid on 
articles entering into the necessary repairs, when added to 
the above sum, would be equal to $8,114 21; to which, 
if there be added the premium of insurance and interest 


during a period of 


ship of 418 tons burden, is equal to $10,943 93; which 
is equal to twenty-six dollars the ton, and, applied to the 
whole tonnage of the United States, which, according 
to the last returns, was 1,260,787 tons, amounts to 
$33,003,746 as a direct tax imposed on our shipping in 
twelve years. ] 

‘This, sir, said-Mr. T., is another of the bitter fruits of 
the American system. This noble manufacture, the ship, 
in the construction of which America. had. outstripped 


‘the world, employing,.as it.does, twenty times the amount 


of domestic labor and capital, with the highly favored iron 
business, is. made but a secondary matter, and is threat- 
ened with a continuance of the destroying influences of a 
system the most short-sighted, oppressive, and unjust, 
that civilization ever tolerated. Sir, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, becoming sensible of the injurious effect of this 
iron tax on ship-building, has recommended the allowance 
of a drawback of the duty on articles entering into the con- 
struction of ships. This would be another most admira- 
ble expedient for increasing the profits of the iron master. 
But why not meet this question face to face? Why seek 
to relieve one employment of the burden, and leave it on 
the heads of others? Is there no.sympathy felt by the 
Secretary for the farmer, the blacksmith, and other con- 
sumers of iron, who are, to the extent of their consump- 
tion, as heavily taxed as is the ship-builder? It is the part 
of a wise Government to put forth the engine of redress 
boldly and fearlessly. A resort to merely temporary ex- 
pedients is unworthy of it, and injurious discriminations 
between different employments more unfortunate still. If 
my memory serves me, it is estimated .that 150,000 black- 
smiths in the United States are thrown out of employment 
by the heavy duties on raw iron. Walk through the streets. 
of your cities and villages, and tell me from whence come 
the immense quantities of hardware which fill the various 
stores which every where meet your eye? They are 
almost all imported from England, and at a less price than 
the raw iron, burdened with the duty, can be bought for 
in this country. A comparison of American and English 
prices will satisfy us of this. I present you a table which 
I have extracted from an appendix to the report of the 
select committee appointed on the memorial of the. black- 
smiths at the last session of Congress. 


Price of Eng-| American } Price at Phi: 


‘lish iron at | duty on do.| ladelphia. 
Liverpool, 
per ton. 

Sheet iron, - $52 23 $78 40 $165 to 176 
Iron hoops, - 42 22 78 40 120 to 140 
Rod iron, - 31 10 78 40 170 to 180 
*Bar iron, - 29 41 37 00 90 to 100 
Boiler plates, - 43 34 78 40 


160 
aaa e eea 
Were there ever such exactions levied on a free people? 
And yet we are told, touch not the protective system— 
told so not only here, but by the great State of Pennsyl- 
vania, through the resolutions of her Legislature, unani- 
mously adopted. Mr. Sarchet ascribed the insecurity of 
steam navigation in the United States to these exactions, 
and with much force. In England, accidents from the 
bursting of steam boilers rarely if ever occur; and it was 
said that it arose from the English boiler being thicker, 
and consequently more substantial. Iron being obtained 
there at a very low price, there existed no such induce- 


* Since the above was in type, iron has been purchased in England 
for £22 22 per ton, for the American market. 
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ament as exists here for practising economy in the use of| and from this example of the effect of specific duties, who 


- that article. Here, on the-contrary, the smallest possible 
quantity of iron is made to enter into the manufactory, 
because of its:high price. : 1 - 

` I feel that I fatigue- the Senate, but I cannot quit this 
subject without exhibiting a striking effect of the high 
duties on the manufacture. of hardware. 
fryingparis, for example, all charges included along with 
the duty of twenty-five per cent. ad valorem, costs in this 
country $96 24, leaving to the English manufacturer a 
profit of $24 64 per ton; whereas, allowing to the Ame- 


rican manufacturer a similar profit, he has, by ‘reason of| tax. 


. the extravagant duty on iron, and its consequent high 
price,.to ‘obtain $170 36 for the same article which the 
Englishman sells in this country for $96 24. All other 
articles of hardware stand. upon a similar footing. : 

The facts which I have stated show to demonstratio: 
the oppressive character of the iron tax, not only on indi- 
viduals, but upon whole trades; and I conclude this expo- 
sition, by exhibiting the tax levied annually upon the com- 
munity through its instrumentality. It is estimated by the 
New York committee, that the annual production of bar 
iron in the United States is equal to about 112,000 tons; 
to which, if we add the annual importations, say 32,000, 
we have for the yearly supply of the Union 144,000 tons; 
which, under the operation of an average duty of $30 per 
ton, the duty beyond all question éntering into the price, 
causes a levy tobe made on the people. of the United 
States; of $4,320,000, and under, among others, the frivo- 
lous pretence of providing for a state of war, which may 
not come in the lifetime of any man now living. During 
the second year of the late war, iron'sold but for $115 the 
ton; and I submit to any man to say if such an augmenta- 
tion of price for the limited period of a war, and that, too, 
when there exists not a speck upon the horizon to justify 
the expectation of a war in any short time, can excuse, much 
less justify, the imposition of a tax for an unlimited period. 

* Sugar is the next article which I propose to examine; 
and I ‘will hasten to the close of the task with as much 
speed as I can... ‘The annual consumption of this country 
is estimated at 130,000 hogsheads, of 1,000 pounds each; 
of which 80,000 are made at home, and 50,000 imported 
from abroad. The duty on brown sugar is three cents 
per pound, and on white sugar four cents. The fact is 
generally known, that sugar is currently sold in Havana, 
Porto Rico, and St. Croix, for from two anda half to 
three cents per pound, and commands in New York from 
six to nine cents per pound. Itis therefore obvious that 
the duty enters into the price, and that thus an annual tax 
is imposed upon the public, of $4,000,000 on brown sugar 
alone;.to which, if there be added the molasses tax, an 
aggregate levy will be exhibited on the good people of 
these United States, of $5,497,000. The honorable Sena- 
tor- from Louisiana, [Mr. Jonnsron, ] in a letter written by 
him to the Secretary of the Treasury a few years ago, 


‘ean doubt the superior advantage of ad valorem duties, 
which regulate themselves by the declension in the price, 
and thereby enable the consumer to derive full benefit 
from the fall-in prices? Sir, I have before said that if 
this duty stood alone—if it was not dovetailed in with 


An invoice of| other duties equally extravagant, before the going down 


of the sun it would be stricken from the statute book. 
For whose benefit is it exacted? For that of seven hun. 
dred sugar planters, one of whom, I have, often heard it 
stated, pocketed $30,000 in a single year from this single 
We are nevertheless told that, if the duty be re. 
duced, the price will be increased. The Senator from 
Louisiana, however, sees this thing with clearer vision. 
In his letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, he considers 
that the abolition of the duty would reduce the price of 
sugar to three cents in the pound. Sir, he is right, and 
the Senator from Kentucky is wrong. The price would 
necessarily be reduced, if the duty was repealed. The 
amount of sugar raised for the consumption of the world 
is estimated at 2,000,000,000 pounds; and the money em- 
ployed in its purchase is about $60,000,000. In order to 
raise it to its present price, clear of duty, say to six cents 
per pound, the money expended in its purchase must be 
doubled, viz. $120,000,000, which would imply an in- 
creased demand equal to twice the amount now produced; 
whereas, if our home’ production entirely: ceased, the ad- 
ditional demand would not exceed four or five per cent., 
and would augment the foreign price something like 
three-fourths of a cent in the pound. 
I come now to the article of cotton goods. The manu- 
facture of coarse cottons commenced at an early period 
in this country. The abundance of the raw material, re- 
lieved from all charges of conveyance incident to its re- 
moval to the sites of the manufacturing establishments, 
gave a decided advantage in the home market to our 
ellow-citizens over the foreign mechanist. The sim- 
plicity, and at the same time the perfection in the ma- 
chinery, substituting manual labor to a great extent, 
assisted also to produce this effect. Hence it was that the 
most judicious and calculating manufacturers were op- 
posed to what has been called the judge’s bill, the mea- 
sure introduced in Congress, in 1820, by Judge Baldwin, 
preferring to rest upon the protection afforded by the act 
of 1816. I well remember the memorial presented to 
the House of Representatives in 1820 by the Waltham 
manufacturers, and the strong argument on which they 
relied. But, sir, the duties went up, and at this moment 
range from thirty to one hundred and fifty per cent. Not 
content, by reasonable duties, to assist such efforts as the 
country were prepared to make with some advantage, the 
advocates of the American system took in the whole 
range of cotton goods, and thereby levied on the country 
burdens of the most oppressive character. 
We have heard much about an export trade in cotton 


which I have read with much pleasure, urges, by way of| goods, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Srrsnzz] 


sustaining and upholding this burden, an argument which 


no doubt rallied to his aid the humane and charitable of| Asia a little prior to his leaving home. 


the North——those, especially, who are eternally shedding 
tears over the slave population of the South, and in whose 
ears the clanking of chains, and the screams of the heart- 
broken, are continually ringing. I allude to the view 
which he takes to prove the value of the sugar culture to 
the slave trade which is carried on from Maryland, Vir- 
„ginia; and North Carolina. Ishall not stop to canvass this 
argument with him, but rely on facts to show conclusively 
that the tax is enormous and excessive. In 1816, when 
sugar sold for fourteen. cents per pound, the duty was 
two anda half cents, which was then equal to twenty per 
cent. ad valorem; now, when sugar has fallen to three 
cents per pound, the tax is three cents, being equal to an 


was referred to as having ordered a shipment of cotton to 
Now, sir, a few 
years since, the public prints fell to rejoicing and ex- 
changing mutual congratulations at the fact that another 
merchant of Salem had made a profitable shipment of 
American cottons to Manilla. I beg permission to read 
an extract from a valuable public journal, which it may 
be in the power of the honorable Senator either to sus- 
tain or contradict. ‘Tt is true that a Salem merchant 
shipped domestic cottons to Manilla, which, arriving there 
on a scanty market, were sold at a profit of from ten to 
twenty percent. But itis also true that other shipments 
made since to the same place, from Salem, by other mer- 
chants, have resulted in a loss of from twenty to forty per 
cent. Butthisis notall. The same merchant who made 


ad valorem‘tax of-one hundred percent. With the fall| the lucky hit at Manilla, has’ made another discovery, by 
in the price of sugar, the tax is more than quadrupled;! which he is now profiting. He has found that he can pur- 
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about it... The oppressiveness.of the duty on‘fine:woollens 
may: be illustrated by. the well avouched fact, thata :per- 
son can travel from New York to Montreal and back: on 
the saving’ which will accrue from the purchase: of two 
suits. of. clothes-at_ the Montreal prices.: In support of.’ 
this, I refer toa statement: annexed to the speech-of thé 
Senator. from South-Carolina, exhibiting the tailor’s. bill at 
feetly. An assorted cargo has to be made out, and.coarse, large, the. entire accuracy of: which is -sustained ‘by the _ 
cottons make a part of the assortment. They are sent in| most satisfactory: authority. ..I-state:the further fact; the 
search of a market; and if, as in the case of the shipment ferror of which,-if error there-be, can readily be detected 
to Manilla, a temporary scarcity chance to exist ‘at any |by a resort-tofigures, that ayard of cloth, which .can-be’ 
place, a sale is then effected. at a small profit; but if no| purchased in Liverpool at two dollars, comes to the Ame- 
such scarcity prevail, a loss-is..sustained. _ We are con-jrican consumer at-a price exceeding four dollars per yard: 
tinually told of the cheap. price at which coarse. cottons | Falling under the two dollars ‘and fifty cents minimum, 
are sold.in this country. . Why not then put it to the test? | the: duty alone is one dollar‘and sixty-eight and,- three- 
Repeal the duty if you can sell as low as the Englishman, | fourths .cents;. to. which, if the charges. of transportation 
not only here, but abroad. Abandon ‘this, to. my mind, | only be added, and nothing allowed for mercantile. profit, 
idle notion of foreign combinations to inundate the coun-| the cost is increased to four dollars and eighteen .and three- 
try. with their fabrics at a losing price, with the view of| fourths cents. ate : i REA 
breaking down: our manufacturers. The foreign me-| Take next the article of flannels, on which the honor- 
chanist will no more be willing to play a losing game than [able Senator from Kentucky displayed his eloquence and 
the American mechanist. _He requires a reasonable profit| wit.. The. duty on all: flannels costing fifty “cents. per 
on his labor as well as other people; and he will no more |square yard, ard: legs, is twenty-two and. a half cents the 
make us free gifts, than our manufacturers will make to|square-yard. Now, the flannel which is usually required 
foreign nations free gifts. “The people of the country will | for the poor people and working classes, costs from ten to 
judge of the sincerity of these declarations, by lovking|twenty cents in England; and is subject. to.a duty here, 
into facts. ‘The first and most important is, that large | varying from one hundred and twelve and a half per cent. 
quantities of cotton goods are brought into the country |to two hundred and twenty-five per cent., under the mini- 
and sold at a profit in despite of the high duties; proving | mum. system—a system, than which nothing is better 
conclusively the greater cheapness of the fabrics, which, | calculated to deceive and mislead—a system. which is gra- 
although thus burdened, can enter successfully into com-|duated upon the false principle of imposing ‘a: slighter 
petition with the domestic fabrics. An article like Jeno, | duty on luxuries than on necessaries; which operates hea- 
for moscheto blinds, costs in England from two to four vily enough in all conscience on the rich,-but which grinds 
cents a yard, and the duty ca by the price is from|the poorinto dust and ashes. - Flanriel of no. quality càn 
two hundred and eighteen. to four hundred and thirty-five | be imported at less-than a duty .of forty-five. per. cent.; 
percent. If an article costs in England thirty-eight and) and if twenty percent. be added forthe charges-of im- 
three-fourths cents per yard, the duty is one hundred per| port, the flannel makérs are protected by» bounty of from. 
cent.; and if seventeen and a half cents per yard, the| sixty-five to two huridred and twenty-five per cent. This 
duty is fifty per cent. And yet talk of touching these | brings me, sir, to the Saluda gap view of this subject. 
duties--the American system is to be abandoned, and ruin{ I would ask-no.clearer illustration of the operation of this 
spread over the land; and this.declaration is not only made|entire system, than -the trade between Kentucky and 
here, but sustained by the unanimous vote of the Legisla-} South Carolina, under the free trade system, and this mis- 
ture of Pennsylvania. The fact is, that the country is|shapen and deformed American system. South Carolinas 
made to pay from $4,200,000 to $9,000,000 per annum, | under the first, exchanges with. England her'products, at 
for the support of the cotton, manufacturers. My own|their lowest point of production, for English ‘products, 
opinion is, that the last sum is by no means an extravagant jat their lowest point of fabrication. Kentucky carries.on ” 
computation. Ihave fallen on an estimate which will elu-|the same trade with South Carolina, and her supplies are 
cidate the grindstone system of my honorable friend from | obtained at the lowest price also... The-ability;of South 
South Carolina, (Mr. Haywx,] upon a larger scale. Tt is| Carolina to purchase, is limited only by her.wants; and Ken- 
taken from Mr. Raguet’s valnable paper. - Itis said that)tucky finds the most valuable market there for her stock: 
60,000,000 pounds of cotton. are manufactured. in -the |The mercantile and navigating interests participate in the 
United States. ‘The tiumber of men, women, and chil- advantages of this fair, equal, and profitable trade. Here 
dren employed is computed at 50,000. Now, if the tax]is the golden circle which embraces all, and benefits all. 
imposed for protection is but one cent per yard, itimposes| But, sit, Government sees proper to interpose, and pro- 
an annual tax of $2,400,000, which distributes a bounty | hibits. the traffic between South Carolina and England, 
of $48 per head on each of the operatives; if two cents a except upon the payment of extravagant -duties. What 
yard, then an annual tax of $4,800,000, and to each|is the influence which this interference produces? | South 
operative a bounty of $96; and if three cents, a tax of} Carolina has to give for the articles, under an average duty 
$7,800,000, and a bounty of $144. And this is paid over|of fifty per cent., twice as much as undet the. free 
and above the full value of the article in foreign markets. | trade system, and_so does-Kentucky;, while her ability. to 
The last subject which J shall attempt to follow out|carry.on the trade with Kentucky is necessarily dimin- | 
somewhat into detail, is the woollen manufactures; and [ished one-half. Has not this state of things operated most 
seek as‘speedily-to relieve the Senate from the dryness-of injuriously to both? and has not Kentucky sacrificed the 
this investigation, as I possibly can, in justice to thë subject. jone-half-of-a-valuable market? Sir, the same reasonitig 
1 have before me, sir, a ‘morning paper, which notices a applies to any new ‘market which may. be opened to her, 
recent importation of yarns: already ‘dyed in the wool” land affects, to the-same deleterious extent, her.trade with 
for the manufacture of woollen goods. The wool grower|all. the South. The honorable Senator [Mr. Crar] drew 
does not seem to have the same‘ measure of justice meted|us a humorous picture of the Kentuckian wending. his 
out to him, as the sugar planter. : The importation of the way to Charleston on the Lord’s day, witha turkey under 
sirup from the cane is considered bythe custom-house as {his arin, to purchase of some rich nabob a yard of flannel 
prohibited under the duty on sugar, or, more properly,jfor-his wife and.-children.. Certainly nothing could -be 
subject to the same duty} but the wool daty is avaided by |more ridiculous than the figure the Kentuckian would cut, 
the importation of ready spun yarn, and nothing is said [under the influence. of the high duty system. Sir,-he 
Vor. VHL--23 s i 


. chase in England, at six cents a yard, the precise sort of 
cotton goods as he would havé to purchase here. at eight 
and eight and a half cents, and has recently-made a ship- 
ment from that‘country, either to the East Indies or 
Pacific Ocean.”. “{Mr. SILSBEE said. that. he could: say 
nothing about the. trade -to-Manilla;-his shipment was of-] 
dered to Asia.] Yes sir, we-understand this matter per- 


GALES & SEATON'S REGISTER 
Soe De Trif- ) [Fes. 10, isg. 


; that his turkey 
dof flannel, much 


mar in New York-mayihave taken it into'his head to spe: 
cülate upon oürnetessities. > - | peas ; 
-I -have` tls terminated the examination “which: F had 
proposed, and nothing remains but that the ‘aggregate tax- 
on'these four articles be presented. The tax ori bar iron 
alone, exclusive of all other taxes on iron, which would 


Š 


elf PE PETI i 
able Senator. was pleased-to 
for its<resdlution not tő: purchase 
gs -and cattle-. How did it escape 


pator, that he: was--throwirig ridicule} nearly dowble it, isy c vos one s - $4,000,006 
ü ‘fvorite American: system? -“Is-it not, in refer: | On sugar and molasses, exclusive. of white, 5,497,000 
ence*té’England, the same as the South Carolina resolves} On cotton fabries, -57 025. =° = + 9,000,000 
in revard‘to’Kentucky? , We will not’ buy of England at| On woollens, 57 =. 0+ + - — » 38,000,000 


the lowest price, but will raise for ourselves, cost whatit 
may. “We will not-buy‘of Kentucky at her lowest price, 


Making an amounton‘these four items, of $31,497,000 
From which, if you.deduct one-third for possible errors, 
you have upwards of: $20,000,000 annually levied on the 
industry of the country. . have neither time nor strength 
to enter. further ‘into the arcana of this system. 1 will 
content myself by reading an extract which has been fur- 
nished me by a friend, on the subject of British taxation, 
and; as I proceed, Senators can make the application to 


atan annual expense of from $6,500,000: to $13,000,000, | 
estimating ‘the differences between the foreign and-do- 
mestic prices. The correctness of these con¢lusions may |: 


be tested b gentleman who will be at the trouble of| our own condition. “‘*“The magnitude and severity of 
` investigatin: ê` subject. “The estimated -quantity of|taxation may be illustrated by a few comparative facts, 


iwoollens produced inthe United States, when added “to 
thé ‘dtnount imported, will furnish: the data.. “For what 
purpose. is this exorbitant tax imposed? The Senator 
from’ Keatucky told. us, from information derived from 
one wh; for: ten years, had been-engaged in the woollens 
business; that ‘he ‘had realized but a. profit of two per 
cént. for ten years; and the Senator, with emphasis, told 
us that it was not two: per cent. per annum, but two per 
cént. for’ ten years. Now; sir, can any thing ‘be more 
preposterous, than: the levying of those high” exactions 
for the support öf a concern so absolutely hopeless? How 
can capital be more unprofitably invested? The truth is, 
that the effort is made to overstep centuries—to convert, 
‘by political nostrums, ‘a youthful nation into one of two 
thousand ‘years’ standing. -” oe g the benefit of paternal despotism.” How rapidly we are 
°° cannot take leave “of this subject, without giving to| imitating this blessed example, I leave to others to decide. 
enatéan occurrence which -took place in the Com-| We are nevertheless‘told ‘that no relief will be afford- 
mittee onFinance: When we came to the article of negroj edy that the protective system ‘will be sustained. Ifa 
clothing, thë venerable chairman [Mr: Sarren] proposed | man can see the limit, in point of time, to his sufferings, 
a‘reduction’ of the duty to twenty-five: per cent. ad valo-| he braces himself up, and ‘composedly awaits the arrival 
reim: “Tinquired’whether any negro clothing was manu-| of the period when his sufferings shall cease. ‘The South 
factured inthe United: States, and was answered that} has endured this system patiently for fifteen years. To 
nothing specifically’ such was made. I urged,’ thën, a|this day.she has looked with all the eagerness which hope 
total abolition of: the duty—represented that it would be jand confidence inspires; and now, when the wants of the 
kindly taken. by the South, and would go far to produce | Government are gone, she is still told that this iron system 
harmony. “I was answered by thé Senator from New| will not be relaxed. When, then, will the anticipations 
York, [Mr. Mancy,] thatthere was a manufacturer in the] of its friends be realized, and an equality of price be es- 
city of New’York, with whom he had conversed on that| tablished between the fabrics of this country and foreign 
‘subject, and:from him-he. had learned ‘that he was about] fabrics? The answer must be, when we shall have attained 
to‘manufacture something out of coarse cotton to ariswer|a maximum of population equal to that of England. 
the purpose, and--that he had, samples of the intended | Then, and then only, will this end be brought about. 
smantifacture with lim. = f desired that they might be;/Run the contrast, Mr. President, between the situation of 
shown to me, arid. they»were. accordingly produced the|the two countries. Go with me to the map of this Union 
next morning; and here they are, sit. © [Mr: T. here éx-|and-its territories, and tell me when, in the current of 
` hibited two: samples résembling corduroy, the one ribbed |time, our population will become as dense‘as that of Eng- 
and the other plain, which were handed about the Senate. ]| land; when’ shall our countless and immeasurable wilder- 
Y desire Senators to examine it for themselves, and'to say|ness be threaded?” The tide of population has not yet 
whether this mere holiday stuff, not fit ever to be worn | reached the foot of the Rocky Mountains; and when shall 
ona holiday-in the month of November, would be accepted | arrive the time when it shall overcome those mountains, 
‘by them as 9-substitute for the close, thick, warm article jand flow to the shores of the mighty Pacific? Here is 
which was formerly imported, and. in which the laborers] spread out before us a region capable of containing a po- 
‘of the South were formerly clothed; I say formeily, for] pulation: of 200,000,000 souls, at which distant and un- 
the importation has ceased, because of the high duty.|ascertainable day labor will be reduced to the necessity 
system.’ The lanidholder of the South is subjected to the | of taking the wages which it now breathes on in Europe. 
necessity of procuring any thing he can pick up, in order | [He here read from a newspaper the following: ‘The 
{the his slayes; and now we are. to be put off with| Paris papers announce the complete restoration. of tran- 
able ‘substitute at' some distant: day when this}quillity at Lyons. . ‘The only question now is; how the 
é manufactured article shall come to be manu-|starving workmen are to be provided for. Ina private 
: letter, it is stated ‘that more than one-third of the work- 
men are without any. employment at all,-and that the 
other two-thirds do not earn more than seven: to ten 
pence a day.”] . Sir, we hear much talk about colonizing 


The gin and whiskey that exhilarate ‘John Bull,.yield a 
sum to the Government equal to the revenue of the Span- 
ish monarchy. .. The tax levied on beer which slakes his 
thirst, is equal to the revenue of Bavaria. He pays as 
much on. thre tea that refreshes his wife, as Francis. I draws 
from 6,000,000 Neapolitans; as much on the tobacco 
which gratifies his appetite, as ‘4,000,000 Italians pay to 
Charles Felix; as much for the soap’ which washes his 
hands; as suffices to support the Pope with all his soldiers 
and retinue; ‘and for the privilege of having daylight in 
his house, as would fill the ‘coffers of the King of Ham- 
burg. ‘And finally, the taxes levied on his thirst alone, 
as it variously inclines to brandy, rum, whiskey, beer, or 
wine, exceeds the money paid by 50,000,000 Russians for 


abolition -of a duty on a ‘necessary article, because some. 
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the free blacks of this country, with which ‘this. Govern-|succeed. Only offer sufficient inducements; and the s | 
ment has nothing more to do Wan with the inhabitants of] tle and-thé loom would be abandoned for the hothouse: Tt 


Siberia, without a previous amendment -of the constitu- 
- tion; but what do we see in Great Britain?» Every expe- 

dient is resorted to, which human ingenuity can devise, 

to get rid of the starving whites; and if a new labor-say- 

ing machine is introduced, it is the signal of. riot and con- 

fusion. When, then, will labor be content with the scanty 
, wages in this country that it is across the Atlantic? For 
until the great operative, man, shalt-be conteft to earn 
but barely enough to keep body and ‘soul together, pro- 
duction here cannot rival; in cheapness, European. produc- 
tion. Will-not America realize Dr. Franklin’s tale of the 
boy and the whistle? After all the noise which is made 
about home industry, shall we not pay too much for the 
whistle? co f 

I have said that the effort is made to overstep centuries; 
to advance from infancy to ‘old age, without waiting for 
the due course of ‘nature. This is not the first effort of 
this sort which has been made in this country: a similar 
effort was made in Virginia inthe year 1661. 'The colo- 
nists, whose settlements had not spread more than fifty 
miles in.any direction from Jamestown, resolved to adopt 
the silk culture; and the Government, impelled, no doubt, 
by the eloquence of some wise politician, who sought to 
rival Henry IV of France, by introducing the silkworm 
into Virginia, as Henry had done in France, held out strong 
inducements, in the form of bounties, for the planting of the 
mulberry and the culture of silk. For a timeall went on 
swimmingly—large orchards were planted; and, upon the 
annunciation of the fact, that the then monarch of- Eng- 
land had appeared in public, dressed in-a fall suit of Vir- 
ginia silk, you can well imagine the spirit of pride and ex- 
ultation which pervaded the colony. Butthe Government 
very soon had the: wisdom to see. that nature was wiser 
than man; that she beckoned the setilers to the wilder- 
ness, and admonished them that the most ready mode of 
enriching themselves, and benefiting posterity, was to 
conquer and subdue the earth, and, from that great labo- 
ratory, to extract not only the necessaries, but the luxuries 
of life. “Many of the mulberry trees, then planted, still 
exist in the neighborhood of W illiamsburg, and the wind, 
as it sighs through their decayed branches, speaks, in plain 
and intelligible language, of the impotence:and folly of all 
human policy which is attempted to be set up in opposi- 
tion to the decrees of nature. My honorable friend in my 
eye (Mr. Coxe] has often looked upon these monuments 
of by-gone times, and has, no doubt, regarded them with 
mingled emotions of regret and ridicule--regret, that our 
common ancestors should have been deaf to the admoni- 
tions of wisdom; and ridicule, ‘at the ‘puny and abortive 
effort which they made. : Shall we not day this thing to 
our hearts, and profit by it? Sir, what is the condition of 
the United States? and in what does that situation differ 
from Virginia, when she made the experiment of which I 
have spoken? Is the wilderness reclaimed? Is the earth 
subdued? Ineed not repeat what I have already said upon 
the subject, when engaged in another branch of the in- 
quiry.. But ifthe situation of the old States is different, 
what is the difference between the colony’ at Jamestown, 
in 1661, and the States of Indiana, Hlinois, and Misseuri? 
There, they are in the midst of a widerness-—a virgin-and 
fertile soil inviting them to reclaim it; and yet these States 
are uniting in support of this American system, and agree 
tə tax the very axe with which the forest is to be felled, 
and the spade and plough with which the earth is to be 
cultivated. j 3 
No one doubts but that the silk culture might haye been 

forced if. Government- had persevered in bestowing boun- 


ties, and so might the culture of: any thing else. -If our |. 


wise men should conclude, that the raising of pineapples 
would contribute to the encouragement:of American. in- 
dustry and American wealth, -they could undoubtedly 


would come recommended: for adoption“and: sippoitsby: 
all the considerations which lead to the advocacy of the 


American system—~independence of foreigt nations. And — 


why not be independent of other nations in our-supply of 
tropical ‘fruits,: as well as in the article of broadcloth! 
The pineapple: system might be found, however; to cost 
too much; and then, if the Government sought. to get: rid 
of it, our ears ‘would-be deafened, as they- now are, with: 
the cries of plighted faith, public honor, and” I know -not 
what. - Our doors would be ‘besieged, ‘as they now Are; 
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by the'adventurers of fortune; and if we from the South _ 


ventured to urge the. propriety of modifying or abolishing 
the system, we'should no doubt be told that. we were the 
advocates. of-a policy which would recolonize.America.:- 
The honorable Senator from Kentucky was undoubted- 
ly right.in the prediction in which he indulged’ when: this 
system was first introduced. He told tis that he had then 
foretold the speedy accession of States to its advocacy. 
He was certainly correct. Massachusetts, I well remem- 
ber, gave but a single vote in favor of it in 1820. T think 
the member who gave: that vote came froni Boston, and 
was, for that vote, discarded by his. constituents: “Let jus- 
tice be doneto New England; she stood out manfully against 
it until after-1824.. To New York and Pennsylvania, aid- 
ed by the West, are we mainly indebted for this policy. 
But I put it to the candor .of Senators: representing here 
the New States, to say if they do not recognise in our ár- 
guments similar arguments to those which they. formerly 
urged. And I, moreover, submit to them, without: in- 
tending the slightest’ disrespect, whether they have not 
become the advocates of this ‘system, more from the fact 
that their States have become interested in and under. it; 
than from-the conviction that the views which they. former- 
ly urged were unfounded and erroneous: «I thake ‘a simis 
lar appeal to the Senators from Louisiana, and of them I 
ask, without intending to-offend, whether, if the duty on 
sugar had not been imposed, they would not have perse- 
vered in that line of opposition which formerly drew upon 
them the censures of Mr. Carey and Mr. Niles. Sir; this 
system is. calculated to win by high rewards, rather than 
by conviction. It elevates the money principle above the 
influence of moral and just political causes. It appealsito 
the motives of self-interest, in place of those high and lofty 
motives which should alone control, and it appeals not in 
vain, 
tion, when, I will not say, and brought to: bear on the 
large and fertile. county” of Shenandoah, which. is repre- 
sented in the other House by my excellent friend,’ now 
before me, [Mr. ALLEN.] A national road was spoken of; 
to run through that county; and numerous surveys were 
accordingly made. . The engineers were almost as fami- 
liar in the houses of the citizens as their household gods; 
and the road was to be Jaid out so as to run by every man’s 
door. But I say it, with pride and with pleasure, that 
the inhabitants of that great-valley county. Gould not be 
made to yield their principles; and while they were ready 
to admit that a good road was'a good thing, they never- 
theless esteemed the preservation of the- constitution asa 
better thing still. -Money, however, has been properly 
said to be the key to unlock the strongest fortress; and, 
sir, it is bát too apt to -prostrate and. destroy all that is 
pure and virtuous in the heart ‘of man; it: paves the way 
to the overthrow of republics, and buries in ruin temples 
erected to liberty. Man cannot worship.God and mam- 
mon; and if you would preserve the political temple pure 
and undefiled, it can only be done by expelling the mone 
changers, and getting batk to the worship of our fathers, 
Here. Mr. TYLER, it being ‘at a late hour, gave way 
to a motion to-adjourn; and the Senate adjourned to Mon- 
n. Tuesday following Mr. TYLER resumed: bis argui 


Pi 


Sir, this. money principle was actively put in mo- ` 
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avért the dissensions which’ now so unhappily exist. May 
we not now appeal; with some degree of expectation, to 
‘that: honorable gentleman, now a Senator on this floor, 
(Mr: Wesster,']and his colleagues from the East, to stand 
forth-as the arbiters of this question-—to cast off, as far as 
they. can, the manacles of sectional interests, and to come 
to the succor of the country? : an 

You have been told, Mr. President,that Virginia was com- 
ing into the advocacy of this'system, and that her conver- 
sion would také place in seven years. Let no man “lay 
thisflattering unction- to his soul.” Her constancy and 
perseverance have‘ been tested by another branch of this 
system—one which deeply addressed itself to her interest; 
and.yet she has resisted it, and her resistance continues 
unabated. The honorable Senator is well aware that’ no 
State in this Union requires more the advantages of good 
roads and channels of intercommunication. J trust, most 
sincerely, that her wants in this respect will be liberally 


ment. .. He began-by apologizing tothe Senate for: the 
time which, ‘he feared; ‘hé:had se unprofitably consumed: 
. The Senate’ was-witness'to the ‘infirmity under which he 
had risen:to address -it “Their kind indulgence. to -him,: 
under such -circumstaices, “had sunk-deep into his heart: 
He'searched:his heart to ascertain: whether he -could find 
_ lurking withiivit any feeling of selfishness-or of party; and, 
after the :most careful examination, he-could find nothing 
of the sort... He was-compelleal to enter into this discus- 
‘sion, and. now. to.continue it, exclusively from a sense ‘of 
duty to the country. Least of allthave I been influenced 
by any. vain oridle conceit that I could ente? the lists suc- 
cessfully. withthe honorable Senator from Kentucky. 1 
havé-only nent to: break: the deep ‚spell. ef his enchant- 
ment; and; “if: jistice and. equality. in the operations of 
Government are not mere: empty ‘ahd. unmeaning terms, 
I flatter myself that I have not “been ‘wholly unsuccessful. 
What. party purpose am T subserving? “With what-party 
am J allied on this question?’ Where, sir, is the great do- 
manant-party of the. country--the Jackson party? Its 
jigaments‘are torn asunder on this great and vital question; 
and the members of that party, on this floor, from this 
side’ of the Potomac, with, I believe, but two exceptions, 
are found under the outspread banner of the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crax,] who wields an influence over the 
legislation.of Congress, as I verily believe, more power- her 
ful and more controlling than.any other man, or set of men,|the constitution, then, and not before, will she be broken 
in this country, the manufacturers, and they alone, except-|into:the advocacy of this American system. ge ey 
ed.: We,-from:the South; look in vain for our allies; wej’ I know that the effort is making to sever, ‘in sentiment 
are thrown. upon our own unaided resources; and yet, sir, {and feeling, Eastern and Western Virginia: Ihave the 
I would have you set it down. in your,note-book, and ‘Jet |firmest confidence in the wisdom. and prudence of my fel- 
the historian preserve a faithful record of the fact, that if|low-citizens, both of the East and West; and that inspires 
a Senator from Virginia, however high the obligations of|me with the hope that all such efforts will be unavailing. 
public duty may be ‘which impel him, votes against a|I have even heard something said about a division of the 
nomination to office, or differs from the administration | State. I have buta single sentiment to express upon that 
on-any. question, no matter what may be his reasons, the |subject, and it is, “ Virginia now, and Virginia forever.” 
welkin is made to ring with loud notes of condemnation, |Ltrust that the jarring which will, assurely as man is man, 
and the whole pack are let loose full-mouthed at his heels. | occur in all deliberative bodies, and. has occurred in our 
Where are those public sentinels now, sir? What has. be-| Legislature, will pass off as a summer cloud, leaving in the 
come of their sleepless vigilance? . Where now their high | horizon no trace of its existence. Upon this tariff’ ques- 
regard for the good of the country? Are they asleep upon | tion, sir, there can be no division of feeling marked out by 
their posts, amidst “the rocking of these.battlements?”” geographical lines. The exactions levied on the industry 
And willthey not arouse themselves on a question so vital | of the West are as great in their oppression as those levied 
and. absorbing as the presenta question which, without |on the East. Whether-produce consist in tobacco, wheat, 
a metaphor, may be regarded as big with the fate of this|cotton, or stock, the articles of consumption come to each 
republic? équally taxed, under the additional disadvantage to the 
“When I finished the other day, I was commenting on aj West, that inasmuch as the Atlantic country is their prin- 
remark which had fallen from the Senator from Kentucky, |cipal market, whatever is calculated to impoverish that 
{Mr. Cray,] in reference to the advance which this sys-|market, must inevitably affect Western industry. The 
tem had made. J appealed to Senators to say if they had|reasoning which I have before employed in regard te 
become converts from conviction that the arguments they | the trade between Kentucky and South Carolina, applies 
had opposed toit formerly were unfounded; or whether |in full force to Western and Eastern Virginia. I need not 
their conversion had not been brought about by the all- |express the obligations of gratitude under which I lie to 
powerful .and controlling: circumstance that. the States| Western Virginia for the- elevation, in the public eye, 
which ‘they itepresented had become interested in the|which I have, from time to time, experienced. I can never 
measiire.  L appealed to:them then, as I now do, to know |80 far forget myself as to hesitate in espousing her inte- 
whether they did not recognise in our arguments those on |Tests; but, in my honest opinion, this protective system is 
which they formerly.relied. I did this, sir, in no taunting |at war with the interests of all Virginia, both Eastern and 
spirit My object was to induce them to re-weigh, their Western; and it is due to myself that I should have ex- 
arguments; to review the ground which they formerly pressed my opinions honestly, and, therefore, fearlessly, 
occupied; and then to inquire whether they would unite | upon it. . Rees fs 
in the cry against the complaining and rebellious South. | If youcan go into the interior of a State, and look into 
There were somie speeches delivered in Congress and|the employments of her citizens——to bestow favors on some, 
elsewhere, which were considered'conclusive; one, in par- jand lay exactions on others—what can you not do? Where 
ticular, raised the gentleman who delivered ‘it high in |is the limit to the power of this Government? You pay 
Southern-esteem, Could that gentleman have heard with domiciliary visits. You ‘find the owner of the house 
` what-praise his name was pronounced; could he have wit-| dressed in English broadcloth, and you prescribe its use, 
nessed the pleasure that beamed from almost every eye, [under the penalty of heavy taxes. You glance at the win- 
when that great. effort in the cause of his country was|dow, and the light is admitted through glass imported 
spoken of, his heart would have thrilled with a sensation |from abroad; your patriotism is immediately kindled, and 
of more value than the possession of empires. He looked {its use is also proscribed under similar penalties. | His 
to the wholécountry, bound in no. manacles of, sectional family is clothed in cambrics, and cottons, and ae 
interest; he pryed deeply into the.future, and tried to|from abroad, and straightway your patriotic fervor boils 


asks no boon atthe hands of this Government, and depre- 
cates, above all things, its interference in hey local affairs. 
She may become the advocate of this system, but not until 
she shall have abandoned the high political motives on 
which she has ever acted. When justice to others shall 
have ceased to operate upon her; when she shall have 
‘elevated her petty and ephemeral interests above and over 


supplied out‘of the exchequer of the State; but, sir, she’ 
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over. Not content with this, you range over his farm; 
the plough, the hoe, the axe, the spade, arrest your atten- 
tion, all, made of English iron, and he.is startled with a 
doleful cry, and to his“astonishment he is informed that he 
is pursuing a course which will recolonize America. . Let 
gentlemen carry out this system, and where is it to end? 
Suppose that Government should conclude that the wear- 
ing of American wigs would be highly conducive to 
public prosperity, and ‘should lay a heavy tax on every 
man who should not wear a wig; wouldit not be in keeping 
with the rest of the system? Sir, I cannot conceive of 
any thing -which the wit of man can devise, so full of incon- 
gruities, not to say absurdities. ; 
-My honorable friend from South Carolina, in the course of 
his able argument, attempted to show, and I must think he 
fully succeeded, that a duty of fifty per cent. subducted 
from. the producer the benefit of one-half of his export. 
The Senator from Kentucky, however, pronounced him mis- 
taken, and periled his life upon the issue. He inquired, 
in a triumphant tone, how this could be possible, unless 
the Senate came to the conclusion that a duty of one hun- 
dred and fifty per cent. not only absorbed the whole value 
of the export, but, moreover, brought the farmer fifty 
per cent. in debt.. The error of the honorable Senator 
{Mr. Crax] consists in his taking off the duty, instead of 
laying it on. To take one hundred and fifty from ote 
hundred, would puzzle arithmetic; but, sir; the case is 
this. If the farmer exports one hundred dollars--worth 
of tobacco, corn, or cotton, he would exchange but fifty 
dollars of his export in articles subject: to a duty of one 
hundred per cent., and would bring. home fifty dollars in 
cash to meet the duty, which would make him obviously 
the loser to the amount of one-half of his.export. But, 
take an article subject to a.duty of one hundred and fifty 
per cent—iron, for example. One thousand dollars worth 
of produce is exported to England, the shipment being 
made with a view to purchase iron. The exporter would 
be compelled to purchase but four hundred dollars worth 
of iron, and to bring home with him six hundred in money. 
in order to meet the duty exacted here. Canany thingserve 
more clearly to illustrate the magnitude of this oppression, 
than the very case which I have taken? And does not 
the same result take place if he exchanges with the Ameri- 
can manufacturer? Remember, sir, that the duty enters 
into the price, and the same quantity of produce will 
therefore procure but thé same quantity of iroi-at home 
or abroad. Is not, then, the argument of my honorable 
friend from South Carolina fully sustained? “If so, can 
but recommend to my honorable friend the exercise of the 
spirit of clemency towards the Senator from Kentucky. 
He has forfeited a high stake, and [trust that the forfeit- 
ure will be remitted without hesitation: 


The honorable Senator has attempted to convince us a 


the importance of the home market to the cotton growers. 
This view is, if possible, more deceptive than the home 
market for grain, produced by this system. It proceeds 
to supply our consumption, when manufactured here, than 
in England—a fallacy so obvious, ‘that it requires no argu-/ 
ment to refute it, ‘rhe same view. wou 
sound when applied tothe supply of the world. To the cot- 
ton grower it must be evera matter of perfect indifference, 
all things being equal, whether one country or more sup- 
plies the world in cotton fabrics. But a certain quantity 
of cotton is required. for that supply; and the demand 
is the same to the extent of that quantity, no matter what 
nation may deal out the supply. | Ido not mean to deny 
but that he might be benefited by multiplying his markets, 
provided he carried-on a-barter-ori principles of equality 
with all. But, sir, suppose two nations to be his customers, 
and he their customer. - Take England and France, for 
example.. Now, so long as he procures from France; in 
exchange for his cotton, the same quantity of articlesas he 


F) raises the price of her broadcloths and other 


i 


upon the supposition that it requires more. cotton goods; 


obtains ‘from England, it is obvious that. he drives an 
equally advantageous trade with both; büt supposë that 


manufactures, and demands double the price that Eng- 
land requires, would the cotton planter ‘continue to ex- 
change. with France for a single day? No, sir; not an 
hour. If he did; he would soon realize the effect of selling 
cheap dnd buying dear, inthe utter ruin which would over- 
take him; and I ask if such would not be the effect upon 
the trade to the Northern States if the ports. were opened. 
Would we exchange our cotton, tobaceo, corn, flour, rice, . 
pork, and beef, for’ iron, at ninety dollars the ton, when 
we could exchange with England for her iron’ at twenty- 
five the ton? .Or, would such exchanges be carried on 
for other articles under similar disadvantages? The com- 
mon sense of every man would answer the 
negative. ; a 
I come now, Mr. President, to analyze the argument of 
the honorable Senator, on which he -planted himself with 
so much confidence, viz. that the tariff had been the cause 
of a reduction in prices. I have already, to a great cx- 
tent, answered this by the analysis into which I have gone 
on the subject.of iron, woollens, cottons, and sugar. That 
there has beena diminution in foreign prices, andin some 
instances in home prices, I do not.mean to deny. But 
that is not the question. The real question, and'the one 
of deep ‘and absorbing intcrest, is, whether home prices 
have fallen to the same common level with the prices of 
husbandry, and with foreign prices. 
has been made sufficiently obvious. It is an argument 
against every day’s experience. Take any one’ article, 
for instance, the article of wine, and prohibit-the impor- 
tation of it, and every body knows that the effect* would 
be instantaneous in advancing the price.. Now, sir, a par- 
tial exclusion: by-high duties produces, as far as it goes, 
similar effects.. ‘Phe fact is, that: the tariff has produced 
the very opposite effect from that contended for.. While 
every thing has fallen in Europe to the minimum price of 
production, the tariff interposes, and prevents the same 
effect here. “Thus, while sugar has fallen in the islands 
from fourteen cents to one and a half, it is here upheld’ by 
the tariff at from six to nine, and other ‘articles are šimi- 
larly circumstanced. The law of price operates uniformly 
throughout the world, and, unless obstacles are interposed 
by Government, will find its level with as much certainty 
as that the mountain stream wiil continue’to flow on until 
it attains the level of the ocean. ` The- honorable Senator 
might have found, in the state of the currency, the true 
cause for the reduction of prices, both at-home and broad. 
In 1816, the redundancy of the circulating medium in this 
|country was estimated by Mr. Crawford, the then Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, at sixty per cent. beyond the wants 
of the country. Now, money is like every other article 
in market; whenthe supply exceeds the demand, the value 
falls; two dollars, if only one be wanting, sink to the value 
of the one; and the two. will, therefore, only purchase to 
the amount of the one. This creates a nominal price; in 
contradistinction to the true price; and this was our con- 
dition after the war with England. Nor ‘was this state of 


question in the 


That they have not, 


ld be equally un-} things confined to this country. The war which had so 


long desolated Europe, producéd there, also, a redun- 
dancy of circulating medium. The banks there, as here, 
had to suspend specie payments; and the general resump- 
tion of specie payments occurred thére at very much the 
same time it did here. They commenced-here in the 
year 1816, to a limited extent, but were’ not universally 
resumed until 1819-20. The resumption in England was 
gradual, beginning with the one pound notes, and terminat- 
ing in a general resumption: about the year 1824. Now, 
the tariff of 1816 imposed a duty equivalent to an average 
of thirty per cent., and thisundoubtedly served to counter- 
act the effects of a reduction of the circulating medium 


to the extent of theduty. The tariff law, in other words, 
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| opposed.the tendency. to-reduce:prices to an,extent.equal 
` to.one-half..of the rédundahcy. of: the circulating: medium 
when that.redundancy.was. withdrawn. It was thirty: per 
cent: opposed: to.sixty: . Nothing.-of ‘this sort\dceutred in 
England, and; therefore,-the withdrawal from-circulation 
of the-excessive issues of bank paper.was’ attended with 
a réduction.of :pricesto-the. minimum point of fabfication. 
The restoration ofspecie payments in England was brought 
about by slow degrees; and hence prices have been sink- 
ing lower,and lower, from the period at which the small 
notes were redecmed, to a period subsequent tothe ge- 
neral resumption of specie. payments,: which. was, com- 
paratively, of recent occurrence. . The augmentation of 
the duties here .in.1824, and subsequently in 1828, came 
in. aid of the. law: of 1816, and, as far. as governmental 
agency can be-employed,: has accomplished the purpose 
of perpetuating high prices on domestic fabrics to a 
period too distant for.my. vision to reach: other causes for the 
diminution. of -Etiropean. prices exist.in the circumstance 
of numerous armies having been disbanded, thereby mak- 
ing numberless additions to the operatives of foreign coun- 
tries, which necessarily produced a reduction in the wages 
of labor;.and, furthermore, by the extensive introduction 
of improved machinery. These have been the great causes 
which have brought about reduced prices; but the most 
operative cause is to be.found in the restoration of a sound 
circulating’ medium resting. on gold and silver... This. mat- 
ter will be most satisfactorily illustrated: by a reference to 
the times ofthe revolution. -'Then, the circulating-me- 
dium, by xeason of excessive issues of paper, depreciated 
at the rate of one thousand for one. .. Ten thousand dol- 
lars were given for a pair of boots, and thirty ‘thousand 
dollars for a coat; and the reduction in the price of a pair 
of boots to ten dollars, and ofa coat to thirty, which occur- 
red after the peace, might, withas much propriety, be as- 
cribed to the existing tariff as the present reduced prices. 
The ‘Senator has accomplished nothing by showing that 
prices: have..undergone diminution, unless. he could also 
show.that home prices have fallen.to the same point of the 
minimum- price of production with produce of all sorts, 
the result.of agricultural labor, and with foreign prices of 
fabricated articles, ; nn 
Nor does.the-assertion, that every new tariff law-has les- 
sened prices, rest on any safer foundation. The fact of manu- 
factured articles having sold. cheaper for a short time after 
the enactment of the law of 1828, rests entirely upon the 
circumstance of the extravagant importations which were 
made in anticipation of that law; and the Senator may be 
entitled to the benefit arising to his argument from the 
merely. fortuitous. circumstance of the reduction in the 
price of. lead, if it can avail him any thing, provided he 
will explain to the country the reason that the same arti- 
cle is, ‘at this moment, commanding’ six cents per pound in 
the New York market, which is twice the price of the. fo- 
reign article, thereby proving,: beyond all question, that 
the lead master is benefited in his sales by the. whole 
amount of the-duty now levied, viz. three cents per.pound. 
But, sir, is not the argument that the tariff reduces- home 
prices, altogether suicidal? [Mr. CLAY explained.. He 
said that he had insisted that the tariff produced competi- 
tion, and that competition brought about reduction of 
prices.] . lam dealing with the reduction of prices, which 
J had understood to be asserted asimmediately consequent 
on the passage of every. new tariff law; and I.was about 
to remark, that if such effects were produced, then, that 
the high duty system was a curse to the manufacturer, 
and not.a blessing. A proposition, so perfectly plain, 
needs nothing to. sustain. it.. It proves itself as conclu- 
sively as would be done by the most elaborate argument. 
In connexion with this, I was also struck with another re- 


propositionswwas inevitable. If your tariff reduces prices 
and its-repeal increases them, then, sir, if you wish to fop- 
ward .the- interest of the manufacturers, the most ready 
mode of doingso is to annul the law.. Competition, does 
reduce prices unquestionably, ‘but it isa free competition, - 
nota competition founded-on a monopoly. Let England 
repeal her.corn laws, and admit -the American into free 
competition with the. English farmer, and the. price -of 
corn will-materially fall. But.the effect of the monopoly to 
the English. corn grower. is- precisely of an opposite ten- 
dency. . Such is the result, also, of the monopoly to:the 
protected manufactures in this country: 

Another formidable evil is.predicted to-arise from the 
abolition of Kigh: dutiés—we are to have ships without 
cargoes.. In order to refute this disastrous conjecture, 
we have but.to.take a survey-of the past in.our history; 
it-will teach us that the navigating and commercial interest 
has increased with.the increased productions of the soil: 
that, in proportion as commerce has been unshackled, she 
hasspread her wings, visited the most distant regions, and 
returned ** with plenty to. bless the land.”. Fear not, sir, 
that your exports will ever swell to a bulk too great for 
the demand of the world, -Natural causes, operating upon 
production, will cause demand to increase with the abun- 
dance of supply. I cannot venture further to: elucidate 
this proposition before this audience; but honorable Sena- 
tors will take up the proposition, and carry it out to its 
legitimate conclusion. Sir, if the honorable Senator had 
indulged in predictions such as. those, in 1790, when cot- 
ton was first raised in the United States, and had then 
dwelt upon the enormous addition: to our exports, made 
by tliat article alone, and had then anticipated a failure of 
demand for cotton, he would not have been more mis- 
taken than-time would prove him to: be in relation to the 
future. The policy which he advocates, would, if carried 
out, deprive you both of ships and.cargoes. That policy 
is to make every thing at home--to become independent 
of foreign nations. This leads to the destruction of all 
exports-as well.as imports. And when we are asked to 
point out the foreign markets. for the productions of the 
soil, I ask, in return, ‘that the foreign markets for our manu. 
factured fabrics. shall be pointed out. Look whitherso- 
ever you may, and your great rival is already in possession 
ofthe market. _Penetrate into the Northern ocean—goin 
search of new islands in the Pacific—fly to the uttermost 
regions of the earth, and English enterprise has been there 
betore you; and the English manufacturer stands ready to 
underbid you. . The injurious effects of this policy are 
already felt upon our marine. 

[Mr. T. here read from Mr. Lee’s exposition, No. vill, 
page 13: “ Oar tonnage.in the foreign trade, at the com- 
mencement of the existing system, in 1817, was eight hun- 
dred and. nine thousand seven hundred and twenty-four; 
to which add forty-two per cent: for the increase, and we 
have one: million one hundred. and forty-nine thousand 
eight hundred and eight as the tonnage which would pro- 
bably have been returned on the 3ist December, 1829, 
had we continued to act on the free trade policy. The 
navigation we actually had insthe foreign trade, according 
to the return of 31st December, 1829, was only six hun- 
dred and fifty thousand one hundred and forty-two tons;” 
thus exhibiting a falling off in the foreign tonnage of one 
hundred and fifty-nine thousand five hundred and eighty- 
two tons. - Sir, the advocates of this system are con- 
stantly boasting of the addition made to our coasting ton- 
nage, since its adoption, How stands the fact? We had, 
in 1817, of enrolled and licensed. tonnage, five hundred 
and ninety thousand one hundred and eighty-six; and, on 
the 31st December, 1820, six hundred and ten thousand 
six hundred and fifty-four tons. “Thus, with a popula- 


mark of the honorablé Senator, that a repeal of the tariff|tion of less than nine millions, in 1817; we had. twenty 


laws would be-aceompanied by a rise in the price of all 
articles now protected. - The conclusion. from these two 


thousand four hundred and sixty-eight tons less of coast- 
ing tonnage than we had in 1829, with a population of up- 
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wards of twelve millions; thus éxhibiting-an increase of 
three and a half per'cent. for thirteen-years of the most 
bõunteous harvests that a nation ever enjoyed. The re- 
turns for 1804, which was thirteen years prior to. the 
anti-cominercial system, gave three hundred and -sixty- 
nine ‘thousand ‘eight hundred and seventy-three ‘as the 
quantity of enrolled ‘and licensed tonnage, -against five 
hundred and seventy-one thousand four hundred:and fifty- 
eight tons for'1816; thus-exhibiting an increase, in thirteen 
years, of two hundred and one thousand five hundred and 
eighty-six tons, equal to fifty-five per cent., as the result 
of the free trade policy upon -this interesting branch of 
business, employing, as it does, directlyand indirectly, ten 
times as many persons as are benefited by the prohibitory 
and taxing system.”] And yet, sir, we are to be alarmed 
at the idea of having ships without cargoes, and:won to the 
support of this system by the prospects.of home markets. 
í, for one, regard this American system as the deadly 
upas; withering and blighting every thing that. comes 
within its.influence. - ce 
`I have made good the proposition with which T set out, 
that, by reason of this policy, while we sell cheap, we are 
made to buy dear; that all classes of the community, ex- 
cept the favored class, are injuriously affected by it; that 
it is peculiarly destructive to the South, and is to it an un- 
mixed pill of bitterriess. ; 

Sir, I might have ‘saved myself the trouble of -this in- 
vestigation, if respect for the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky: had not impelled me-to theundertaking. The 
Senator from New Jersey had left us no room to doubt 
the end and object of this policy. His speech, delivered 
in 1824, and quoted by him during this debate, has strip- 
ped the subject of ‘all its disguises. -He dwells on the 
ruinous state of the foreign trade to the Northern States; 
speaks of its unequal operation upon: the Union; dwells, 
with mafked emphasis, on the prosperous condition of, 
the South; shows that while the Southern States export- 
ed, in 1824, twenty-six million three hundred and twenty- 
seven thousand three hundred and seventy-eight dollars 
worth of produce, the Eastern, Middle, and Western 
States exported but thirteen million. five ‘hundred and 
forty-seven thousand dollars worth; and estimates their 
consumption beyond their imports at eleven million and 
eighty-one thousand two, hundred and sixty dollars; and 
then proceeds: ‘* So that, under the present system, the 
grain-growing States, consisting of at least two-thirds of 
the population ofthe Union, are compelled to take of Eu- 
ropean manufactures to the amount of twelve’ millions of 
dollars, that six or seven. States may have the privilege of 
sending remittances to pay.for those manufactures, and 
selling their bills for the same atan extravagant advance, 
in consequence of which the wealth of the grain-growing 
States is flowing, in a.constant stream, to the States pro- 
ducing rice, cotton, and tobacco.” ‘He then exclaims: 
‘s How long are we to remain in this state of vassalage? 
How long can we remain so? How long will our patience 
endure’ How long our means last? Till we understand our 
true interests, rally our numbers, and count our votes.” 
Can any man misunderstand this language? Here is a for- 
mal declaration of war against Southern agriculture. Our 
exports must be prohibited; the fertility of our soil and 
our genial climate turned into a curse, with the view of 
turning back the stream which flowed from the North, to 
fertilize and. enrich the South; and twelve millions, the 
result of our industry, are clutched at and grasped by the 
North. [Mr. DICKERSON rose to explain. He said he 
had complained of the system. which prevailed, which en- 
riched the South and impoverished the North.] What sys- 
tem? said Mr. Te Had:we come here to invoke the 
aid of Government? Had we, through it, levied exactions 
upon any part of the Union? ` Sir, we lived under the sys- 
tem of nature; the Creator had given’ ts a warm sun, a 
genial climate, and a productive soil; and our system con- 


sisted:in turning these beneficial advantages to their. pro” 
per account; and now the fruits of our labor areto be 
wrested from us, to enrich a less favored region.’ Ttalyis 
again invaded, and Brennus stands once more in the capi: ' 
tal, demanding for our ransom.so many millions of dollars 
—tossing, not w sword, but an aet of Congress into the 
scale. . | appeal-to.the-colleague of the honorable Sena- 
tor, to say.if he will ratify this proceeding. To, him I 
would ‘say—quoting: for ‘my authority the. most-excellent 
of books, with which he is familiar=-**thou shalt not-covet 
thy neighbor’s goods.” I-appeal to the State.of Rodney 
and of Bayard-tothe land of Penn and of Franklin I would 
also appeal, but I'am silenced by a unanimous vote of her 
Legislature: > Will. the States-of Clinton and of Tompkins, 
of Hancock: and of Adams-—will New England ratify and 
confirm this sentence of condemnation which has gone 
forth against us? And if they do, will the West, deeply 
involved, as I verily believe, in this common curse, keep 
off from the rescue? : ; 

After this, let not the name of Washington be invoked 
in support of this policy... A-majority of the Senate have 
resolved upon removing his venerated remains. from their 
resting place, to bury them in the midnight gloom of some 
subterranean vault of this huge edifice... Let us the rather 
manifest our veneration for his memory, by following his 
precepts. . Attend to‘his last bequest made to his coun- 
trymen: ‘* Harmony, and a liberal intercourse with all fo- 
reign nations, are recomménded by humanity, policy, and 
interest~—that even our commercial policy should hold an 
equal and impartial hand, neither seeking nor granting 
exclusive preferences and favors—consulting the natural 
course of things-—diffusing and diversifying, by gentle 
means, the streams of commerce, and forcing nothing.’”? 
Why force any thing in sucha:country? Consult the pages 
of history, and tell me ifever a nation had made such rapid 
advances in refinément ‘and wealth “as this, before we re- 
sorted to political quackery, and: administered sickening 
nostrums to force every thing. A wilderness reclaimed 
—-a world filted and filling with inhabitants—the arts and 
sciences keeping equal pace with our advance in wealth 
and prosperity, all going on happily and harmoniously, and 
the country advancing, with rapid strides, to the consum- 
mation of its highdestinies. Why then, Mr. President, 
force any thing? > woe . 

I shall not stop.to pay any eulogium on -Mr.- Gallatin, 
whom the Senator from Kentucky has.seen fit to assail. 
‘His vindication has been sufficiently urged: I will con- 
tent myself with resting on the opinion expressed by Mr. 
Jefferson, that the dayon which he should quit the Trea- 
sury Department Avould be ‘a day óf- gloom to Ameri- 
ca.” Of Mr. Sarchet, it is, in some measure, my duty to 
speak. I was upon the committee to which was referred 
the memorial of the blacksmiths during the -last session; 
and Tf say, unhesitatingly, that I have never seen a stran- 
ger with whom I was more pleased. It is alleged that he 
is a Guernsey man—-an island lying between France and 
England, the inhabitants of which are famed. for smug- 
gling. And what charge is brought against. him? Why, 
sir, the grievous one that he has imported goods atas low ` 
a.duty_as the law would allow, and that he has supported 
such construction of the law as would enable:him.to ac- 
complish this object. Now, sir, for the life of me, I can- 
not discover moral taint in this. Every importer seeks to 
pay as little of duty as he honestly can; and in this they 
are met by the manufacturer, who.is always anxious that 
the highest possible duty shall be éxacted on an article 
coming into conflict with his own fabrics. This is not the 
only charge which has, heretofore, been brought against 
Mr. Sarchet. He was charged, in reference to his trade, 
with having come before Congress with dirty hands. [Mr. 
DICKERSON said:that-this allegation was made by Mr. 
Sarchet, in‘his meniorial to Congress, and not by others. 
Mr. HAYNE, by permission of Mr. T., said thatthe Senator 
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made by others, and Mr.:Sarchet introduced. the expres- 
sion cinto. the memorial:by-way-of-offset. J> Sir, "said Mr- 
T; his ħañnds'may have beei hardenéd and stained'by his 
trade; 
aciear head; andthe views which ablacksmith presented 
have not*been answered, and never càn be answered, ‘sa- 
tisfactorily. <@ > eo sea tas 5i 
- -We have also heard’ something said of. the issues from 
the Boston mint. Let those issues speak for themselves; 
they will pass current, because of their intrinsic value.. Sir, 
these are not. the only réscripts against oppression and in- 
justice which have issued from the same.mint. . The time 
was, when those rescripts were hailed froin one end of 
this eontient tothe other. -And of late years, there was 
` presentad to this House, from Boston, oùe of the ablest 
arguments against this American system that this country 
has yet seen. It came, ‘sit, from:Fanueil Hall, an edifice 
which should be preserved-as a monument of by-gone 
times, and-nothing selfish, or merely sectional, should ever 
enter there. In the namés of the great actors of former 
times, under the roof of that very edifice, I invoke honor- 
able Senators to pause, long to pause ere they decide that 
this grinding system shall receive no abatement. . Its op- 
pression, if that were-the only circumstance, would be as 
nothing in comparison with the alienation of feeling which 
it has produced. . What can compensate for the loss of 
that affection on the part of even a single State in this 
Union? Flatter not yourselves that:this is, exclusively, a 
South Carolina question. No, sir, itisa Southern question. 
Every Státe ori the other side of the Potomac feels-alike 
interested in it; nor labor under the morbid apprehension 
that to grant relief can produce the slightest tendency to 
disunion. ‘Do you seek to give perpetuity to the Union, 
practise not injustice; for, as certain:as fate itself, they 
who sow injustice will reap iniquity. I have been reared 
in a-reverential affection for the Union. My imagination 
has ledmé-to look into the distant future, and there to 
contemplate -the: greatness of free America. I have be- 
held Net walking on the waves of the mighty deep, car- 
rying along‘ with her tidings of great joy to distant nations. 
Vhave seen her. overturning the strong places of despot- 
ism, and ‘restoring to man his long lost rights. Wo, wo 
betide that man who shall sow the seeds of disunion among 
us! Better for him had he never been born. If he call 


from New Jersey was «mistaken ;-the charge. had been | under consideration, and now be leave-to report. to.the 
respective Houses iiu: : ; ` : 


1. That the committee-have direc ted. their chairman to 
propose, at..a-proper time, by a joint resolution, ‘an ad- 


futhe brought along with:him an honest heart and:)journment of the two. Houses from the 21st to the. 23d of 


the current month, out. of respect to- the memory. of 
George Washington, and: in commemoration of the- one 
hundredth anniversary of his birthday,  . > : 

-2. The committee were desirous that the day should be 
celebrated by an oration suitable.to the occasion. ‘The 
distinguished citizen. who presides in. the Supreme -Court 
of the United. States appeared to the committee to be 
eminently qualified to pronounce such an oration, and to | 
be peculiarly adapted to the -service, from his known 
friendship and. intimacy with George Washington. Ac- 
cordingly, a. letter was addréssed,.by the direction of the 
committee, to the Chief Justice, requesting him to assist 
in the ceremonies of the day, by delivering an appropriate 
oration; to that letter he returned an answer. From this 
correspondence (which accompanies the report) it will be 
seen that the Chief Justice, for reasons assigned by him, 
declined the task. : À c 

3. The committee: directed their chairman to request - 
the chaplains of the two Houses of Congress to perform 
diviñe service in the capitol on the 22d instant; the appli- 
cation has been made; and the chaplains have accordingly 
engaged to comply with the request., 

4, and lastly.. The committee resolved to recommend 
to.Congtess.to adopt the necessary measures, to carry into 
effect the resolution which was passed by Congress on the 
24th day of December, 1799, for the removal of the body 
of George Washington, and. its interment in the capitol 
at the city of Washington; and that the ceremony be per- 
formed on the 22d instant.. In pursuance of this recom: 
mendation of the committee, the chairman will respectively 
submit to the two Houses of Congress.a resolution to carry 
it into effect. i l 

All which is respectfully reported. ; 

H. CLAY, Bg i 
> Chairman of the committee of the Senate. 
PHILEMON THOMAS, 
Chairman of the committee of the House of Representatives. 


Wasurneron, February 9, 1832. 
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upon the mountains to hide him—nay, if he bury himself| United States having appointed a joint committee; for the 


in the very centre of the earth, the indignation of man- 
kind will find‘him out, and blast him with its lightnings. - 
Again I callupon gentlemen deeply to pause. For one, 
lam ready to meet them on liberal terms; and, in my 
poor judgment,-it is to the interest of the manufacturers 
thémselves that this question should now be settled. Let 
them remember the books of the sybil, and profit by the 
recollection. The’ South seeks to lay no-rude or violent 
hand on existing establishments, but-it has.a right to-ex- 
pect an ‘amelioration of its burdens. The proposition of 
the ‘Senator from Kentucky- yields. nothing to her com- 
plaints. The taxés which he proposes to repeal have 
never been ‘complained ‘of, and have existed from the 
foundation of the Government. 
Mr. Président, that this question will be adjusted, and, 
through that adjustment, peace and harmony be restored 
to the Union.” È Eite 


© Moxpay, Fenrrvany 13. 
peT CENTENNIAL COMMEMORATION. - 
Mr. CLAY, from the joint committee appointed on the 
subject, made the following report: 


The joint.committee of the Senate and House- of Re-| 


presentatives appointed: to make arrangements for the 
purpose of. celebrating the centennial birthday of George 
Washington, have, according to order, had the subject 


Lhope, most sincerely, | 


purpose of making arrangements for the celebration of 
the centennial birthday of George Washington, the un- 
dersigned, chairmen of the commitees of the two Houses, 
have been directed by the committees to request that you 
will, on the 22d instant deliver an oration, in commemora- 
tion of the great event. a i 

The considerations which have prompted the commit- 
tees to direct their attention to. you, sir, thus ‘to assist in 
honoring the memory of the father of bis country, are ob- 
vious and peculiarly appropriate. And the undersigned 
unite, to the general wish, an expression of theirs, that it 
may be agreeable to you to comply with the request which 
they now have the honor to communicate. 

‘We have the honor to be, with great respect, 
os Your obedient servants, 


H. CLAY, : 
Chairman of the committee of the Senate. 
aS PHILEMON THOMAS, 
Chairman of the conmittee of the House of Representatives. 


The Hon. Joas MARSHALL, 
Chief Justice of the United States. 
Wasuixeton, February 10, 1832. 


GENTLEMEN: I have received your letter expressing 
your wish, and that of the joint Committee of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, that I would, on the. 22d 
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few words in relation to this subject. The situation in 
which he found himself placed in relation to this subject,. 
was not one of his own seeking, and was one which-he 
was not desirous to occupy. Yet he did not feel at lib- 
erty, when he found his name placed on the committee, 
to decline the service assigned to him. The fact would 
be recollected by thé Senate, that there were other Sena- 
tors.who had been placed on the committee and. declined 
serving, amongst them-an honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, who -had been placed at the head of the committee. 

Their resignation had left him (Mr. C.] in his. present 
position. He went on to ‘say, that, as far back as, the 
year. 1799, there had been an application from Congress, 
made. in the most. deliberate and solemn manner, to. the: 
widow of General Washington, requesting permission to 
dispose of the remains of her revered husband'in a public 
manner. She returned an answer giving consent that 
they should be disposed of as Congress might think. pro- 
per. So the subject was left, and has so remained yntil 
this day. Unsuccessful efforts, it is true, had since 
been made, chiefly, if not altogether, in the other House, 
to carry into effect the resolution of 1799; and it was his 
opinion that the unredeemed pledge of Congress should be 
fulfilled; and no time could ever occur, at least during the 
present generation, more proper than the present to re- 
deem that pledge. The committee, said Mr. C.; do not 
and cannot doubt that the family of General Washington 
at Mount Vernon will be willing to yield their consent to 
the object of the resolution. He would beg leave to state, 
in addition, that those who were entrusted with the erec- 
tion of the capitol had already provided a vault, under the 
centre of the rotundo, for this express purposes; not by. au- 
thority, he believed, but upon their own suggestion and 
sense of propriety; and, if there was no objection in this or 
the other House, the committee would proceed to make, ‘so 
far as devolved on them, the arrangements for the. cere- 
mony. These, Mr. C. said, were all the remarks that the 
occasion seemed to require from him, and he would-con- — 
clude with expressing the hope that the Senate would adopt 
the resolution. m 

Mr. FORSYTH said he should be compelled, by a sense 
of duty, and sacred respect for the memory of the illustri- 
ous man who was the subject of the resolution, to oppose 
its adoption. If there was any one subject in the world 
over which the wishes of the deceased should regulate 
the actions of the living, it was that which related to the 
disposition of their own remains. He had before him an 
expression of the last wishes of General Washington on 
the subject; and, notwithstanding what had been done by 

Congress, those wishes were, with him, sacred. [Here 
Mr. F. read the clause in the will of General Wash- 
ington, in which he gives directions respecting the place 
and manner of his interment.] The will directed that, 
as the old vault was out of repair, anew one should be 
built, in which his remains, with those of his deceased 
relatives, then in the old vault, should be deposited; 
and gave it as his express desire, that his body might 
be interred without pomp or parade of any kind, and that 
no funeral oration should be pronounced over it. 

_ Mr. WEBSTER said, if he made the same interpreta- 
tion of the-clause of the will of. General Washington, just: 
read by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Fonrsxrn, ] as 
was given to it by that gentleman, he might concur 
with him in the conclusion that the wishes of the illus. 
trious deceased were adverse to the “proceedings con- 
templated by the resolution; but he did not see that any 
such inference could be drawn from the clause quoted; it 
was but a common case to find such directions in the wills 
he t i of distinguished persons for the disposition of their re- 
_ The resolutions were read the first time, and, no objec-{ mains.. If the will contained a provision that the remains 
tion being made thereto, they were read a second time. {should continue in the. vault at Mount Vernon, the case 

Mr. CLAY then said that it would seem proper, and] would be altered;but, as the clause quoted only expressed 
the Senate would probably expect, that he should say aj the desire that the funeral should be without pomp or pa- 

Vor, VI =-24 ` g 


instant, the centennial- birthday of George Washington, 
deliver an oration in commemoration of that great event. 

I will not attempt to describe the-impressions made.on 
me by this flattering request, and the favorable opinion it 
implies. The addition of my exertions, feeble as they 
might be, to these of Congress, ‘‘in honoring the memory 
of the father of his country’—of the man whom language 
cannot exalt, would be an act on which I should long re-| 
Rect with just pride. Could I undertake to deliver a pub- 
lic address on any subject, all my feelings would impel me 
to comply with a request which does me so much honor, 
and is so grateful to my heart. But, in addition to the 
pressure of official duties, which occupy me entirely, and 
render it impracticable for me to devote so much time to 
the subject as its intrinsic importance and great interest 
in the estimation of ail would require, I am physically un- 
able to perform the task I should assume. . My voice has 
become se weak as to be almost inaudible, even in a room 
not unusually large. In the openair it could not be heard 
by those nearest me: I must, therefore, decline the honor 
proposed. ` ; 

My profound acknowledgments are due to you, gentle- 
men, and to the joint committee, for the selection you 
have made of the person to perform this interesting ser- 
vice, and I pray you toreceive my warm and sincere thanks 
for the flattering, may I add friendly, terms in which that 
selection is communicated. 

With very great respect, I have the honor to be, gen- 
tlemen, your obedient servant, 


J. MARSHALL. 
The Hon, Henry Cray, and 
The Hon. Puitemon Tuomas. 


The report having been read, Mr. CLAY moved that it 
be printed for the use of the Senate; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY then said that it would be-perceived that the 
committee had directed their chairman to submit a propo- 
sition for carrying into effect one object of the report; in 
pursuance of which, he now submitted a joint resolution for 
that purpose. He was aware that it could not, by the rules, 
be acted upon to-day without the unanimous consent of 
the Senate. But as it was one that it was important to be 
carried into effect immediately, he hoped there would be 
no objection on the part of any who might dissent from 
it to acting upon it at once, as, in case it should pass, there 
would be no time to be lost in making the requisite pre- 
parations for effecting the object; and even if the decision 
of the Senate should be adverse to it, it would be better for 
that decision to be made without delay. He then offered 
the following resolutions: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Slates of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be hereby authorized to make application 
to John A. Washington, of Mount Vernon, for the body 
of George Washington, to be removed and deposited in 
the capitol, at Washington city, in conformity with the 
resolution of Congress of the 24th December, 1799; and 
that, if they obtain the requisite consent to the removal 
thereof, they be further authorized to cause it to be re- 
moved and deposited in the capitol on the £2d day of 
February, 1832. : i 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives be also authorized to pre- 
scribe the order of such ceremonies as they may deem 
suitable to the occasion of the interment of the body of 
George , Washington, in the capitol, on the day above 
mentioned, and that the two Houses of Congress will at- 
tend and assist in the performance of those ceremonies. 
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rade, he, [Mr. W.] did not-view the subject in the. light 
presented by the gentleman from Georgia. On the general 


question, asto the propriety ofa removal ofthe body, every: 


one had some opinion; not likely tobe disturbed by that 
of others... Since; however, said Mr. W., the subject has 
been “brought: beforé us, and we are called upon ‘to de- 
cide: uponcarrying into effect the resolution of 1799, it 
seemed to him that this was the most ‘proper. time to re- 
deem the pledge then given. It is a century since the 
birth of General Washington, and we shall have no op- 
portunity so appropriate as the present, of giving a de- 
gree of imposing solemnity to the proceedings: There was 
something: also appropriate in this case, in executing the 
designs of. the. old Congress in the mode proposed, with- 


out form-or parade, andin accordance with the wishes of 


the ‘deceased, which met with his hearty concurrence. 
The religious services, also proposed, appeared peculiarly 
suited to the solemnity of the occasion. . 

_Mr. CLAY called for the reading of the letter of the 
late Mrs: Washington to Congress, which, he said, 
would obviate the objections of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia; and ‘the Secretary having read the letter, 

Mr. SPRAGUE said he was of opinion that the objection 
which had been urged against the removal of the remains 
.of General Washington, by the gentleman from Georgia, 
was entitled to consideration. The feelings of the relatives 
should undoubtedly be consulted, and the claims of Virginia 
to the relics of her brighest ornament were also. worthy 
of respect; but it should be remembered that he whose 
remains were now requested by Congress, was his coun- 
try’s benefactor; and the question should be.considered.in 
this light. The Senate should consider what would be 
most for the honor of the country and for their own ho- 
nor. It was not so much to honor the dead, as it was to 
show the gratitude of the living, that the present ceremo- 
ny was proposed. Sir, said Mr. S., I never heard of the 
construction’ which the gentleman. has given to the last 
will of General Washington at the time. The opinion then 
was that {the construction of General Washington’s wish 
should extend only to what properly belonged to the fu- 
neral ceremony, and. not to the honor that the country 
might afterwards deem proper to show his memory. 

Mr. TAZEWELL decidedly opposed: the adoption of 
the resolution. He began by expressing his regret 
that the stibject should have been brought before the Se- 
nate in the form in which it was then presented. It was 
very obvious, he said, that whatsoever opinions were form- 
ed on that occasion, would be the result of feeling rather 
than of judgment; and'he regretted that such a body as 
that should be called upon to.act under such circumstances. 
He would, however, endeavor to express his opinions 
without reference to any of those motives which the sub- 
ject would naturally call into existence. He concurred 
entirely with- the. gentleman from’ Georgia, [Mr. For- 
syta] in the opinion that, if there was one subject as to 
which. posterity was bound to respect the wishes of the 
dead, there was none more sacred than that of the dispo- 
sition of their mortal remains. The inquiry then became 
one of mere fact, with regard to the proper construction 
to be given to the will of the great man who was the sub- 
ject of the resolution. The language quoted by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia was plain and distinct, and admitted 
but of a literal construction. Shall we then, said he, per- 
plex ourselves in endeavoring to find out a meaning not 
plainly expressed? No, sir! Let us endeavor to assume, 
so far asis possible, the purity and simplicity that constituted 
one of the -most interesting traits in the character of the 
father of his country. . The Senator from Maine tells us 
that this great-man never meant to prohibit his country 
from doing honor tọ his memory. Sir, he judges of him 
as he would of ordinary men: Washington never did any 
act. without weighing all its consequences. He knew he 
was about to die, and he had the best reasons to know the 


feeling, I will not adopt it; and asa matter of propriety, 


sentiments of his‘countrymen. In relation to his obsequies 
that must soon be performed. What then were his direc- 
tions? ** The.old vault which contains the bones of my near 
and dear relativés is no longer fit for the purpose.: It is my 
will that a new óne be erected; and, when itis erected, itis 
my will not only that my remains, but those of my deceased 
relatives, in the old vault, shall be:there deposited; that, as 
we have lived happily together in this life, we may remain 
together in the tomb; and from whence my. spirit may 
ascend to that heaven where.I hope theirs have preceded 
me.”? Can any man doubt that this was the proper con- 
struction of the clause quoted by the gentleman: from 
‘Georgia? We have been told of the pledge given by 
Congress, which we are now called upon to redeem. Sir, 
there are many pledges that.we are: equally called upon 
to redeem. The old Congress decreed that an equestrian 
statue should be placed in the capitol; and when, in 1801, 
the resolution was called up, Congress refused to redeem 
that pledge, and for this reason—the memory of Washing- 
ton occupied a space not only in this country, but in the 
world, which could not be perpetuated by the tricks that 
belonged only to objects of earthly pride. In the days of 
barbarism and ignorance, when it was not possible to com- 
municate instruction to the heart of man, except through 
his eye, statues were erected to perpetuate the memory 
of those who were supposed to have been eminent for 
their virtues or their. achievements; but, since the inven- 
tion of the art of printing has enabled us to carry to dis- 
tant génerations the lesson taught by the life of Washing- 
ton, no statues are necessary to commemorate the virtues 
that are recorded on more imperishable materials. Why, 
then, reduce him to the level of ordinary men, by award- 
ing to him those honors which have been bestowed alike 
on the worthy and unworthy? ‘This was the reason which 
induced the Congress of 1801 to refuse to redeem the 
pledge given when the equestrian statue was decreed. 
What is next to be considered? Washington died on the 
21st December, 1799, and ina very few days the resolu- 
tion was introduced and adopted—-that resolution which 
tspeaks of removing his remains from the tomb at Mount 
Vernon, and depositing them in the capitol of the United 
States. Need suggest to the Senate that it was impos- 
sible, in the nature of things, for the Congress who passed 
that resolution to be informed of the request contained in 
the will which had just been read. Those who adopted 
the resolution, were even then aware of the impossibility of 
carrying it into effect without the consent of Mrs. Wash- 
ington; and acting under the fervor of excited feelings, 
they did that which I hope never will again be done by a 
Congress of the United States, made this application to 
the afflicted widow, whose husband had died but the day 
before. He wished that this application had never been 
made. The answer of Mrs. Washington did her great 
honor; but it was. not likely that she was then acquainted 
with the wishes ofher husband; for the application was made 
in-so short atime after his decease, that.it was not likely 
that such a widow would have been prying into his will to 


‘become acquainted with its contents. 


After some further remarks, Mr. T. said that, many 
years after this application of Congress, an application of 
the same nature had been made by the State of Virginia to 
the late Judge Washington, then the proprietor of Mount 
Vernon; and what was his answer? ‘It was impossible 
for him to consent to the removal, unless the remains of 
one of those dear relations accompanied the body!” Isit 
possible, said Mr. T., that the committee could have known 
of this? Are the remains of the husband to be removed 
from the side of his wife? In their lives they lived happily 
together, and I never will consent to divide them in death. 
But let us, said Mr. T., look at this matter as statesmen, 
and see if it will be wise and prudent to carry into effect 
the plan recommended by the committee. As a matter of 


. 
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you all know the wishes on the subject of the great man 
whose memory you think to honor by vain and empty pa- 
rade. There was another view.of the subject. Every 
age and clime produced great men; and the last great man, 
in the opinion of the age, is the greatest. Sir, ten years 
will hardly pass by, and you will find that some great man 
is also worthy of a tomb in your splendid dome; a few 
years more and another great man:will be deemed worthy 
of a place by his side. Will you nake the odious distinc- 
tion between the eldér Adams, Thomas Jefferson, and 
James Monroe, and decree to one a national tomb, passing 
by the others? ` Once commence, dnd-you will continue to 
fill the capitol with all the cemeteries it is capable of hold- 
ing, until the bones of Washington: will mdulder by the 


side of some--I hope not worthless President. Once com- 


mence this Romish rite, and you will canonize as many 
patriots as there are saints in the Romish calendar, and 
associate Washington with any patriot whom party may 
blindly elevate. No good could ever come. by disturbing 
the remains of the dead. ‘Washington reposed peacefully 
by the side of his relatives, in the family sepulchre, and 
his monument would endure to the last posterity in the 
history of his country. Mr. T. said he felt more than 
ordinary on this occasion: Virginia was the country where 
Washington was born—Virginia was his living place and 
his burial place. Think you, said he, that she will con- 
sent to the violation of the tomb of her dearest child? 
What right have you, if you will not imitate the simplicity 
and purity of Washington, to rob us of his mortal remains? 
Will the proprietor of Mount Vernon, think you, consent 
to outrage the feelings of a whole State? Rely upon it, 
he will not. Whether, said Mr. T., we regard the pro- 
ceeding as a matter of feeling; whether we regard it as a 
matter of propriety; and whether we regard it-as a matter 
of delicacy, we ought not to consent to adopt it. Mr. T. 


concluded by saying that he estimated highly the feelings 


of those gentlemen who were in favor of the resolution; 
but, with the opinions he entertained, he could not concur 
with them in voting for its adoption. 

Mr. TYLER rose simply to announce his entire concur- 
rence with the sentiments expressed by his. honorable col- 
league. He saw no good likely to grow out of the measure 
under. consideration. He saw no. great and paramount 
obligation on Congress to carry the resolution of 1799 into 


effect; and he could not believe that, by the adoption of 


the resolution, they could elevate higher the fame of the 
great man who was alike the object of veneration to all. 
He cid not believe it was necessary, in order to testify 
their respect for his memory, or gratitude for the services 
he had rendered his country. Why then this procedure? 


Think you he will rest more securely under. the dome of 


the capitol, than in the family vault at Mount Vernon? 
Let the great dead sleep the sleep of death in his own 
country. Let him'continue to repose by the side of his 
nearest and dearest relatives. Bear not his bones from 
the tomb to be exhibited as a spectacle toa gapingecrowd, 
and realize the very consequences anticipated by my 
colleague. Mr. T. said he would not trespass further on 
the attention of the Senate. His: only object was to 
express his entire concurrence with the opinion of his 
colleague, and his determination to vote against the re- 
solution. 1 

Mr. BIBB said, if his feelings were not counteracted 
by higher considerations, he should be content to givea 
silent vote on the-resolution; but on that occasion he only 
asked of his countrymen, as lovers of the illustrious sub- 
ject of the present discussion, to hear the motives which 
inclined him not only to adopt but to- be “anxious for the 
adoption of the resolution. “He’should not reason on this 
case as reasoning upon the life and character of an ordi- 
nary man. It was because Washington was the most ex- 
traordinary of all extraordinary.men, that he advocated 
the course of proceeding recommended by the committee. 


tween the State of Virginia and the United States. 


- Mr: B. here read the clause of General. Washington’s 
will, cited by Mr. Forsyrs, and the letter of Mrs. Wash- . 
ington to the old Congress, and proceeded to show from 
these documents that the views taken by the opponents 
of the resolution were not warranted by them.’ General 
W: could not, at the time of making his will, have antici- 
pated the intentions of Congress; and Mrs. Washington, 
who best knew his feelings and opinions on all subjects, 
saw no objection to granting the request made by the old 
Congress. - They ran no hazard, then, of trampling“ upon 
any feelings of delicacy, by redéeming-the solemn pledge 
of Congress. He begged leave to explain what he under- 
stood was intended to be produced by-the resolution. He 
would not-say the measure contemplated was intended to 
advance the fame of General Washington, either in a mi- 
litary or civil point of view; -but-there- was something 
more important intended, and this wasa nation’s gratitude-— 
the gratitude of a republic—to save which, he was mainly 
instrumental. Nay, more; there was yet a higher consi- 
deration, and this was to. exhibit to the world the bright 
example of Washington's life, which had been assigned to 
history’s brightest pages, &c. Was there ‘not’ something 


due to public feeling on this-occasion? Would no benefits 


result from carrying back these feelings to the interesting 
time which made us a nation? It was not for the sake of 
the illustrious dead, but for the sake of the. living, that he 
was anxious for the adoption of the resolution; it was for 
the purpose of displaying in full relief the virtues of the 
great benefactor of his country, that made him anxiously 
wish for the ceremonies to be performed. Mr. B. defend- 
ed the former Cofgress from the charge of having acted 
inconsiderately in making the application to the afflicted 
widow. For himself, he was satisfied that, although the 
application was made under the impulse of feeling, it was _ 
not made without considcration. The widow was in a 
state of deep affliction; but yet was there no consolation, 
was there nothing left her. but despair? Was there no 
power to intermingle-with the heart-rending throbs that 
agitated her bosom some little spice of consolation? And 
what consolation, he asked, was better than this evidence 
of the sympathy and respect of a whole nation. So far 
from there being any indelicacy in the act, it was one most 
calculated to attest the extent of a nation’s sorrow anda 
nation’s gratitude. : Pae fats 
The committee spoke not of separating the remains of 
the husband from those of the wife. Not a:member of 
them even dreamed of it—tlere was not one of them so 
dead to the inward feelings of the heart as not to respect 
the sacredness of the union. After some further argu- 
ments in favor of the resolution from Mr. B., at considera- 
ble length, f y i 
Mr. HOLMES observed, that when Alexander. the 
Great demanded of the Seythians when they would give 
him battle, their reply was, «* when you come to the gravés 
of our fathers.” The sentiment was a noble one. - All 
nations had cherished the highest reverence for the tombs 
ofthe dead. Ought we not, then, said Mr. H., to pay. the 
highest possible respect to the memory of him whom we 
emphatically called the father of his country? “Mr. H. 
thought he saw, in this discussion, a noble straggle pe 
The 
spectacle was‘a noble one, and one worthy of the Ameri- 
can people; each striving for the remains of that man who 
was ‘‘first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of 
his countrymen.” There was one sentiment which had 
rather ‘created a shock to his feelings. It was that the 
consent of the widow to-the removal-of the remains of her 
husband had been obtained at a time when she was not 
perfectly herself. He was inclined to think, that if her 
feelings had been the sole influence of her conduct, a 
result would have been: produced adverse to the applica- 


tion. -Sir, we all know how. powerful is the feeling under 


such circumstances; how we long to cast one last look, ere 
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_ awe consign the.remains of those'welove'to the silent tomb. 
It was at stich a moment that the consent of the widow was- 
asked; and we have-every reason to believe that she was con- 
vineed. of its:propriety when: she granted:the request. Mr. 
‘He regretted the:opposition of the Senators from Virginia. 
He hoped théy would yield, and admit the claim of the 
‘United: States:to:'be. stronger than theirs. . He would not 
‘speak of the: great moral effect to. be produced by the 
adoption ‘of the plan recommended by the committee. 
We will remember and strive to imitate his virtues, by 
having him placed before us. When we look on his re- 
mains, ‘we shall reflect on his admonitions, and be called 
back tò ouf duty when we are wandering from the paths 
of his precepts. | - my S : 

» My. FORSYTH said that the vote-he should give had 
no relation to the character of the deceased; that charac- 
ter was beyond the reach of any action of Congress.. On 
the general question of erecting monuments to. the me- 
mory of: the departed great, he had -one observation to 
make. - They were marks, not of:national gratitude, but 
of: pride: the. grief has passed away, and there remains 
but the ostentation of it. We- have a right to be proud of 
our: Washington; and, when foreigners inquire of us, 
where is his monument?—our answer is, in our hearts. 
Sir, my feelings on this subject are the result of deep, all- 
pervading, overwhelming gratitude to the great bene- 
factor of-our country; his wishes are my Jaw: I find them 
here recorded, and I can-act no otherwise than in accord- 
ancé with them. Honorable Senators, however, seemed 
to think that hose wishes were not fairly expressed, and, 
if the deceased had been aware. of the intentions of Con- 
gress, his directions would have been different. Sir, the 
language is as plain as it can’ be made: the wish was 
‘clearly expressed, and all its consequences must have 
been in the mind of the illustrious dead at the time. It 
has been well said that Washington was an extraordinary 
man. . He thought not, he felt not, he acted not, as ordi- 
nary men;-and were he asked if this wish was in accord- 
ance with'the whole tenor of his life, he would say it was 
in perfect keeping with it. . Siz, he was an extraordinary 
man, and the brightest trait in his character was its sim- 
plicity: Though often placed, by circumstances, in oc- 
casions. of ostentation, he always shrunk from them, and 
his greatest desire was to return to the quiet. of private 
life. His last act was perfectly ‘consistent with every 
previous act of his life; he looked not on this world, 

” but to the one in which he was about to enter. Gentle- 
men speak of his thoughts, of what his directions might 
have been had he anticipated the intentions of Congress. 
Sir, his last directions were: Make no ostentatious cele- 
bration of my obsequies: suffer no funeral orations to. be 
pronounced over my tomb. Do- not these directions, then, 
go-to.say:. suffer—no, I will not say violation—but suffer 
no. disturbance.of the tomb whére my body takes its last 
rest. © ae t j ° age 

. Mr. DICKERSON said that it was unfortunate that the 
subject should be-discussed, but it could not be avoided. 
He hoped gentlemen would consent to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration until to-morrow, that time might be 
given to the members for reflection. we * ` 
Mr. CLAY said, the relation in which he. stood to the 
committee, called upon him to say a few words} by way 
of-.explanation, and they. should be but few. He had 
‘sympathized with the feelings testified by the Senator 
from ‘Virginia, [Mr. Tazzwezxtz.] He had respected the 
warmth and the eloquence with which that gentleman had 
expressed those feelings. He did not wish, any more 
than that gentleman, to separate in death those who had, 
during life, enjoyed undivided happiness;. but, at the 
same time, he-considered that, on so delicate a subject, 
the family. of the deceased were muclr better qualified to 
decide.than himself, or even the honorable Senator from 
Virginia. . When the application was made to Judge 


= => See 
Washington for the remains of his illustrious relative; no 


‘objection of the kind, so-eloquently and feelingly set forth 
by. the Senator from. Virginia, had been made by hin, ‘ 


Mr. C. went on to observe: that he fully concurred in 
the sentiments which had been so feelingly and so forcibly 
expressed by his honorable colleague; and hè would state 
for the information.of the Senate, that the draughtsman 
of the present resolution had consulted the records of:the 
transaction of 1799, in order that it might be so worded, 
that, while national gratitude was testified, private feeling 
should be respected.. He-thought that if the desire ex- 
isted to remove the body of Mrs. Washington with that 
of her husband, that the presiding officers of the two 
Houses could take the measures necessary to carry such 
purpose into effect; and the resolution had been so draught- 
ed as to leave to them this. discretionary power. It had 
been argued that the clause of General Washington’s will, 
which was first read by the Senator from Georgia, was 
written by the illustrious deceased, with the express inten- 
tion of preventing any such public homage being paid to 
his remains as was now contemplated. This reasoning 
appeared to him [Mr. C.] extrentely inconclusive; indeed, 
it was contrary to all we know of the. severe simplicity of 
Washington’s character, to-suppose that the idea ever oc- 
curred to him that the people of the United States would 
interest themselves about the disposal of his remains. Mr. 
C. said that one of the principal reasons, or at least a 
powerful one, which would influence ‘his vote upon this 
question, was the fact that the vault at Mount Vernon, 
from its situation, withii one hundred yards of the Poto- 
mac, was nightly exposed to be entered and robbed by 
any three persons disposed to commit the erime. It had 
been intimated that such an attempt was designed to be 
made by some foreigners, with a view to carry the remains 
to Europe, for he knew not what purpose. Who could 
wish the bones of the father of his country to be venerat- 
ed as relics, or exposed as a show in foreign climes? No! 
This magnificent capitol was their proper sépulchre. If 
a member of cither House were to die, a public funeral 
would be granted—a marble monument would be erected 
over his grave; and can.we, dare we, said Mr. C., refuse 
to the founder of this republic an honor, a token of re- 
spect, which we should grant to one of our own body? I 
should be ashamed to go home to my constituents, and 
give them such an account of my stewardship in this mat- 
ter. The Senate had been told that the State of Virginia 
had prior claims. No man more respected the claim of 
that State than himself, when he was well assured that 
they were the claims of the State in its corporate capacity. 
No such claim had been made; and he was certain that if it 
had been, Virginia was too generous not to withdraw them 
in hehalf of the common country of the whole Union. 
The Senator from Virginia had expressed an apprehen- 
sion that other Presidents would be laid by the side of 
Wasbington——that other. men would, by our successors, 
be as uch adored as we now adore Washington, and no 
discriminations would be made between him and them. 
Mr. C. did not anticipate such result, although he knew 
too well that the last great man was always considered 
the greatest; and the disposition of the people was lo 
make idols of their favorites; but he would himself dis- 
criminate betwen Washington and any man-who had lived, 
from Adam down; and he was willing to trust to his succes- 
sors for the continuance of that vencration of Washington’s 
character which would forever place him incomparably 
higher in their estimation than any cther man who bad 
as yet risen among them. But should it please the Al- 
mighty to bestow upon the country the blessing of another 
Washington, he could not, for one, wish that the same 
honors now. proposed should be withheld from him. Mr. 
C. said he had not intended, on rising, to say thus much, 
and he would conclude, by expressing the hope that the 
Senators from Virginia. would waive their objections to 
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the resolution, and that its adoption might meet with the 
general. concurrence of the Senate... x 

The question being put, the resolution was adopted by 
the following vote: ‘ < p 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Clay, Clayton, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Kane, Knight, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman,.Webster, Wil- 
kins. 29, 0. sg Both : 

NAYS.--—Messrs. Buckner, Dallas, Forsyth, Grandy, 
Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Smith, Taze- 
well, Troup, Tyler, White.—15. ` : 


Tvrspay, FEBRUARY 14, 
_THE TARIFF. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of Mr. Ciay’s 
resolution respecting the tariff. ` > 

Mr. TYLER again rose, and, ina speech of about an 
hour and a half, concluded his argument against the reso- 
lution, [as given above.] He was followed by 

Mr. KNIGHT, of Rhode Island, who addressed the Sen- 
ate as follows: f 

Mr. President: Itis not my intention to detain the Sen: 
ate long on a subject that has been so fully investigated 
by genius, and enforced by the power of eloquence; but 
only to state a few facts that appear not to be rightly un- 
derstood here. : 

Sir, I am no painter; I draw no pictures to ravish the 
eye; neither do I possess the gift of poetry or eloquence 
to amuse the fancy, enchant the éar, or beguile the under- 
standing; none of these are mine. Iam, sir, an unambi- 
tious cultivator of the soil, disposed reasonably and ra- 
tionally to encourage and promote the mechanic arts and 
manufactures, and to aid the whole industry and happi- 
ness of our common, country; more than this is not my in- 
tention. And if gentlemen will leave the elevated region 
of fuicy, and.come down and dwell in the sphere of us 
humble working men, I will endeavor to show tliat Earl 
Grey is not the only distinguished orator that sees visions;* 
and that all the poverty and distress so feelingly depicted 
by Senators on this floor, is not to be attributed to the 
encouragement of the industry and manufactures of our 
country. 

Sir, when the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Trier] 
read the letter from his friend who had found a new mar- 
ket for his corn at the Yankee factory, | thought the Sena. 
tor himself, in spite of his prejudices, had almost become 
a proselyte to the true faith; and that he would ařrive at 
the conclusion that it was better to purchase our neces- 
saries of life, and “notions” of our neighbors, and pay for 
them in the productions of our own soil and industry, than 
run toa forcign store and pay money arid the same price. 
Although he seemed for a while to falter, yet the spectre 
tariff, urging him on, still haunted his imagination, and ap- 
peared more terrible to his fancy than the witch of Endor 
to the peace of the departed spirit of Samuel. 

Although his friend and neighbor had discovered that a 
new market for his productions had been created by the 
encouragement of manufactures, the honorable Senator 
did not so understand it. He seemed to consider it as a 
mere chimera of his friend, and had no existence in fact, 
or, ifithad, was of very limited extent, and too « contempt- 
ible” for consideration. However small or **contemptu- 
ble” it may appear to that honorable Senator, the grow- 
ers of corn will deem it otherwise. Those who grow corn 
‘will turn to the statistics of the country, and there see that 


Ai * Several years ago, Bast Grey, after a hard day's study, raising his 


eyes from the book, was struck-with the visionof a head, He looked 
around the room for the causes) utin vain, Et-was considered a mere 
the stomach, brought on by 

Meh, of strong powers of 
e same: disease, and think 


a too sedentary life, Ic is said-that 
imagination, are occasionally subj 


‘of it? 


358,181 bushels of corn, mostly sent from North Carolina 
and the ports of the Chesapeake to Rhode Island alone, in 
one year, is near one-half of all the corn shipped from the 
whole of the United States to all the world besides, in- 
cluding the great corn markets so triumphantly named by 
that Senator, viz. -Great Britain, West Indies, and South 
America. And T. assure you, sir, that Rhode Island re- 
ceives but a small proportion of the quantity shipped coast- 
wise, to feed manufacturers and others sustained by that 
branch of industry. Sir, the corn growers will not consi- 
der the home ‘market ‘‘ contemptible;” they will not:be- 
lieve it a *« delusion,” when they feel the noun. substantive 
in their’ pockets.. No, sir, they will prongunce the ‘de- 
lusion” to rest elsewhere. 

Sir, the Senator said, and said truly, that for many years 
flour and corn had been shipped to the East-from the grain- 
growing States. It is true they did so; and what became 
Was it consumed there? No, sir, the greater part _ 
was by them carried to the armies of Europe: the Eastern 
people were the carriers; and, as long as they could live 
by that trade, they continued it: that business having fail- 
ed by the peace of Europe, they were compelled. to turn 
their attention to other pursuits. .They sought out new 
inventions. Congress pointed the way, and happily for 
our country, our whole country, they commenced manu- 
factures. Not so fortunate for the individuals who em- 
barked in it; for, like all other pioneers, they did not grow 
rich, but, at much cost and great labor, have cleared many 
of the obstructions that obscured the path, for the benefit 
of those who will succeed them. Sir, it is the opinion of 
many well informed men, that the introduction of the ma- 
nufacture of cotton in the United States has not only be- 
nefited us in a political view, by making us independent 
of other nations for coarse and necessary fabrics, but is of 
great benefit to the grower of cotton; that it has greatly 
expanded the use and consumption of that article; and, by 
creating another market, and increasing the number of pur- 
chasers, competition has increased, and facilities been given 
to the producer in, the sale of his cotton. Itis a fact, ad- 
mitted by every body, that a ready and promptsale of any 
article depends on the demand for it, and the numberof 
purchasers in the market. If you wish to sell your farm 
or plantation, and there is but one purchaser, you must 
sell at his price and at his, time; but if there are three 
purchasers, you will obtain a fair price, and at your own 
time. This competition of purchasers is now manifest, in 
the cities of Charleston, New Orleans, ahd other Southern 
markets, in regard to cotton... Go into those markets, and 
you there meet the, Englishman, Frenchman, and Ameri- 
can, competing, with each other in the purchase of cotton, 
expediting the sales, and adding facilities to the trade. 
Can it then be said that no benefit is derived to the grow- 
er of cotton by manufacturing it in this country? It seems 
to me it will not be denied. 

Sir, our market is now open to Great Britain for all the 
finer cotton fabrics, which she will continue to supply.as 
she always.has done not only cottons; but, every. thing ma- 
nufactured. by her. Notwithstanding she takes all-the — 
cotton she needs, we still have to pay her a balanee in 
money. Sir, the very -knives on our desks, stamped with 
the name of the makers, (Rogers & Son, ) and inscribed.on 
the blade, < manufactured for the Congress of the United 
States,” cost many bales of cotton; and when we consider 
the quantity and variety of articles used and consumed by 
us, and manufactured by her, we need not be under. any 
fear that Great Britain cannot pay for the cotton she pur- 
chases, unless we take coarse cottons manufactured by her 
also. No, sir, she will always.pay-as long as you will sup- 
ply her with cotton. The-premium now given. for bills 
on London indicates.no alarm ‘on that point. 

. Sir, if all the taxes that dwell in the imaginations of gen- 
tlemen, are paid by the American people in reality, I will 


_ ‘say. that, instead of our being free from exactions, we are 
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Most cruelly oppresséd.” “Although the picturé presented turn to our exports, they have increased; to our im 


by honorable gentlemen is truly appalling; yet, if they are 
tight in their premises} the one half-is not told: I 
been:assérted here, that the bounty tò manufacturers 


‘of, cotton” goods‘ alone is nearly nine millions of dollars; 


yet nobody séés it, nobody feels it, and nobody knows it; 


ports, they have not diminished: surely the. tariff cannot 


Sir, it|be the cause why our own navigation has not had its full 
{share of the business of our country. 


Were we to view the prosperity and the atcumulating 
wealth of the cottén planter for many years, could we not 


and; if it had not been gravely stated on the floor of Con- isee some of those merchants, lured by the golden promise 


gress, there is: nots man in ‘the Union, out of Congress, 
would believe it; But, having been asserted here, it has 
beéome necessary to notice it. - <- ips 

Sir, with all the rhétoric and arithmetic of: honorable 
gentlemen, they will be much troubled to make a plain 
man ünderstand that, when he purchases a yard of ‘cotton 
clotti for seven’ cents, he pays a tax of eight cents into the 
treasury of the Union, or alike sum, in the form of bounty, 
tothe manufacturer.» You may show. it by figures and 
prove it by argument; but, sir, he still will doubt, and will 
be apt to believe itis only a vision of those that assert it. 
“It is. said two hundred ‘thousand bales’ of cotton 
were mantfacturéd in the United States the last year; and 
that two hundred and fifty thousand will be manufactured 
the present year; but take’ two hundred thousand as the 
basis of calculation. Cotton is protected by a duty of three 
cents per pound; estimating it-at three hundred pounds 
per bale, the protection on the two hundred thousand bales 
amounts to one million eight hundred thousand dollars. 
Now, sir, if the reasoning of gentlemen is correct, that 


every thing protectéd by the tariff is a taxon the consu- 


mer, then this'sum of one million éight hundred thousand 
dollars should bë set down as taxes paid by the consumer, 
for the benefit of the cotton grower. - Will gentlemen ad- 
mit that the grower of cotton receives one million eight 
hundred thousand dollars bounty on every two hundred 
bales of cotton grown by them? Théy must admit it, upon 
their own principle of reasoning. It will not do to say 
that one duty set down in the tariff is a tax on the consu- 
mer, and that another, under like circumstances, in the 
same tariff; is fio tax at all. Sir, take the corn, flour, hams, 
and other articles carried to. the manuficturing districts, 
and’ consumed there, and, estimating the. “protecting du- 
ties as‘a tax on the consumer, it will amount to a large 
sum, and these should all be taken into the account if gen- 
tlemen are right in their argument. It does seem to me 
there is great error in the doctrine advanced. here; and 
the mere statemment of the fact shows the*fallacy of the 
argument so strenuously persisted in, and urged with so 
much éloquence. 

Sir, intending to pass over this part of the subject forthe 
present, I will only say that the consumer now receives 
coarse cottons, such as are now made in this country, and 
such as we are prepared to make, at as low a price as they 
can be imported.at, free of duty, taking into consideration 
the quality as well as price, and estimating a fairand just 
profit for the manufacturer, adding the freight, commission, 
and charges usually paid by those concerned in the trade. 


But, before I proceed‘any further, I will, for a few’ mo-. 


ments, glance at the-navigating. interest of the country, 
and endeavor to ascertain the cause of the sale-of the last 
ship in foreign trade in Charleston, stated by the Senator 
‘from South Carolina. ‘ 

» We have had portrayed a lamentable picture of the con- 
dition of the commerce and navigation of one of the prin- 
cipal cities in the Southern States. Of merchants bank- 
rupt, others driven from their business:to other pursuits; 
navigation destroyed; ship yards depopulated; and a ge- 


meéral depression. of the whole country; and all, this is 


attributed:to the tariff. Yes, sir, the tariff is the fell de- 
stroyer that stalks over the land, and blights the fairest por- 
tion of this once happy country. Are these things so? 
Do_not.the brilliafit and vivid imaginations of gentlemen 
overlook’ the true: cause of the decline of the navigating 
interest in thatséction ‘of country? Can it not be traced 
to other causes than ‘this: patient and abused tariff? © Sir, 


from their precarious and uncertain navigation, tothe 
more sure and productive employment of a grower of 
jcotton? Should’ we not find some of them voluntarily 
| participating in the golden harvest so bountifully showered 
jon that portion of the agriculture of our country? I do 
not know the fact, but gentlemen who do know, by look- 
ing among their friends and acquaintance, may recognise 
|some who were formerly merchants, now planters. 

Sir, may we not find another reason for the decrease of 
our foreign tonnage, were we to consider that, during the 
long conflict of the European’ Powers, we were the car- 
riers not only of our own productions, but much of theirs 
also; and,’ at the general pacification, when all Europe 
resumed their proportion of the navigation, was it not a 
consequence that the redundancy of tonnage which we 
then possessed should be Icpped off and reduced to a fair 
proportion with the other nations of the earth? Sir, it 
seems to me that here we discover one cause for a reduc- 
tion of the tonnage engaged in foreign trade. 

Sir, can we not discover another cause for the decline 
of the tonnage of Charleston, in the fact that the great city 
of New York presents such inducements and facilities to 
commerce, that it constantly and manifestly taxes all the 
other cities on the Atlantic to its prosperity? And is not 
the gain of that city a partial loss to Charleston? 

Sir, there is another cause in my mind. It has been, the 
policy of this nation to permit the tonnage of other na- 
tions to share in all the facilities of trade given to our own, 
inviting competition with the world in carrying our pro- 
ductions to market; and such has been the effect cf this 
competition between the foreigner and the American, in 
the reduction of freights, that no person can compete with 
the foreign tonnage unless he sails his own ships and com- 
mands and superintends, in person, the whole concern. 
Sir, the tonnage in foreign trade is gradually’ changing 
owners; it is now concentrating into the hands of the hardy 
sons of Neptune, who mount old ocean’s wave, and do not 
fatten on Tokay, Burgundy, or Champagne. 'These are 
becoming the ship owners now, and these are the men 
who manfully contend for the prize with foreign tonnage, 
even against domestic prejudice. 

None othercan successfully compete with the foreign ton- 
nage but those who work themselves, and practise the great- 
est economy in every part of their business. Sir, it is not 
possible for a merchant, sitting in his counting room, to 
compete with the fordign tonnage having the same facili- 
ties that he has in every part of the business. No, sit, 
another class of men must do it, if it is done, and they are 
now on the full tide of experiment, and I hope and. trust 
they will succeed. 

Sir, may we not find another cause for the decline of 
the navigation in the late arrangement in regard to the 
West India trade? For the purpose of showing how the na- 
vigation of the country has been affected by that arrange- 
ment, I will read an extract of a letter, received a few 
days past, from one of the most experienced and intelli- 
gent commercial houses in the country. It was commu- 
nicated to me for the purpose of showing the price of salt 
in Turk’s Island for several years up to November or the 
first of December last; but the part of the letter I shail 
read, is confined to the operations of trade, more than the 
ptice of salt. -I will read the extract: . 

“The last voyage was undertaken and performed under 
the recent arrangement made by Mr. McLane with the 
British Government, and a cargo taken on board, of our 
productions, deemed by us sufficient to purchase a full 
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cargo of salt of ten thousand bushels; we were, however, 
extremely disappointed at the result of the voyage. In- 
stead of the outward cargo bringing four or five hundred 
dollars more than the full -cargo-of salt: would cost, -it 
brought only enough to. purchase about eight thousand 
bushels. Indeed, if we had not-put on board some money 
ourselves, and the captain been enabled to borrow more of, 
a passenger, he must have drawn on us for a considerable. 
part of his cargo, or the voyage been almost entirely broken 
up. This disastrous state of trade, as it regards the sale 
of our own productions, as we are informed, grows out 
of peculiar advantages in the duties which the British 
bottoms,. sailing from British colonial ports, enjoy over 
ours trading to those islands. 
of the priucipal items of our cargo, to show the reason 
why the British bottom has the advantage of ours. ~ 

We shipped corn, in bags of two bushels each, cost $1 55 


Duty at. Turk’s Island, 20 cents per bushel, - 40 

; 1 95 

Sold the same at - -~ -. - 150 

Loss per bag, - - - =- AS. 

We shipped lumber, which cost per M,- - $13 25 

Duty on do. at T. L- - - - - =- 646 

| ` 19 71 
Loss in measure 5 per cent. (the lumber had 
been surveyed here, and all proper allowances 

made) on sale $16, - - - 2 2 80 

Rae. A, 20 51 

Sold the same at - - sos - -:.16 00 

Loss per M. - = - ete te - 451 

We shipped flour, which cost per barrel -  - $625 

Duty on do. at T. I. - - - - - - 100 

é 7 25 

Sold the same at st ee - = 7-00 

Loss per barrel, are - - - - 25 


“The British bottom, taking the above articles from Nova 
Scotia, would be admitted, as we understand, duty free, 
and, possessing the same advantages as our own bottoms 
in our own ports on the return voyage, would make a 
saving business, while ours would lose Money.” 

Sir, the contest between this Government and that of 
Great Britain was not only in regard to the consumption 
of our productions, but also who should carry them to 
market. 
our flour, rice, and other productions, before the arrange- 
ment, as he does now: we carried them to the other 
islands of the West Indies, and from thence they were 
taken to the English islands by others; we had as good a 
market at the other islands as we now have, and had all 
the profits of carrying the produce to market. Not so 
now——we let the British ships carry our productions to the 
exclusion of our-own. : 

Sir, many of the Senators now present, who were here 
in 1830, will bear witness when I say that, when the bill 
authorizing the President to issue his proclamation on 
opening the ports of the West Indies was under consider- 
ation, I stated that it appeared to: me that we were 
eagerly pursuing that which was not worth possessing, 
when we shall have obtained it; that, so far-as my con- 
stituents were concerned, L had rather every thing should 
remain as it then was, than to. change it for any thing we 
should get from Great Britain. . Lalso stated that the Bri- 


tish islands received all our productions by a circititous! 


We annex a statement}. 


The British West Indian consumed as much of 


route, and, if any extra cost was added, it was not paid 
by us; that:our citizens were concerned in trading-houses 
at the other islands, to-whom we shipped our goods, and 
they sold them, and had the profits and. commission: for 
transacting the business; that such was the situation of the 
British colonies, that British ships could load in England, 

come to this country, here takea cargo for the West In- 

dies, there take.a cargo of sugar: or other productions, 

and return home; making three freights in one voyage. 

At the same time, our trade must, from ‘the nature of 
things, be confined: to the direct trade: -T have. seen 

nothing since to alter.the opinion then expressed, and the 

letter just read goes to-confirm it. . 

Sir, if we have not largely increased the consumption 

in the British West Indies by the arrangement, we have 

been great losers by the bargain. Whether the West 

Indian eats more now than he did before, I do not know. 

I believe they were never in the habit of stinting or allow- 
ancing themselves in that particular. I believe that muth 
of their food was obtained from the United States then as 
well as now. ` : i 

Sir, a gentleman ‘of my acquaintance, who commands his 
own ship, and has, for a number of years, been engaged in 
carrying cotton from Charleston to Great Britain, told me it 
was a very. hard and laborious business-—-the competition 
with foreigners was as much as he could stand, before the 
late arrangement; and, by that arrangement, it was con- 
sidered. facilities were given to the British; and he now 
doubted whether he ‘should be-able to continue. in the 
trade much longer, Sir, I know the man—he can com- 
pete with the British, if any man can; and. when he sur- 
renders, I shall consider the business as lost.to us: there 
is a larger proportion of foreigners entering the port of 
Charleston than any other.. In 1829, the. American ton- 
nagé entered there amounted to 27,696 tons, and foreign 
tonnage to 24,473 tons. The proportion of foreign ton- 
nage entering the port of Savannah was about sixty-six 
per cent., and other ports where cotton is shipped, in- 
cluding those ofthe Mississippi, about fifty per cent., 
compared with the-American. Here, sir, we cat sce one 
great cause of the destruction of the navigation of South 
Carolina. Sir, the owners foresaw the consequences that 
would result to the navigating interest by the late arrange- 
ment; they knew they had been driven from the Euro- 
pean trade by the Europeans themselves, and by the skill 
and enterprise of those who navigate their own ships, and 
so bravely compete with the world. Sir, the ship owner 
of Charleston, not able to stand this competition, had no 
other resource but to sell his: shipand become a grower 
of cotton ora shipper of goods, to'be carried by others 
who can afford freight at a less price than himself. 

Sir, the merchants of this country are the most saga- 
cious men.of the nation; ‘they discover their own interest 
as readily, and pursue it as keenly, as any other; and 
when they know a ‘particular trade is unprofitable, they 
abandon it, and pursue some otherthey never: stand 
idle; hence, the last ship in foreign trade was sold under 
the hammer to close ‘the concern; she has now changed 
her character, and is seen (enrolled or licensed) bound 
coastwise, spreading her. sails to the breeze, laden with 
cotton of her native soil, not only untaxed, but protected | 
by the American system. - 

No, sir; so ‘far from the American system- being “the 
cause of the decline of the navigation, it is the means of 
sustaining it; it is the nutriment it feeds on; the very 
thing that supports the steady increase; and unexampled 
coasting and inland commerce of our. country~-a trade of 
far greater. value to this nation than the foreign. It is 
more extensive than. a voyage across the Atlantic: com- 


‘mencing at Eastport, in Maine, continuing along the whole 


coast, indented by bays and: navigable rivers, to the Gulf 
of Mexico; thence, up the Mississippi and all its tributa- 
ties, to the lakes; thence, extending by the lakes, rivers, 
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- and canals, to the Atlantic; terminating at the great com- on by-almost. every Congress ‘since the adoption of the 


mercial emporium of. our-ceuntry;. employing a great 
amount of tonnage; and daily increasing. Sir, this trade 
is truly Ameérican;:American owners, American. ships, 
and <Amefican seamen. ~The pecuniary. consideration is 
not. the only benefit arismg from. this trade; it makes the 
whole. people acquainted; they mingle with each other; 
they know-each other; it wears off prejudice, and con- 
nects every. part of the Union, and makes us one; and, 
like the mottoon.the star spangled banner, emphatically 


proclaims—** E pluribus unum.” ; 

Sir, the coasting vessels are constantly employed in 
carrying sugar, cotton, rice, and molasses, from the South, 
and lumber,- grain, flour, tobacco; and, coal, from the 
Middle States, tothe North and East, returning with cotton 
and woollen fabrics, caps, hats, shoes, and other wares, the 
productions of the citizens of our own country, to pay 
for the productions of the South, consumed by the people 
of the North. The West, too, by the aid of their canals 
and of the noblest rivers in‘the world, come in. for their 
-share in the exchange of productions. Sir, without this 
trade, our great navigating interest would languish; al- 

. though it might not totally expire, it would exhibit a sickly 
hue; but, by the fostering care of the American system, 
the navigation has increased, and will continue to increase 
with the extension of the industry, skill, and capital, of 
‘the country. 

To illustrate some of the advantages of this trade to the 
whole country, I will state. that the small. town of Provi- 
dence, in the State from whence I come, imported for its 
consumption and the consumption of its vicinity, the two 
last years, taken from the custom-house books, viz. 


Year 1830. Year 1831. 


Bales of cotton, - - 45,166 55,707 
Barrels of flour, - - 68,473 71,369 
Bushels of corn, - - $58,181 216,662 
Rye, s - - 16,967 7,772 


Of tobacco and.othet, productions of the Middle States, 
and sugar and molasses. from Louisiana, to a large amount, 
of which [ have no. return, making an aggregate. of con- 
sumption of flour and grain, from North Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, and other ports of the Chesapeake, greater than all 
the West Indies. These are some of the advantages of 
the coasting trade and of the domestic industry. of the 
country, aided, supported, and, I might say, created, by 
the American system. 

There was also imported into other ports of the State 
of Rhode Island, the last year, 20,510 bushels of corn, and 
13,165 barrels of flour, in addition to the amount import- 
ed into the port of Providence, as before stated. 

Ido not say the whole of this was consumed within the 
State; no doubt.a part found its way out, perhaps a small 
quantity to the West Indies. But we may: safely estimate 
that the whole amount carried to the port of Providence, 
was consumed within the State of Rhode Island. 

Sir, it has been said we are great gormandizers if 
96,000 persons. eat 71,000 barrels of flour ina year: be 
itso. Itis true that it is consumed, and also the grain 
stated with it. Sir, we live by eating, but we work at 
the same time; and whoever. works must eat, is an old 
adage. Sir, the people of Rhode Island are a working 
people; they lock well to the ways of their household, 
and eat not the bread of idleness. Sir, I do not consider 
this.as any virtue in us; we would as willingly live idle as 
our neighbor of a more favored soil and climate, but we 
are compelled to work, or starve; our soil is steril, our 
climate cold, and our wants many; we must labor to supply 
these wants; there is no escape from it. oo 

Sir, I do not intend to-enter into any argument to show 
the legality of a tariff, tending to encourage the domestic’ 
manufactures of the country; that question has been so 
ably discussed, and the principle ôf encouragement acted 


constitution; and so often recommended by all the Presi- 
dents, from. General Washington down to the. present 
Chief Magistrate, that Iam satisfied in believing it. còn- 
stitutional. Mr. Jefferson, who seems to be the idol of 
the day, not only in ‘his official capacity, recommended 
the introduction of manufactures, but in. his private cor- 
respondénce avowed. that the time had arrived when we 
should place the manufacturer by the side of the farmer, 
and no longer depend on foreigners to supply. us with the 
comforts and necessaries of life. Were we to look into 
the history of the introduction of manufactures in this 
country, we should learn they were at all times considered 
of great importance in a national view; the very first tariff 
adopted under the present constitution was, among other 
things, avowédly for the encouragement of manufactures; 
pétitions were presented to Congress from the mechanics 
and manufacturers of Baltimore, ‘and from the tradesmen 
and manufacturers of Boston, praying Congress to protect 
them, and praying for an imposition of such duties on all 
foreign articles which can be made in America, as will 
give a just and decided preference to the labors of our 
country.. These were taken into consideration by Con- 
gress, and a committee was ordered to bring in a bill for 
the encouragement and promotion of such manufactures 
as would tend to render the United States independent of 
other nations. And what is desired now? Nothing more 
than a continuance of the system of encouragement and 
protection to those institutions reared into being by your 
acts, and by the wisdom of those who once occupied the 
places we now possess. This is all that is asked—it is all 


-| that is wished orfdesired. 


.Sir, it is said the tariff of 1824 had two distinct. fea- 
tures, revenue and protection. It had so; and as far as 
we have seen-the result, it has answered the expectation 
of its friends; the industry of the country has been pro- 
moted in the manufacture of one article, and the revenue 
increased by the consumption of another. The consump- 
tion of those that increased the revenue, was not confined 
wholly to one district, but was, in some degree, general 
throughout the whole country; but the greatest increase 
of consumption is at the manufacturing establishments; 
many are enabled to purchase and consume articles pay- 
ing duties who could not, were they not employed in the 
business of manufacture. Sir, the manufactures of our 
country supply the coarse cottons as cheap as they can be 
furnished to us from the workshop of any foreign country, 
even without a tariff. Coarse cottons are now, and have 
been, sold here at six and one-fourth cents per yard, and 
can be had to any amount from that sum to seven, seven 
and a half, and cight cents per yard, of a good quality. 
It is generally admitted, where prejudice is not triumph- 
ant, that cotton ‘cloth, manufactured in this country, is 
superior to that produced in any- other. It has more of 
the raw material in it, and of a better quality, and is sold 
at about.the same price. 

I know it will be asked, why nced a tariff to protect or 
encourage the manufacture of cotton, if we can compete 
with the world? The answer is, to secure a market. 
Give a ready market for our productions, and we can work 
cheaper, and sell at a less price, than they can be sold at 
in a sluggish or dull market. It is plain to the understand- 
ing of every-body, that, if you cannot sell your produc- 
tions, but, for the want of purchasers, are obliged to keep 
them on hand one, two, or three years, they cannot be 
made so cheap as when the producer or manufacturer can 
have a quick and ready sale. If you have no market for 
your productions, you must stop producing. To turn his 
goods into money, or such things as he needs to carry on 
his business, is the great object of the manufacturer; it 
enables him to pursue his business at a much less rate per 
cent. profit, than if he were obliged to keep them on hand 
several months before he can sell them. They will not 
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come to the possession of the consumer at any less price 
by a slow and tardy sale; but, to.afford the manufacturer 
a living business, the price. will be enhanced in conse- 
quence of the slow sale. And this is the whole mystery 
why a tariff is necessary to make the article come to the 
consumer at the least possible price. By..excluding the 
foreign article, you make a market for the domestic; and, 
by making a market for the domestic, you encourage com- 
petition; and competition has, and will reduce the price 
to the consumer, to the lowest sum it can be produced for 
here or elsewhere. The effect of the tariff on coarse cot- 
tons has given us the whole market of our country; this 
has produced the competition among our citizens, and the 
article has been made and sold at the lowest possible price 
it can be made for in any country. By the manufacture of 
this article, it has enabled thousands and tens of thousands 
to consume the fine cottons, silks, ribbons, and other 
gewgaws, not made in this country, and subject to duties; 
hence the increase of the revenue: and every article the 
country is prepared to manufacture can-bé produced or 
made here, and will be at as low a price as it can be fur- 
nished to us from any part of the world. Such is the ef- 
fect of competition, that the consumer will always be-able 
to obtain it at the lowest price it can be afforded at. _ 

Sir, it is said that protection transmutes the duty into.a 
bounty to the manufacturér. This will not apply to the ma- 
nufactures of coarse cottons. Protection to them does not 
transmute the duty to a bounty for their benefit, nor to any 
other branch of manufacture, where the market can be sup- 
plied with the domestic article. The whole experience of 
our country is to the contrary. We know, by the aid of the 
tariff, shoes, boots, and hats have lowered in price, and- 
the domestic coarse cottons have driven out of the market 
the foreign, and the domestic is purchased at as low a 
price asthe foreign can be imported at, and lower than we 
should‘have obtained the foreign, had not the manufacture 
of cotton been introduced into this country. If we had 
never been manufacturers, cotton fabrics would have com- 
manded the same price here as they now do in. South 
America, and probably more; for our market, as well as 
that, must have been supplied. What would have induced 
Great Britain to sell us her goods at a less price than she 
could obtain for them in other ports of the world? She 
would not have done so. Itis the domestic manufacture 
only that has cheapened the articles in our market; and 
break down the domestic manufacture, and cotton goods 
will immediately advance in price. With these facts be- 
fore our eyes, and operating on all our senses, we are 
gravely told here that the whole country is taxed to the 
amount of eight or nine millions of dollars, for the bene- 
fit of cotton manufacturers. Why is it that gentlemen 
persist in error, when, if they will take the trouble to step 
into any of the shops of this city, their own senses will con- 
vince them that they are laboring under a great and pal- 
pable delusion? 

Sir, the town of Providence imported, the last year, 
from the Southern States, 55,707 bales of cotton; estimat- 
ing it at 300 Ibs. per bale, it would pay a duty of $501,363, 
if imported from Brazil, or any foreign port. Now, sir, 
according to the argument advanced here, the town of 
Providence pays the sum of $501,363 as a bounty to the 
planter of cotton. Is this so? Figures show it; and what- 
ever can be demonstrated by figures, must be true; so say 
gentlemen. But we all know the fact is not so; and yet 
this statement is based on the same principle as the one 
read by the Senator from South Carolina, concerning’a 
manufacturing establishment in New Hampshire; and if 
that is true, this is also.. But, sir, I contend they are 
both errors; though I believe it was admitted by that state- 
ment, that the duty, though nominally eight and a quar- 
ter cents, was, in fact, but three. -This is also an error. 
The duty, under existing circumstances, amounts to a 
prohibition of the article, but, if it were imported, would 

Vor. VIE. —25 E 


pay to the amount of the duty; and, were it. not for the 
domestic competition, would advance the price -to the 
consumer, to the amount of the duty. But the power of 
competition has reduced the price to the lowest sum it can 
be made for, here or elsewhere; consequently, the duty 
does not affect the price. It is competition of our own 
manufacturers. that has-lowered the price of cotton cloth, 
in the same way that an increased production of cotton has 
reduced the price of that-article. . . 

Sir, I am willing to. place the whole. question, upon. the 
fact that.coarse cottons are made and sold here, as cheap 
as they can be imported for, of equal quality, and: free 
of. duty, and to put it on that: ground alone; and if it 
cannot be sustained, let it fall. I will not call to my aid 
other advantages to our country, by showing an increas- 
ed consumption of agricultural products, and also the great 
consumption of the corn of North Carolina, of flour 
and coal of Virginia, and the cotton and rice of the mote 
Southern States, by the encouragement of manufactures. 
It is unnecessary to show that New England alone con- 
sumes more of their bread stuffs than Great Britain and 
her. dependencies, and that, if you destroy manufactures, 
you destroy the greatest and best market for those pro- 
ductions. No, sir, I will leave all these considerations out 
of the question, and place it on the cheapness of the arti- 
cle manufactured, taking into consideration the quality of 
the article as well as the price. 

Sir, it will be admitted by all, even by the cotton grow- 
er, that cloth, made of South Carolina, Georgia, or other 
cotton of our country, will wear much longer than cloth, 
of equal texture, made of the India cotton: we say it will 
endure one-quarter more service, at a moderate calcula- 
tion, than the other, and, of course, should bring ene- 
quarter more price, and then it will be cheaper to the 
consumer than that made of the India production; but it 
is sold at about the same price. We ought also to take 
into consideration the price of making the garment; for, 
if three shirts, made of domestic cotton, last as long as four 
made of the foreign, you save the making of one as well 
as one-fourth part of the cloth—_and, with us, the expense 
of making is more than the. cost of the cloth. The do- 
mestic. article is now selling at from six and a quarter to 
seven and a half cents per yard, containing about one 
pound of cotton to four and a half yards of cloth, and will 
be less the coming season, for much will be sold at less 
than cost. Sir, it is estimated that one-fourth part of all 
the cotton grown in the United States the last year will 
be manufactured in this country the present year: and 
such will be the power of competition, that the manufac- 
tured article must and will fall in price, and be. lower in 
the market than it has been in previous years, And if it 
can be satisfactorily shown that cottons are sold as low 
here as they can be imported for, free of duty, I do hope 
the cotton-growing States will not insist that the duty on 
coarse cottons is a tax on the consumer, nor attribute all 
their depression to the tariff. 

Sir, I understood the Senator from North Carolina to 
say that this system gave the manufacturing States more 
benefits than Great Britain received from her colonies, 
and that British cotton goods paid a duty of two and a half 
per cent. only in Canada, when the people of the South 
paid eight and a quarter cents per yard to the Northern 
manufacturer. Isthisa right view of the subject? Is there 
no distinction in the cases? Are the cases parallel? . It 
has already been shown that the competition has destroy- 
ed the effect of the tariff in regard to the increasing of 
the price, and, therefore, the Southern States are not tax- 
ed as high as Great Britain taxes her colonies. Great 


‘Britain receives two anda half per. cent. on the cottons 


sent to her colonies, and we send ours to the Southern 
States without any duty whatever. The South pays ne 
more tax on our fabrics than we pay on their cotton; they 
have the one free of duty, and we the other.. What is the 
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tax the colonies:pay on cotton goods. from: other places}ing on, and would so continue, were it not for some singi- 
than Great Britain? Sufficient to amount to a prohibition. | lar and fatal delusion, riveted on the minds of intelligent 


Sir, we supply North ‘Carolina. witha better article, free: 


of duty, than she cari obtain elsewhere for the same price, {mon and practical transactions of life. 


and take her corn and other productions in pay; we ask 
‘her for no. money. If Great Britain supplies her with 
‘cottons at the same price, she’ will not take her corn or 
“lumber, but must have her gold; ‘and now we are told 
_ that the people of North Carolina are taxed eight and a 
‘quarter cents per yard for our cottons, and are grow- 
ing poorer and poorer, whilst- they work harder and 
harder. © Sir, let us look at this trade with North Carolina; 
“let us ‘examine it thoroughly and fairly; let us go to the 
merchants at. Fayetteville, Washington, Wilmington, and 
other commertial towns of that State, and inquire of them 
how this trade is carried on—how they pay for the cotton 
goods they purchase from the North. They will tell you 
that every vessel, Jaden with cotton fabrics, arriving. at 
their ports, takes: back lumber, corn, tar, turpentine, 
hams, and- other productions of North Carolina. Sir, ask 
_ themifthey pay a tax of eight cents per yard, and they will 
not understand your question; they will point to their 
goods, and'say, the prices of these were ‘six, seven, 
and eight cents per yard, therefore, the duty or tax 
on them could not be eight cents. This would be their 


reply. 


and honorable men, who purste theories, and not the com- 

Sir, why should we, by our legislation, destroy this 
great branch of the industry of our country? Nursed into 
being by the Government, cherished by every administra- 
tion, and now in the full tide of successful experiment. 

Sir, are gentlemen desirous of hastening wretchedness, 
misery, and want? of ruining those now possessed of a 
competency, and of reducing them to poverty? to drive 
females from useful and proper employment, and chil- 
dren to beg in the streets? and that, too, without 
benefiting any part of the country. For after our manu- 
facturers are ruined, the prices will be enhanced. We 
shall have no domestic competitors, and: must pay the 
price the foreigner pleases to tax us with; and for what? 
Why, that others, in a distant land, may receive the bene- 
fits denied to our own citizens. ` 

Sir, I beseech gentlemen to pause, to reflect, before 
they take the fatal step that will bring ruin and dismay on 
so large a portion of the community in which we live. F 
do hope that the gentleman from South Carolina, himself, 
will, on reflection, withdraw his proposition. 1 will not 
say the original resolution, taken to the letter, is precisely 
asit should be; perhaps some modification would be well, 


Sir, if we now and then get a few hams from Virginia or | keeping in view the great principle of encouraging the 


North Carolina, we consider them a gréat Juxury; we de-|industry of the country, without taxing any for the bene- 
vour them when necessary for our sustenance, and do not |fit of another. My rule is, protect your own citizens 
stop to inquire whether we pay a duty of three or more ffrom the cupidity and injurious actions of foreigners, and 
cents per pound, although they are set down in the tariff ithereby promote the interest and happiness of our own 


as a protected article. 

Sir, if the gentleman from North Carolina will make the 
inquiry of his constituents concerned in the trade with the 
Eastern States, and if they do not inform him that, so far 
from its being a losing or injurious trade to North Caro- 
lina, but, on the contrary, that it is otherwise, then, sir, I 
will not only acknowledge my error, but I will unite with 
him in modifying the tariff so as to secure a just and pro- 
per reciprocity to all the great interests of the country. I 
will do it now. To promote the general welfare and in- 
jure none, is my aim; it is all Idesire, and all I ask. Sir, 


X know we are great consumers of the productions of 


North Carolina; 1 know it by experience; I had occasion 
to use many boards and other timber of North Carolina 
the season past. Sir, a paper now lies before me, con- 
taining the official return ofall the lumber brought to the 
port of Providence the last year, which shows a very large 
quantity of the hard pine of North Carolina in the list. I 
know, sir, that large quantities of corn, tar, and other 
productions of that State, are brought to our market, and 
I do hope, sir, that this trade and intercourse among our 
citizens will be permitted to remain; that it will increase 
and grow more and more for their mutual benefit. For 
all concerned know that they pay no tax oń the cotton 
goods received of us, and that we pay no duty on the pro- 
ductions received of them; that it is a trade of perfect re- 
ciprocity and freedom. 

Sir, this thing called trade is so interwoven with the 
agriculture, manufactures, and navigation of the country, 
that I will not pretend to follow it in all its ramifications. 
It is enough to know that each stimulates and promotes the 
other; that, by aiding and encouraging the one, you assist 
the other; in the same manner as a North Carolina plan- 
ter, when growing corn to feed the manufacturer, is wear- 


ing the cotton cloth and consuming the product of the ma-! 


nufacturer; and the manufacturer, when making the same 
cloth, is eating the corn of the planter. In this way they 
are mutually benefited; each a producer, and each a con- 
sumer; and both consumers and both producers; no taxes 


country. 

Sir, what do we ask? Nothing but the privilege of 
earning a living by the sweat of the face. We say to 
Maryland, Virginia, and North Carolina, take our manu- 
factures at the price others will make them at; give us, 
in exchange, your corn, flour, hams, or bacon, lumber, 
and what else you have to spare. We ask for no money. 
To the cotton-growing States, send us your cotton to spin; 
we will pay you in cloth ata fair price—at a reduced 
price. We will aid in the increase of consumption of 
your staple production, and assist to keep a firm and 
steady market for it throughout the world. Of Pennsyl- 
vania, we ask, in exchange, coal and other productions of 
her soil and manufactures; but, above all, give us coal; 
we could not obtain the half we needed the last year; in- 
crease your diligence, and grant us more coal. To the 
West, we say, send us your productions, and take our cot- 
ton; we have tasted largely of your pork and hams; send 
us lead, copper, furs, peltry, buck horns and skins, buf- 
falo robes, {and a few tongues, if you have them to spare,) 
cattle, horn tips, and hides; wool, as much as you please; 
in short, any thing you grow or raise, and you shall have 
cotton shirts, checks, and prints, quantity and price to 
your heart’s content. Turn your attention to raising mad- 
der; the growth of it is well adapted to your soil and cli- 
mate; you will find it a profitable culture, and it will 
always command a good price in the market. Muchis 
now used, and more is wanted. All that we have isim- 
ported from Europe; I believe mostly from France and 
Holland. 

Sir, we have heard something of free trade, of the 
free trade of Great Britain. It has been so long asserted, 
that many persons do verily believe that the ports of all 
her possessions are open to all the world, duty free; that 
she takes beef, pork, grain, whiskey, and flour, for her 
productions, at all times. Whatever we may think here 
of her free trade, the practical merchant and navigator 
know it is otherwise. What was the practice of England 
in the infancy of her manufactures? Did she open her 


paid by either, nor any money needed in the exchange ofi market to all the world, and admit, duty free, goods 


their commodities. One receives a fair equivalent for his 
grain, the other for his cloth; the whole harmoniously go- 


‘similar to those of her own manufacture, at a time when 
they were struggling for existence? No, sir; she secured 
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and protected them against foreign competition until she 
excelled the world in the art of manufacturing, and, by 
the system of protection, she arrived at her, present state 
of perfection. Does she, even now, extend the system of 
free trade? Does she not tax all silk stuffs imported into 
her dominions thirty per cent.,.and cottons twenty per 
cent., and to many of her colonies to the amount of pro- 
hibition? Is this free trade? Will she at this time sell 
her best machinery, and permit it to pass out of her do- 
minions? She knows she excels in this, and, by that ex- 
cellence, she is able to compete with the world in her 
manufactures. Sir, we have, by numerous experiments, 
much cost, great labor, and long practice, rivalled her in 
afew articles, under the fostering care of the Govern- 
ment; and without that fostering care, we never could 
have succeeded. Our enterprising citizens would have 
fallen beneath the skill, capital, and cupidity of a foreign 
rival. Extend your protection to other branches of in- 
dustry, and we shall experience similar results. What 
has been done in the most ingenious and intricate branch 
of manufacture, can be accomplished in a more simple 
and less complicated form. Skill, capital, and enterprise 
exist in abundance, and need only the aid of the Govern- 
ment to give them life and action. This has been the 
policy of Great Britain, and is her policy now, in regard 
to all manufactures in which she does not excel so as to 
rival the world, 

Sir, what is the system of France? Bonaparte, by pro- 
hibitions and premiums, gave activity to manufactures; 
the consequence is, that, instead of importing from Great 
Britain, and becoming subsidiary to her, she now manufac- 
tures for herself. Although her machinery is imperfect, 
when compared with Great Britain, yet France sujtplies her 
own countrymen with the articles they need.. She im- 
ports cotton to Havre, thence it is conveyed over land to 
Alsace, 440 miles, there manufactured, and sent in cara- 
vans to Paris, upwards of 400 miles. 
the way, has, latterly, I believe, been made.) Notwith- 
standing all these obstructions and inconveniences, she still 
believes it for her interest to manufacture for herself,.and 
will continue to do so, notwithstanding she might pur- 
chase at a less price of her neighbor. Then why should 
we not pursue the same policy other nations have deemed 
wise and good for them? Are we so much wiser than our 
contemporaries as to believe they do not manage their 
concerns for their best interest, and'that a contrary policy 
would be better for us? Should webe of that opinion, 
we may find, perhaps, when too late, we have been un- 
der a fatal delusion; that the system of encouraging the 
industry of our own people, in preference to that of 
foreigners, is the true American system, and should not 
be abandoned. 

Sir, this system has caused many improvements in the 
mechanic arts with us. Most of the improvements in 
machinery in England, as well as in this country, have 
been made by mechanics and those who superintend its 
operations. Perceiving faults, they have invented means 
of correcting them. Great improvements in the power 
loom have been made in this country; the adaptation of it 
to the weaving of bed tick, the great desideratum with 
manufacturers, was first successfully applied here, which 
has reduced the article to nearly the price that was for- 
merly given for weaving it. It is now sold at a less 
price than it ever was before, or ever could have been 
without the aid of the power loom. The rolling temple, 
almost a self-moving machine, was lately invented here, 
and is unknown in England. The dresser and finisher, a 
machine of great utility, and indispensable in a modern 
factory, and now used, not only in this country, but in 
England, was invented and made here. The cotton picker, 
also, is of our invention, a great labor-saving machine, 
and performs the work of a hundred hands. - The ma- 
chine for making nails, unrivalled in usefulness, was. also 


invented in this country, and has reduced the article of 
nails more than fifty per cent. ; ga 

Sir, another machine, for making hats, of great utility; 
simple in its form, was unknown and unthought of until the 
ingenuity and invention of a practical mechanic first con-. 
ceived, matured, brought forth, and ushered it into the - 
world for the benefit of man. So great isits power and 
efficacy in the saving of manual labor, that the price of 
the article on which it operates has been reduced fifty per 
cent., and, in a short time, when the patent right. shall 
cease, will still be lower. This machine has-also stolen 
its way to the British empire, and is now sending ‘forth 
hats of English wool and manufacture, which are shipped to 
this country in an unfinished state, and sold here to the 
great injury of our wool growers and manufacturers, and 
in violation of the patented right of the inventor. Sir, if 
the Government had not encouraged, and in some degree | 
protected, manufactures, is it probable that these im- 
provements would have been seen or known by us. At 
least, they would never have been in use here. But, fortu- 
nately, other councils prevailed; they were encouraged; 
they were protected; and we are reaping the benefits of 
their wisdom. Sir, this is‘an age of improvement; we 
see it around us in every form; and shall we stand idle, 
shut our eyes, fold our hands, and not participate in it? 
Thope not. LItrust not. But that the work, so gloriously 
begun, will go on, and that the time may come when the 
representatives of Virginia, here upon this floor, shall be 
willing to confess that on yonder hills our father feeds 
his flock, and that the shuttle and the loom shall be heard 
from the majestic Ohio, along the banks of the Shenan- 
doah, even unto the Atlantic. Se ae 

Mr. GRUNDY expressed an intention of following in 
the discussion; but, as the hour was. late,.he moved that 
the Senate take up, informally, the joint resolutions just 
received from the House of Representatives, respecting 


(A canal, part of] the approaching removal of Washington’s remains. ` 


Mr. TAZEWELL, before this motion was put, begged 
leave to make some inquiries of the gentleman. from 
Rhode Island, who had last addressed the Senate, asto 
the sourcé of some statistics referred to in his remarks. 
He wished to learn from what source the information was 
obtained, by the Senators from Rhode Island and Kentucky, 
of the amount and descriptions of products imported coast- 
wise into Providence from North Carolina. He could, 
then, from the same source, perhaps, learn what products 
were brought into North Carolina, from Rhode Island. 
There were no papers before him where such statistical 
facts could be found. A 

Mr. KNIGHT referred, for the source of this informa 
tion, to a certificate in his possession, from the collector 
of the port of Providence. ` p 

Mr. CLAY said that authentic mercantile records had 
been kept in some of the principal ports, which he had 
used as authority, finding them in the newspapers. 

Mr. TAZEWELL said that the information he-sought, 
could not be obtained from these sources, - 


WASHINGTON’S REMAINS. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the following joint resolutions. from the 
House; 

Resolved by the Senate and House of- Representatives, 
That the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House 
of Representatives be hereby-authorized to make appli- 
cation-to John A. Washington of Mount Vernon, and to 
George W. P. Custis, grandson of Mrs. Washington, for 
the remains of Martha Washington to be removed and de- 
posited in the capitol at Washington city, at the same time 
with those of her late consort, George Washington, and, 
if leave be obtained, to take measures accordingly. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
That the President of the United States, the judges of 
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the Supreme Court, Charles Carroll, of Carrollton, James} of Washington should be invited by the committee. The 
Madison, the. Secretaries. of: State, of the’ Treastiry, of} connexion of the names of Madison and Carroll with the 
War, and ofthe Navy, the’ Postmaster General, the At-| history of the country, distifiguished them from all others, 
torney Genéral, andthe relatives of the family of George|and he thought they should be specially invited to attend 
Washington, be: invited'to attend at the ¢eremonies to bef by a resolution of Congress. He understood yesterday 
performed on-tlie'22djof February instant, in honor of the] that the Senate objected to invitations by resolution; the 
memory ‘of George Washington; and that the President be| object of his ‘motion was to ascertain whether the Se- 
requested to superintend the deposite of the remains of the} nate was willing to retain the invitation to Mr. Carroll and 
deceased in the place which has been selected for that} Mr. Madison. ` : 
purpose. : ga Mr. KING had understood that the committee were 

As to the joint resolution, Mr. CLAY said there could] autthorized toinvite the attendance of those gentlemen and 
be no objection, unless it was to the second name inserted| many others. — a 
in it. “He did not think the application should be made] Mr. JOHNSTON wished to include in the invitation the 
to any but.the resident proprietor of Mount Vernon, who| name of the ex-President Adams, but he had understood that 
was the representative of the family. Mr. Custis was only} that gentleman had expressed upon the same proposition, 
connected with the family by marriage; and if the appli-| when made in the other House, an‘ unwillingness to accept 
cation was. made to him, it should, for. the same reason, | any mark of distinction from other members of the same 
be made to-others, of the same branch of the family. | body to which he belonged. 
He moved to strike out the name of George W. P. Custis. Mr. POINDEXTER said, if invitations were to be given 

‘Mr. FORSYTH’ remarked that the object of the] at all, he would be perfectly willing to retain the names 
resolution: was “to obtain the assent of the family to the} mentioned, but he objected to the form and principle of 
proposed removal, and that Mr. Custis was the only living| the invitation. Itshould be extended, if given at all, to 
male descendant'of Mrs. Martha Washington. the venerable Sumpter, and to the biographer and friend 

‘Mr. CLAY withdrew his motion; and, after some remarks| of Washington, the Chief Justice. 
from Mr. TAZEWELL against, and by Mr. CLAY, in} Mr. JOHNSTON having withdrawn his motion, the 
favor of the resolution, it was agreed to. question recurred ón Mr. Fonsyxru’s motion. 

The second resolution, inviting Mr. Madison and others] Mr. CLAY remarked that the presiding officers of the 
to be present at the commemoration, was taken up. two Houses were invested with the power to make all the 

Mr; POINDEXTER, intending, he said, to vote against | arrangements proper for the occasion. The plan origi- 
the resolution, called for the yeas and nays on the ques-|nated in Congress. It was the work of Congress from 
tion of agreeing to the resolution. He would not object toj the adoption of the resolution, in 1799, to the resolution 
the distribution of invitations by the committee, butit was} now adopted for carrying it into effect. It had been 
a novel and extraordinary measure to issue cards of invita-| thought proper, therefore, to leave the arrangements with 
tion by a joint resolution of Congress. the presiding officers of the two Houses, as the manner most 

Mr. CLAY was of the same opinion expressed by the] respectful to the family and the memory of the deceased. 
Senator from Mississippi; but, as the resolution was before| The joint resolution reported from the joint ‘committee 
us, he hoped he would withdraw his objections to it. had vested the superintendence of the removal with the 

Mr. BIBB offered “an amendment, which he regretted| presiding officers of Congress. 
was ‘not offered by some other person, as it was his inten-| Mr. FORSYTH thought that the proposed amendment 
tion to vote ‘against the resolution. ‘There was another] carried out the original intention of Congress, which assigns 
Ex-President besides thë one named in the resolution, to| the duty of the removal to the Chief Magistrate. He did not 
whom it was proper that the invitation should be extended;| think that there would be any incongruity between this 
and he moved to insert the name of J. Q. Adams. _ {amendment and the resolution assigning the arrangements 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved that the resolution be laid| to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
on the table—agreed to by a vote of 14 to 13. House. 
i Mr. KING said there was no incompatibility between 
the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia and the 
resolution adopted. 

The amendment was then adopted, and the resolution, 
as amended, was agreed to. 


COMMERCIAL STATEMENTS. 


Mr. HOLMES rose to offer a resolution calling for infor- 
mation, according tothe act of Congress, of 1820, requiring 
the Secretary of the Treasury to Jay before Congress, at 
the opening of the session, a statement of the commerce 
of the United States with all countries. Mr. H. said that 
as the provisions of the act have been made particularly 
to enable Congress to obtain information that would enable 
them to act understandingly on questions which might 
arise relative to commerce, the importance of the resolu- 
tion would be seen at once. By the act, the Secretary was 
requested to make the return as soon as possible after the 
1st of December, at each session. The returns were to 
be made quarterly, near the ist of September, Decem- 
Der, March, and June. The last year, this document, which 
should have come in early in December, was withheld 
until after the close of the session; and atthe Ist of March 
the Senate were informed that the Secretary would notbe 
able to make it out during the session of Congress; and it 
was not until eight weeks after the members had returned 
home that the statement made its appearance. It was 
very extraordinary that the statement was nof made out on 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 15. 


WASHINGTON’S REMAINS. 


On.motion of Mr. FORSYTH, the joint resolution from 
the House, yesterday laid on the table, inviting certain 
distinguished persons to attend the celebration of the 22d 
of February next, was taken up, and read as follows: 

Resolved: by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
That the President of the United States, the Secretaries 
of State, of the Treasury, of War, and of the Navy, the 
Postmaster General, and the Attorney General, be invited 
to attend at the ceremonies to be performed on the 22d 
of February instant, in honor of the memory of George 
Washington; and that the President be requested to super- 
intend the deposite of the remains of the deceased in the 
place which has been selected for that purpose. 

Mr. FORSYTH said that the objection to the resolu- 
tion, made yesterday, was, that it'was improper for Con- 
gress to give invitations; he thought differently; but.as he 
did not wish to revive the question, he would submit the 
following substitute: 
`` Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requésted to superintendthe deposite of the remains of 
George Washington, in the place which has been selected 

. for that purpose, on the 22d February instant. 

Mr, JOHNSTON moved to strike out all the names ex- 

cept those of Madison and Carroll. He thought the family 
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Are'the causes of the complaints which we hear feigned 
and unfounded, or are they real? and is the hand’ of op- - 
pression bearing heavily upon that portion of our coun- 
trymen who are now urging their claims for relief? They 
believe a system ‘of taxation, unjust, unequal, and oppres- 
sive in its operations, is to be continued and fastened upon 
them—not for the support’ of the Government, which is 
the only legitimate object of taxation, but in order that a 
particular class of men may be benefited by their labor; 
that their prosperity is to be checked, and their labor 
rendered unproductive to them, that capital vested. in, 
manufactories may be rendered more’ profitable to the 
owners. — Entertaining this opinion, they are surely right 
iñ requiring Congress now to take this subject into con- 
sideration, and to grant relicf so far as they are entitled 
to it. No time can be so proper as the present, when we 
are about to establish a system of finance suitable to a na- 
tion free from debt and all incumbrance. It seems to me 
that it is likewise the interest of the manufacturers that 
this controversy should be brought toa close. There is 
one kind of protection which they certainly need; that is, 
some security against frequent legislative changes on this 
subject. Stability and permanency in the system is of 
more importance than any protection you can extend to 
them, when that protection is held by an uncertain and 
precarious tenure. In order to give this security, the 
taxes upon the community must be reasonable; if they be 
not, nothing can be more certain than that a period will 
arrive when a change willbe effected, and under circum- 
stances and feelings least favorable to their interests. If 
the community, or any great portion of it, be oppressed, 
and no disposition be manifested by those who profit by, 
that oppression to alleviate their sufferings, but little rê- 
gard will be paid to their welfare. This is the natural 
course of things, and no class of men can claim an exemp- 
tion from it. l = i 

To the argument that Congress ought not to reduce 
the taxes on protetted articles, because existing laws 
have induced men to employ their capital in these esta- 
blishments, the answer is a plain one. Every man who 
has thus invested his money, must have looked to the pro- 
bability of a reduction of taxes and imposts whenever the 
pubke debt should be discharged, and the Government 
should no longer need the money accruing from high 
duties. In addition to this, those upon whom this taxa-. 
tion has operated with most severity, have, at all times, 
insisted upon its injustice, and avowed their determination 
never to relax their efforts until they obtained redress. 
This argument, therefore, loses much of the force to 
which it would-be entitled under different circumstances, 
I cannot, myself, consider the manufacturers as authoriz- 
ed to claim a continuance of the present duties,. on the 
ground of any pledge, expressed or implied, given by the 
Government. Still these establishments exist, and should 
be regarded asa portion of the public interest; and, of 
course, the same attention should be paid to them as to 
the other great interests of the country, in any adjustment 
which may be made upon the subject: 

Being desirous to present an entire and unbroken view 
of the opinions I entertain in relation to the tariff, the Se- 
J , ; s nate will indulge me, before I do so, in disposing of; and 
borne adversity of every kind, both in peace and in war, putting out of the way, some remarks not bearing directly 
with courage, fortitude, and perseverance, shall we so act upon this subject, which I regretted to hear advanced in 
as to exhibit to the world the strange but melancholy! this discussion. 1 regretted their introduction, not: be- 
spectacle of discords and strifes, arising out of the very] cause they were not susceptible of a satisfactory reply, 
success of our Governmentand the prosperity of our coun-! but because the subject before us was of magnitude suffi. 
try, which shall endanger our existence asa nation? Welcient to require our individual attention, and because I 
are at peace with all nations, and, from present appear-| was unwilling that party politics should provoke one 
ances, are likely to remain so; the public debt is extin-| unkind feeling in this debate. Others, however, have 
guished for all practical legislative purposes; and atthis! thought and acted differently, and have thereby made it 
time, when gladness should pervade the land, and evety| the duty of the friends of the administration to meet their 
American heart rejoice, there is more discontent than at! assailants upon the ground they have selected. At the 
the most gloomy and distressing periods of our history.|same time 1 wish it to be understood that neither retort 


the Ist of March. We know that it was-not received until 
eight weeks after Congress adjourned, and the Senate will 
see that it is important to ask the reason why the statement 
was not given before the close of the session, in order to 
apply the proper remedy, if there was in fact any reason 
why this. could not be done. We are now far advanced in 
the present session; the subject of our commercial rela- 
tions with the British colonies has come up before Con- 
gress under peculiar circumstances: infortnation has re- 
peatedly been sought for from the Executive, and yet this 
document is withheld, which all must see to be important 
and necessary to enable Congress to act understandingly 
upon this question. 

The document referred to. should have been communi- 
cated to the Senate near the 1st of December; and more 
than two months have elapsed since the time which the 
Secretary is required by the act of Congress to present 
it, and yet nothing has been seen or heard of it. The re- 
quest might be made, and the returns given, all within 
the space of six days, and yet for seven weeks it has not 
been done, and the duty has been neglected. He wished 
also to know what had become of the ‘answer to the re- 
solutions that were long since submitted by himself and 
his colleague relative to the trade between the United 
States and the British West India colonies, calling for im- 
portant information, most of which ‘could have been given 
long before now. Some of it might not have been ob- 
tained at that time; but can it have been necessary to 
spend two months in collecting it? In order to know the 
reason why this information had not yet been received, and 
why documents so important to the Senate were withheld, 
Mr. H. submitted the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the Senate why the statements of the foreign 
commerce of the United States, required by the act of the 
10th February, 1820, have not been transmitted to Con- 
gress; and, if there is any impediment to.a compliance 
with the provisions of that act, what legislative provision 
is necessary to remove it. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to inform the Senate why he has not reported in 
answer to their resolution of 22d December, 1831, calling 
for information in regard to the British colonial trade; and 
when the answer is to be expected. 

These resolutions lig on the table one day. 


THE TARIFF. 

The Senate resumed the resolution of Mr. Crax rela- 
tive to the tariff. i 

Mr. GRUNDY rose, and said he was aware that he 
could contribute but little of talent or information upon 
the subject now under discussion; and that most of what 
he should say would bea dull, cold repetition of that which 
has been said by others. Notwithstanding this, said Mr. 
G., T have no apology to offer for consuming the time of 
the Senate. Sir, we ought to consume time; we ought to 
consult long together, nor should we ever separate until 
this whole matter is adjusted. Our constituents expect 
it; the Executive has recommended it; duty demands it; 
and the faultis ours if it be not accomplished. When it is 
recollected that the people of the United States- have 
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nor recrimination form any portion of my design. 1 will 
only endeavor to do justice.to those who have no oppor- 
tunity of being heard. ‘or defending themselyes upon this 

Ooh ee f ; 

Lunderstand:the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 
as saying that; owing. to some cause, (and he left it to 
be inferred,) most probably from the equivocal course 
pursued by ‘the present Chief Magistrate, his opinion, 
on the south side of Mason and Dixon’s line, was under- 
stood to be in opposition to the tariff, or at least to the 
principle of protection; while, on the north side of that 
line, a different opinion is ascribed to him. A charge of; 
this kind I never expected to hear. Ididsuppose the whole 
American people had understood him in the same way. 
Upon this, as upon all other subjects, when occasions have 
presented themselves, he has fearlessly and independently 
advanced his opinions, regardless of the consequences to 
himself. He is not one of those who change their opi- 
nions from day to day, as some politicians do, who snuff the 
popular breeze, and obey its inspiration. On great poli- 
tical questions he forms his opinions upon reflection, and 
he abides by them until his judgment instructs him that 
he ought to change them. Upon the subject now under 
discussion, his opinions were made public so early as the 


month of April, 1824; and I defy any man, in or out of 


the Senate, to show that he has ever written or uttered 
one word inconsistent with the sentiments then expressed. 
I differ from him in opinion. upon this subject; but that 
difference is no reason why I should not place his opi- 
nions fairly before the Senate and the nation. His letter 
to Dr. Coleman; of North Carolina, of the 26th April, 
1824, contains a true exposition of his sentiments in rela- 
tion to this subject. Since that letter was written and 
published throughout the United States, two presidential 
elections have taken place; and the result of them we all 
know. I will now read to the Senate an abstract from 
that letter, containing all that relates to this matter. 

Mr, G. then read the following: 

*¢ Providence has filled our mountains and our plains 
with minéerals—with lead, iron, and copper, and given us 
soil and climate for the growing of hemp and wool. These 
being. the grand materials of our national defence, they 
ought to have extended to them adequate and fair pro- 
tection—that our own manufactories and laborers may be 
placed on a fair competition with those of Europe, and 
that we may have within our country a supply of those 
leading and important articles so essential in war. Be- 
yond this, I look at the tariff with an eye to the proper 
distribution of labor, and to revenue, and with a view to 
the discharge of our national debt. Lam one of those who 
do not consider a national debt a national blessing, but 
rather a curse to a republic, inasmuch as it is calculated 
to raise around the administration a moneyed aristocracy 
dangerous to the liberties of the country. This tariff, I 
mean a judicious one, possesses more fanciful than real 
danger.” 

I now submit to the Senate, whether what I have read 
doesnot contain a clear, explicit, and unequivocal ex- 
pression of the.opinions of the writer upon the subject 
now under consideration; and whether we cannot as dis- 
tinctly anderstand the kind of tariff which he advocates, 
from the few lines I have read, as we can the opinions of 
the Senator from Kentucky, from his three days’ speech 
on the same subject. The President declares himself in 
fayor of the principle of protection; and that protection in 
the articles mentioned, and some others, may properly 
form the primary considerations of a tariff. - In this, the 
opinions of the President, and the Senator from Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr. Cuax,] agree; nor can I discover any difference 
between them, except it: be in the use of the term “ ju- 
dicious,” with which the Senator from Kentucky seems 
to find fault. 

If in this they differ, T should infer that the President 
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is in favor of a reasonable and judicious tariff, and that the 
Senator from Kentucky is in favor of an unreasonable and 


injudicious one- For my own part, I think them both 


wrong in principle. Revenue,-in my judgment, should in 


-all cases be the primary object in the imposition of duties, 


and protection should only be incidental and subordinate. 

The description given by-the Senator from Kentucky 
of the proceedings on the 4th March,.1829, and the cha- 
racter given to that vast assemblage of citizens collected 
in this place, was altogether different from what J had 
supposed: Iwas not here, and, therefore, can only speak 
from what Ihave heard and read. Taking that for my 
guide, I thought that the thousands and tens of thousands 
had assembled here for gratulation and congratulation, 
and to see that man clothed with the robes of office <“ who 
had filled the measure of his country’s glory.” That gen- 
tleman [Mr. C.] I know did not participate in the general 
joy; but he was neither. intimidated nor dispirited, for, 
although he left the city, so soon as he reached the 
heights. of Georgetown he raised the standard of opposi- 
tion, ahd with’ a loud voice called upon his scattered le- 
gions to unite and stand ready for the ensuing conflict; 
and, amidst the roaring of artillery, he carried defiance 
even to the cannon’s mouth, although then under the con- 
trol of the *¢ military chieftain.” 

I was pleased with the highly painted picture of the 
prosperity of the West, exhibited by the Senator from 
Kentucky. I knew it was a mere fancy-piece, far ex- 
ceeding the reality. I should, however, have been more 
gratified, if, in putting down the flourishing cities, towns, 
and villages of the West, he had inserted the city of Nash- 
ville. If would have been no disadvantage to the picture; 
for we there have some wealth and prosperity, likewise— 
mostly growing, however, out of agriculture and com- 
merce, and ordinary mechanical labor. We are not much 
indebted to manufacturing establishments. When that 
Senator is informed, as I now inform him, that he has in 
that place a number of respectable friends, I hope, in the 
next picture of the kind with which we are favored, Nash- 
ville will have a place; and if the neighboring Hermitage 
should be offensive to the eye of the painter or his friends, 
it can be omitted. Notwithstanding the omission of this 
flourishing city, and although I think the whole descrip- 
tion too poetical and overwrought, still I am gratified with 
the reflection that we now have an assurance that neither 
« war, pestilence, famine, nor any other direful scourge” 
has visited the country since the 4th March, 1829. 

J little expected, in a debate upon the subject of the ta- 
riff, to hear the old and well known cry of proscription 
sounded in our ears. But, “from the abundance of the 
heart the mouth will speak; and this subject is now re- 
vived by the Senator from Kentucky. T had supposed 
that the resolution introduced by the Senator from Ohio, i 
[Mr. Ewxne,] was intended to hang _anti-proscription 
speeches upon; I will, therefore, not go into that subject. 
An ample opportunity will be afforded to do so when that 
resolution shall be taken up; unless, indeed, the Senator 
from Ohio, upon reflection, shall change his opinion, and 
permit his resolution to sleep the sleep of death. Al- 
though Tam no advocate, nor ever have been, for turning 
men out of office for a full and frank expression and ex- 
ercise of political opinions, yet there is one thing worthy 
of great consideration. The people of the United States 
believed a change in those who administered the Govern- 
ment proper and necessary. Whether they decided right 
or wrong, [shall not now inquire; but 1 submit to the 
Senate whether the just expectations of the country can 
ever be realized when the public believe the hand of re- 
form should be applied, by a change of the Chief Magis- 
trate only. It is true that, in such a case, the first office 
of the Government is placed in different hands; but if all 
the subordinate officers remain, no material alteration in 
the administration of the Government will be effected, 
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and the Chief Magistrate will find his intentions and views 
constantly thwarted by those who are opposed. to his 
Opinions. I will state one fact, of which the country is 
not apprised, and the evidence of which Ihave before 
me, furnished from an authentic source. _ Here is a list of 
all the clerks in the different offices in this city, distin- 
guishing those who belong to the different political par- 
ties; and it appears that a large majority, a very large one, 
are on the side of the Senator from Kentucky, and oppos- 
ed to the present administration; and although I will not 
publish their names and proclaim their political opinions to 
the Senate, yet, if that gentleman has any desire to know 
who his friends are, I will furnish him with the informa- 
tion, although I presume he kiiows his friends better than 
Ido. f 

Mr. Gallatin, yes, Albert Gallatin, has been charged by 
the Senator from Kentucky with possessing feelings alien 
to this country, and has been told to go home to his native 
land, and teach there lessons of political economy, before 
he undertakes to teach us upon these subjects. Let us 
see who this Mr. Gallatin is, thathas thus fallen under the 
displeasure of that honorable Senator. He is an older 
citizen of America than either that Senator or myself, 
although we were both born here. He was here during 


„the war of the revolution; he was here at the adoption of] 


the federal constitution; and in the great political conflict 
“which terminated in the expulsion of the elder Adams 
from office, he literally headed the van of the republican 
forces. When Mr. Jefferson came into power, and cast 


his eyes over the whole United States, for the purpose of 


calling to his aid, in the administration of the Government, 
the ablest, wisest, and most patriotic men, he selected Mr. 
Gallatin as one of his chief counsellors. During the eight 
years of his administration, Mr, Gallatin superintended 
and -conducted the financial department of the. Govern- 
ment. When Mr. Madison came into office, Mr. Gallatin 
was continued in the same station until it became necessary 
to send ministers abroad to negotiate a treaty with Great 
Britain, and then Mr. Gallatin was associated with that 
honorable Senator and other distinguished citizens to 
whom that high duty wasassigned. Under Mr. Monroe’s 
administration, he was our minister at different periods, at 
both the courts of Great Britain and France. Under the 
last administration, of which the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. Cray] was a distinguished member, when a delicate 
and difficult negotiation respecting the colonial trade was 
to be opened with Great Britain, Mr. Gallatin was selected 
as the most suitable character to whom could be entrusted 
that responsible duty; and he carried with him abroad 
instructions prepared and signed by that gentleman him- 
self. Further, when an exposition and argument was 
thought necessary to be laid before the arbiter, the King 
of the Netherlands, by the last administration, vindicating 


our claim to the territory in dispute between the State of 


Maine and Great Britain, Mr. Gallatin was selected to 
prepareit. This was not finished at the late change of the 
administration; and, by our present Chief Magistrate, Mr. 
Gallatin was requested to complete it. 

You, Mr. President, remember that, in 1811 and 712, 
this same Mr. Gallatin was looked to, 
that day, asa political Mentor; and that, next to Mr. 
Madison, no man inthe councils of the country contributed 
more to the ‘success of the United States in the great 
struggle in which they were then engaged. Sir, of what 
offence has Mr. Gallatin been guilty? ile has ventured to 
differ in opinion with the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky upon the subject of a tariff of duties; and this is 
the sin for which he can find no forgivencss. Others may 
condemn him; I will, however, take the liberty of consi- 
dering him one of the wisest, best, and. most patriotic 
men that was ever engaged’ in the public affairs of this 
country. He has been trusted oftener and longer, and 
by more administrations, in high and important stations, 


by the politicians of 


than any other American statesman, and has always*been 
found faithful. Such is the man, trusted by all, and always 
found faithful, resorted to in difficult cases bythe Senator 
himself, devoted to his country, and knowing no other, 


who, we are now told, is a “‘heartless foreigner, without 
American feelings.” ; 

I will how say a few words upon the subject of the 
balance of trade, which is urged as an argument against 
enlarging the commerce ofthe United States. The argu- 
ment is, that if.a nation exports less than: it imports, the 
difference is a loss, and the balance of trade is against 
such nation. Upon these premises, it is argued that, as 
the importations into the United States, taking: several 
years in succession, exceed the amount of the exporta- 
tions, our foreign commerce is disadvantageous and unpro- 
fitable. The great error, in my opinion, in this mode of 
reasoning; is, that the gain or commercial profit is charged 
as a loss. There is nothing more true in the commercial 
world, than that the exports and imports-of a nation are 
regulated by each other, and that commerce cannot exist 
and be carried on by two countries when this is not the 
case. In regular commerce, each country may be pro- 
fited and grow rich by an interchange of commoditiés, 
and the balance of trade, according to ‘this reasoning, be 
against both.’ I will illustrate this in a way familiar to the 
Senator from Kentucky and myself. Suppose a citizen 
of Kentucky shall take his drove of horses, costing, at 
home, two thousand dollars, to the State of Alabama, and 
there exchange them for cotton worth three thousand 
dollars, after ‘paying all expenses, and shall return to 
Kentucky, bringing with him his three thousand dollars 
worth of cotton. In this case, Kentucky- has exported 
two thousand dollars worth of her property, and three 
thousand dollars worth of property has been imported 
into Kentucky. Now, according to this balance of trade 
doctrine, Kentucky has lost one thousand dollars, when, 
in fact, she has gained precisely that amount. Nor has 
Alabama lost any thing; for the horses may be worth in 
Alabama one-half more than they are in Kentucky. They 
may even be so valuable as to command four thousand 
dollars to the purchaser in Alabama, so'that four thousand 
dollars worth of property has been obtained for three. 
Thus each State has gained a thousand dollars worth of 
property by the exchange, and yet the balance of trade 
isagainst both. The same principle applies between the 
United’ States and foreign nations. ` If we éxport to the 
amount of seventy millions, and import to the amount of 
ninety millions, there is a gain of twenty millions, with 
the deduction of the whole cost of carriage, or producing 
the interchange of the articles -of commerce. A ship 
may leave Boston, with trinkets worth two thousand 
dollars, may barter them with the Indians on the North- 
west coast for furs, may exchange those in China for silks 
and teas, and return, with a cargo worth fifty thousand 
dollars. By this process, the owners and the country are 
enriched; and yet the balance of trade, of which gentle- 
men talk, is largely against the United States. Indeed, 
according to this theory, the more profitable the voyage, 
the more is the balance of trade against us; and if we 
could obtain foreign commodities for nothing, it would be 
altogether against us. Yet, would not our country be 
enriched by presents of rich cargoes from abroad? Would 
any citizen of the United States think himself or his coun- 
try made poor, if a friend in England should send him a 
ship load of the most valuable British fabrics as a present? 
Would he send them back because they caused this 
balance of trade to be against the country or himself? 

Reverse the picture. Send fifty thousand dollars worth 
of your wealth abroad, andexchange it for two thousand 
dollars worth to be brought -back. Here the. balance of 
trade is largely in favor of our country; but is any body 
enriched by it? On the contrary, are not all concerned 
in such commerce made poor? If we were to give away 
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parts of the cotton-growing country? The planter does 
not himself export his own cotton, but sells it to his mer- 
chant in discharge of his store account. Now the. mer- 
chant pays him for the whole of his cotton; but, in the ar- 
ticles purchased, there is oné-third charged on account of 
this tax. This is plain and manifest to every one who re- 
fects upon this subject. The importing merchant, when 
he arrives with his merchandise at the city of New York, 
Philadelphia, Boston, or Baltimore, is charged by the Go- 
vernment with forty or fifty per cent. as an import duty 
upon the articles imported by him. He, of necessity, adds 
that to the price, and then sells to the Western merchant, 
with a profit added to both. To the Western merchant 
the original cost, the import duty or tax, and the whole- 
sale dealer’s profit, constitute the cost of the article; and 
upon all these, added together, he lays his profits. 

The statement I am now about to make will show some- 

thing of the operation of the tariff upon the Western far- 
mers and mechanics. 
Cost of merchandise in Europe, - - $100 00 
Expenses of importation, - -oo < 10 00 
Value at the warehouse, - - - - 110 00 
Add an ad valorem duty of forty per cent., 44 00 
Actual cost to the importing merchant, .- 154 06 
Add importing merchant’s profit, say ten per 


our produce and. merchandise, ‘the balance. of trade,” 
on this theory, would be altogether in our favor. - 
The ‘best trade is, when, for every little you send out, 
much comes baek. "Then are our. citizens and our coun- 
try. Nourishing and getting tich. The farmer will tell you 
that it is better to get ten pounds of sugar for a bushel of 
corn-thanifive pounds. He always likes the balance of trade 
against him in that way, and it is just so with the. nation. 
‘When gentlemen say that commerce is not encouraging 
‘American, industry, I answer that the articles. exported 
are the products of American labor; that the ship is of 
‘American manufacture, and made of American timber; 
that the sailors who navigate the vessels are Americans, 
‘and their labor.is American labor. The.whole is an Ame- 
rican transaction, and encotiragement to American industry. 
Foreigners have nothing to do with it, except that they 
furnish Gur citizens with favorable contracts, by an inter- 
change of articles, the products or manufactures of their 
respective countries, by which the wealth and prosperity 
of the United States are promoted and enlarged. 
. Mr. President, why is this protection through the me- 
“dium of high duties claimed by the American manufac- 
turers? It must be owing to one of two causes. Fither the 
articles can be manufactured much cheaper in other cour- 
tries, onthe American manufacturers desire unreasonable 
profits. ‘That many articles can bé made cheaper abroad 
than in. this country, there is no doubt. Labor is cheaper. 


In Russia and Sweden, the wages of an able-bodied laborer | cent, - . - - - - 15 40 
are only six or seven cents a day; in Great Britain, the m 
price is very litde higher. In the latter country, with | Actual cost to the Western merchant, - 16940 
a population of one hundred and sixty-five to the mile Add Western merchant’s advance to cover i 

square, more people are found ready to starve, and. of transportation and profits, 25 per cent., 42.35 
course are willing to work for a bare subsistence, than in ; . —_ 
the United States, which does not contain seven for each | Actual cost to the farmer and mechanic, - $211 75 


The increase of the price to the farmer and mechanic 
in the Western country, in consequence of the tax, may 
be shown thus: f 


“mile square. This inequality in the price of the produc- 
tion of articles, arising from the difference in the price of 
labor, can only be obviited in one of two ways. You 


must. either reduce the price of Jabor, by degrading the |The import taxitselfis  - aink - $44° 00 
people of. this country, so far as to compel them to labor |Importing merchant’s profit on it, -~ - 4 40 
for a baré subsistence, or you must tax the community to — 
make up the difference in favor of the American manu-|Increase to the Western merchant, - . 48 40 
factures, The first mode, T hope, has no advocates here | Add to the Western merchant’s profit,  - 12:10 


or elsewhere. ‘The second mode is unjust and oppressive, 
as I will now endeavor to show. i 
. Itis unjust. The Senate will indulge me in illustrating 
this in a plain way, which is my habit of conducting argu- 
ments on all subjects. Suppose ten men engaged in agri- 
culture, and you, by your enactments of your laws, cause 
five of them to abandon that, and adopt some other pur- 
suit—-manufactures, if you please; and you, at the same 
time, require that one-third of the products of the five re- 
maining agriculturists shall be given to them; all men 
would at once éxclaim, this is plain, open, palpable injus- 
tice. Now, sir, where jis the difference between this and 
compelling ‘the agriculturists to give one-third more for 
all the artjcles for which they exchange the products of 
their farms; of, when you. compel them to give one-third 
more in the money for which.they have sold their crops; 
and this for the benefit of those who have abandoned their 
former pursuits? For instance, a planter, in the neigh- 
borhood, of Nashville, where I live, sends his three bales 
of cotton to New Orleans to purchase or exchange forim- 
„ported articles for the consumption of his family. Now, 
the Government takes no part of his cotton from hiny, his 
agent exchanges the whole of them for the articles order- 
ced; but, in fixing upon the price of the articles received in ; 
exchange, one-third is added on account of the dutiesim-/tion. He could not believe it; and yet it would be just 
posed., It'seems to my mind very evident. that one-third |as rational as the arguments we hear upon this subject. 
of the. man’s cotton, is gone as certainly and effectually as {I admit that a strong and ardent competition between 
if the Government had taken it in the first instance, and |domestic and foreign manufactures will reduce articles to 
then permitted ‘him, to purchase the articles one-third |the lowest price at which they can be produced and brought 
cheaper. 2 B : ý linto the market; and, therefore, I am not in favor of taxing: 
What is the common practice which prevails in most ‘out the foreign manufactures, which must be the effect of 


Making the increased price to the Western i 
` farmer and mechanic, - - - ` $60 50 
Upon every hundred dollars worth of goods bought in 
Europe and carried to the West, our people pay a tax, in 
consequence of the tariff, of more than sixty dollars. This 
tariff tax ishigher on the Western peoplethan onany other, 
because on account of their distance from the seaboard, 
and the greater number of dealers through whose hands 
the goods pass: each adding his profits, and the time oc- 
cupied in the transactions, making the profits higher, they 
are made to pay a sort of compound tariff. In this state- 
ment, a duty of forty per cent. ad valorem has been assum- 
edas the average amount of duties, although it is believed 
that a higher rate of duty is actually paid on most articles 
consumed in the Western country. © Upon presenting this 
view of the subject, no one can fail to perceive that the 
duty does enter into the price of the article to the con- 
sumer, which refutes at once the fallacious idea that high 
duties have a tendency to reduce the price of imported 
articles. ‘To say.to a plain minded man that the owner 
of an article worth ten dollars could afford to sellit cheap- 
ér by compelling him to pay five dollars as a tax before 
he sold it; would be to him a very unreasonable sugges- 
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upon this floor.. “She stands. not alone; North.Carolina 
and Virginia have fitmly and- eloquently declared: the 
same opinions; and Georgia has given certain and unerring . 
indications. that. she. will denounce the inequality and in- 
justice of this system.. When Isee such a union of feeling 
and sentiment prevailing among those who have the best 
means of judging of the effects produced. upon their çon- 
stituents, I must be excused for paying but little regard 
to the theoriesand opinions of gentlemen who live remote, 
and do-not possess the means of. forming a correct, judg- 
ment. These gentlemen: could as. wek suceéed in con- 
vincing him: who: is: badly. clad, and is shivering iñ the 
winter’s blast;that he was well clothed; and warm, and 
comfortable, or him, who is perishing for want of food, that 
he suffers not from hunger, as to satisfy the people of the 
South that this system -is not the-cause of their depression 
and grievances, : gue hae 3 
- In regard to the Western country, and every portion of 
it, I have always considered this system injurious. It is 
true the fertility of our soil redeems us from that state 
of suffering which is felt in some other parts of thë country; 
but it checks and retards the prosperity and growth of the 
West. There is the largest body of tich land, of which 
we have any: knowledge, inviting to agricultural pursuits; 
and you do. violence to nature, whenever you: so regulate 
society by your laws, as to prevent its improvement and 
cultivation. ` Bread stuffs, horses, mules, cattle, and hogs, 
have been and can be produced and reared in the great- 
estabundance. Now; the trueinterest of the Western far- 
mer lies in obtaining a good market for these articles in 
the cotton-growing States; but the policy which has been 
pursued, has impoverished these States; they are rendered 
unable to buy, and are compelled to raise the means of: 
their own. subsistence at home, although. their: soil ‘and 
climate are ill adapted to the production and ‘raising. of 
them. | The effect of this system has heen to destroy the 


high duties, and of placing ourselves wholly in the power. 
of the domestic. manufactures. Rather than see this.state 
of things, I would say.to all the nations of the earth, come 
and trade with us; bring us the production of all soils-and 
climates, bring.us the articles -produced by your industry, 
ingenuity, and skill; and receive in exchange the super- 
abundance of. the products of our country. _ ‘Then, sir, 

ou would see competition; then you would see prosper- 
ity return to every portion of the United States, and more 
especially to that which, under the, withering influence of 
this high tariff system, has almost become desolate. 

It is urged that the prices of articles have fallen since 
the adoption of the tariff of 1828; and this is ascribed~ to 
the introduction of the system. -1f the gentlemen could 
show that the price of protected articles only lad fallen, 
or that the fall had been confined to this country only, there 
would then be some plausibility in what they say. But 
the unprotected articles have fallen in a still greater de- 
gree; and the fall is co-extensive with the commercial 
world. We mustthen look to other causes for the declen- 
sion of prices, than our home éompetition. . ‘These can be 
found, in the first place, in the depreciation of our money. 
Money in the United States is now of one-third more 
value than it was a few years since. The amount of the 
circulating medium has been greatly reduced, in the re- 
establishment of a gound currency; the price of lands and 
all other property fas fallen about one-third; and the same 
causes which have reduced their value, or price, must 
have a- similar influence upon articles of merchandise. 
The improvement of machinery, also, has contributed 
greatly to diminish the price of production in manufactur- 
ed articles. Another cause which has had great influence 
upon this subject, is, that almost all Europe is now in a 
state of peace, and, consequently, laborers have become 
plenty, and labor cheap. é “> å 

The prosperity of a nation depends upon the wealth and 
prosperity of its citizens; and that policy, whichis calculat- 
ed to impoverish the great mass of the community, must 
operate to the prejudice of the national welfare. If an 
individual is compelled to give a hundred and fifty dol- 
lars’for articles which, without the tariff, he could have 
purchased for one- hundred dollars, he is certainly worth 
less by fifty dollars than he would have been-without this 
tax, This operation is going on continually throughout 


‘beef market of the Western country. ` : 

I should like to know what benefit has arisen to any- 
great class of the community in that section of the Union. 
it is true the manufacturers of rope and cotton bagging 
have found a readier market by the high duty: on these 
articles; but the cotton growers, corn growers, and raisers 
of stock, have lost by taxation more than thé manufac- 
turers have gained; and this is the general effect of this 
the country; and, therefore, I believe Southern Senators system. One man is compelled to give more for an article 
when they say that, with the same industry, and quan-jthan he would otherwise do, that the favorite of legisla- 
tity of labor applied as formerly, that whole region ofjtion may thereby obtain profits. : In order to show more 
country is becoming poorer and poorer every day, Why | clearly the inequality and injustice of the-system, let it bê 
should I not believe them? Can I give credit to ‘the opi- | remembered that about two-thitds of all the exports of 

nions of those who are strangers to the condition of the] the United States consists of articles grown orraised in the 
people in that section of the United States, when they tell | Southern tates. . How, then, does. it happen that New 
us that the South is in a prosperous and flourishing con-| England, the exports from which are small, should,-since 
dition, rather than to those Senators who come from those | the introduction of this system, have grown in wealth and 
States, and have their interests especially conimitted to their | prosperity beyond all former example, while that portion 
charge? The Senator from Maine, (Mr. Hoimes,] who] of the country most favored in soil and climate, producing 
resides so far to the Northeast that his State rans into a/More abundant crops than in former years, has -experi- 
British province, or a British province into it, which, Iam | enced less prosperity than, at any former period, and has — 
not able to say, for I have not yet sufficiently examinéd | sunk almost into poverty and despair? . The cause, tomy 
the subject; a Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Kxieur,]/mind, is quite manifest. By the operation ofthis tariff, 
skilled in arithmetic, who can count the profits upon his| the products of the labor-of one portion of the Union is- 
fingers’ ends, that his constituents are making by this sys- 
tcm; and a Senator from the West, far beyond the moun- 
tains, come forward and attempt to prove that those who| ted to interchange them, how and where he can, soas to 
represent them do not understand their true interests! | be most advantageous to himself; but, by-the high duties, 
Mr. President; has the land of ‘Washington, Henry, and| he is compelled either to purchase his foreign articles at 
Jefferson; has the land of tredell and Davie} has the land| the increased price occasioned by those duties, or he must 
of the Pinckneys and the Rutledges; has the land of. the | purchase the articles from New England at such price as 
Baldwins and the Waltons, all—all lost the breed of noble- the manufacturers may choose.te affix to them; equal, at 
men? “Are their political descendants the degenerate sons least, to the price of the foreign articles, with the duties 
of worthy sires? We know, sir, that this is not'so; that, for} added to it, ` This, sir,-is the great object of the system: ` 
intelligence and patriotism, they are not:excelled by the |It is to. prevent: the-citizens of the United States from- 
men of any other clime or country. Alveady, we haye/carrying on commerce and exchanges in that-way which 
heard the sentiments of South Carolina ably proclaimed {may -be: most profitable to them, and constrain them to 
Vox, VIIL. —26 ` 
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one manufacturer upon this ftoor, who comes forward and 
says he does-not wish the interest of the country sacri- 
ficed for private emolument and gain; and I have no doubt 
thereare many others who would do the same, if they had 
seats here. I thank that-honorable Senator for the infor- 
mation he hàs, imparted to his country upon this subject.: 
He has shown that the agricultural State of Vermont 
‘has, within the last ten-years, gained 20,000 in population 
upon the manufacturing State of New Hampshire; that 
agriculture has decreased; that there is now more cleared 
lands than hands for its‘ cultivation; that the. price of 
land has fallen, and the whole agricultural capital been 
much depressed in value. He has also told us of that sys- 
tem. of smuggling which is so successfully carried-on be- 
tween the British provinces and the. United States. 

Mr. President, according to the- last annual report 
from the Treasury Department, the people of the United 
States now pay in taxes on imported articles twenty- 
six million five hundred thousand dollars. This is the 
sum which will be paid into the treasury for the pre- 
sent year, from that source of revenue. From other 
sources, that is, the sale of public lands, bank dividends, 
and incidental receipts, four million one hundred thousand 
dollars, amounting, in the whole, to thirty million one 
hundred thousand dollars. I know of no reason, I have 
heard none assigned, which would authorize an opinion 
that there will be a diminution of revenue, provided the 
duties remain at the present rates. I admit that, upon the 
item of incidental recepts, no great reliance in making an 
estimate for the future ought to be placed. - Therefore, 
strike off one hundred thousand dollars from this item, 
and only retain ten thousand dollars, which will, no doubt, 
be collectable from olddebtsfor many years to come. You 
will then havea revenue of upwards of thirty millions. 
‘The estimated expenditure of the Government (exclusive 
of the public debt) is thirteen million three hundred: and 
sixty-five thousand two hundred and two dollars. Deduct 
from this sum three millions of revenue from the public 
lands, four hundred. and nincty-six thousand dollars, the 
dividends of te bank stock, and the ten thousand dollars 
for incidental receipts, and you need only the sum of nine 
million eight hundred and sixty-five thousand. two hun- 
dred dollars, to meet the exigencies of the Government. 
This is the sum Government needs; nor is one dollar more 
necessary for its support. ‘There would, then, remain 
sixteen million six hundred and thirty-four thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-cight dollars, over and above all the 
dernands of the Government. Another thing is certain, 
that, upon a reduction of duties, the imports will be in- 
creased; and in this way a larger sum will be produced, 
than any estimate founded upon the present amount of im- 
portations. 

Mr. ¥resident, letus now present the question fairly. 
Shall the people of the United States be taxed upwards of 
‘sixteen and a half millions of dollars annually upon im- 
ported articles, for the purpose of enabling the domestic 
‘manufacturers to tax them in the same degree upon all the 
‘articles manufactured and sold by them? ‘This is the very 
object the manufacturers have in view, in pressing this 
‘subject on Congress. Their language to us is plainly this: 
we want to make your constituents, one and all, pay usa 
higher price for all thé articles we manufacture: this we 
cannot do, so long as they are permitted to buy the same 
Kind of articles made in foreign countries; therefore, we 
insist that you,-by taxation on foreign articles, shall so in- 
crease the price, that your constituents will be constrained 
to buy of us at prices which will enrich us. Disguise this 
matter as they may, this is the true cause of all that anxiety 
and solicitude which they have manifested from the com- 
mencement of this system. For myself, Lam unwilling 
to indulge them at the expense of those whose interests 
are in part confided to my care. I will here remark that 
if the duty on protected imported articles shall amount 


purchase. all their articles of convenience and. necessity 
from: the--capitalists and manufacturers of the Eastern 
States, at enhanced prices.\ This constraint I consider in- 
consistent with thé genius of our Government, and as sayor- 
ing strongly of tyranny and oppression. It isan.éncroach- 
ment upon the rights of the citizens, and should meet with 
no favor‘here. The great principle of protection in this 
Government. should beto give to labor its whole earn- 
ings, and not permit any portion of it to be transferred to 
others. If-an individual, by his labor, earns’a dollar, let 
him have the whole of it; and let no law exist. in the sta- 
tute book, which will transfer one-third of it to others. 

In relation to Tennessee, we have.a greater abundance 
of:iron. ore than is to: be ‘found in any other part of the 
United States; ahd we are manufacturing it successfully 
and profitably. On account of the goodness of its quality, 
and cheapness of its production, we are underselling the 
manufacturers of iron in Pennsylvania, in the city of Pitts- 
burg, the Birmingham of the. West; but I cannot tell how 
long we shall: be permitted to enjoy the benefit of that 
market; for if gentlemen are so enamored with this tariff 
system, as to.exclude us from foreign commerce, I should 
not feel much astonished at sceing’an effort made so to 
construe. the constitution of the United States as to pre- 
vent the iron masters in Tennessee from competing with 
the Pennsylvania manufacturersin their markets. Although 
‘Tennessee possesses great advantages in the article of iron, 
and.has much. capital employed in manufacturing it, I can 
see ‘no justice or propriety in looking to the interest of 
these iron masters alone, regardless of the interest of the 
rest of the community. 1 cannot consent to favor them 
at the expense of every man who uses.a plough, a hoe, an 
axe, a kettle, or a pan. Therefore I will consent to a 
reasonable reduction of the duty on iron, agreeably to the 
principles of compromise, which Y shall lay down before 
I take my seat; and, in so doing, T have no fear of injuring 
any manufacturer of iron in the United States. 

„I have hitherto treated of this subject as it operated 
upon different:sections of the country. I will now say 
something in relation to its effect upon the people of the 
States most favored by it. 1-do this with diffidence, be- 
cause my personal observation does not enable me to speak 
with confidence. ° When I have spoken of the prosperity 
of New England, X only mean she is prosperous, when 
compared with other portions of the Union. My opinion 
is, that no State, taking the whole population together, 
has been benefited by this system, It is advantageous to 
the capitalists who own the manufactories, and it may af- 
ford a better market to those who live in the immediate 
neighborhood of them, and produce articles consumed by 
the laborers employed in them; but to all others-living in 
the neighborhood, the price of provisions is rendered 
dearer; and even‘to the laborers themselves, who.have fa- 
milies, the price of the means of supporting them is en- 
hanced, and a. portion of their wages in this way lost to 
them. . In addition to this, the price of all articles of cloth- 
ing is advanced; because the manufacturer will not sell at 
a lower rate than will barely enable him to keep ott the 
competition of the foreign articles of the same kind. This 
is the effect in'the-vicinity of these establishments; but as 
soon as you go beyond the immediate neighborhood, the 
evils are unmixed with good. All the disadvantages of 
the higher priced articles are felt without any correspond- 
ing benefit. Notwithstanding the boasted advantages of 
this system to New England, we hear, as-the Senator from 
‘Kentucky [Mri Crax]: denominates it, <a still, small 
voice? raised in opposition.» Yes, sirs we have heard the 
still; ‘small voice of justice, and truth, and patriotism, from 
thé granite State, proclaiming the injustice and impolicy | 
of the system: The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hix} has frankly told us that he has a large interest in a 
cotton manufactory, and that he neither needs nor desires 
the protection of high-duties. Sir, I rejoice that we have 
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length of time, submit to high taxation, merëly. for: the 
purpose of protecting “manufactures. ..No man, ‘not in- 
terested in these-establishments, will consent: that a large. 
portion of his earnings shall be applied to-the profit of any: 
class of our-citizens,; when the public exigencies do, not- 
require it. The ‘wise ‘course for every Government to 
pursue, is to look: to its true condition, and;-by.consulting , 
all its interests, attempt to cherish’ those: employments 
only in which capital and labor. will find: a sufficient: te- 
ward; ` Our nation-is -young}. our land is fertile; with us, 
a laborer éan-earn:his fifty cents a day; in old countries, 
the laborer’ can earn only from-six:to-ten’ cents.’a day. 
a Although‘T have no wish to favor the poor of other coun- 
If this be so, they need no protection. ` The cost of trais-| tries at the expense of this, so long as we can obfain the- 
portation and a reasonable revenue duty will give the do-| profits of. their labor, and do-therm no injury by doing: so, 
mestic articles a great advantage in our market ovér theland at the same time do nothing to the prejudice of the’ 
imported articles, and therefore this tax on the community | laborers of our own country, I can: sée ‘nothing objec: 
is wholly unnecessary, so far as relates to such articles. | tionable in it.. On the contrary, if we can obtain their 
It is stated by the advocates òf the tariff that certain cot-|Jabor at so low a price, we can derive considerable profit 
ton goods manufactured-in the United States are exported | from it, and the laborers of the United ‘States. can follow 
to. foreign countries, and are there competing successfully | pursuits more advantageous to themselves, and profitable 
with articles of the same kind manufactured abroad. Will|to the country. - a eat f 
gentlemen be so good as to tell me how it happens that| The resolution of the Senator from Kentucky proposes’ 
the Americans can compete: successfully-with the British|to abolish the duties entirely on all articles: of a kind not 
fabric in another country, and cannot do so in this, when | manufactured in the United States, except silks and wities; 
the price of transportation and-a revenue duty shall be jand to reduce-them on these articles. So long as duties 
placed upon the British article? Sir, we cannot be mis-}are paid on imported articles, for the purpose of raising 
taken upon this subject. These articles can be manufac- revenue, I cannot consent to this proposition. The true 
tured here as cheap as elsewhere; this is proved by their | principle of. taxation is to impose‘it on those who are best:-. 
exportation and sale in foreign couritries. But the reten-|able to bear it. The resolution on your. table proposes.a: 
tion of the duty enables the domestic manufacturers to|total abandonment of this principle. The articles to be” 
keep out. of’ our markets the foreign articles which might | released from taxation are luxuries used almost exclusive- 
compete with theirs, and thereby enables them to secure a|ly by the rich, while the burdens are left with all their 
monopoly, and placé a higher price upon the domestic | weight upon the poorer portion of the community. ` This 
manufactures.. The tariff of 1828 is the law now- in| would be no alleviation of the evils complained of;and Iwill 
force, and it is surely the most unfortunate law I have ever not unite. in holding out to the poor man the delusive hope 
read or heard of; I have never heard it commended by | that he is to be able to clothe-his family in silks, and regale 
any one, in or out of the Senate. No one owns it, or ac- | himself on wine every day; while all the articles of dress 
Knowledges its paternity; or admits he had any agency in fhe purchases, his salt, his sugar, his plough, his axe, and 
making it. It is thrown upon the wide world without a lhis hoe, and all other utensils with which he earns his daily 
friend or patron. All admit that its passage was attended | bread, are so taxed as to render him unable to. raise his 
with circumstances unfavorable to a fair and equal adjust- | family. No, sir, give him his necessaries of life untaxed, 
ment of a system of taxation. Yet this law constitutes | or taxed lightly; let his labor have its full reward, and he 
the sacred ground on which the unhallowed foot of legis- | will then increase in his means, and in time be. able ‘to 
lation is not to be permitted to tread. We are told not to indulge in luxuries if he shall please to do so. l 
touch it lest the whole system should be endangered. Sir, I The object of the capitalists engaged in manufactures; 
have no desire to touch it, from what I learned from the lin consenting totake off the duties on articles they do not 
Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wenster,] two years} make in their establishments, cannot be mistaken. . It is 
ago in the debate on this subject; I wish the-tariff law of] to- concentrate the whole. taxation of the country upon 
to pe among forgotten things. . My wish is now to |those foreign articles which come in competition with 
See a bul presented by the Committee on Finance, contain- | theirs. The operation of such a system will be doubly in 
ing a list of the articles imported; then upon each article, | favor of the rich capitalists. It will enable them to ob- 
Separately, we can determine what reduction can be made, |tain all foreign luxuries free of taxation, andat the same ` 
without endangering the manufacturing interests. Iam {time to tax the poor as well as every other class of citi- 
prepared to show what reduction can be made upon cot-{zens, through the necessaries of life consumed by them, 
tons, woollens, sugar, iron, and salt; but I forbear to pre- | for the augmentation of their profits. These menare a 
sent them to the Senate at this time, believing that this privileged order in our country. Tliey have formed, and 
can better be done, and with more effect, when the bill seek to perpetuate, a kind of partnership'with the Govern- ` 
upon this subject is under ‘discussion, and. each article is |ment in taxing the people; and the present struggle is to ` 
cane separately. . If nearly ten millions of dollars, | abolish, or much reduce, every taxin which they have not 
need S an Teyenue, fairly and justly apportioned upon all [some share of the proceeds.. They conspire to raise the 
Unported articles, (exclusive of those now free of duty, ) | price of all necessaries of life, giving part of the increase 
and the cost of transportation of foreign articles, will not af-|to the Government, and taking part to themselves. 
ora SuM cient protection, I fear we are forcing this system] Afterall I have heard as tothe management of these es- 
ey on 7 t n€ age and condition of this country.: -My prin- tablishments, I am still inclined to the opinión that they are 
ciple ot protection would go thus far-and ao farther, ex-/not calculated to improve the morat-and political - condi- 
cept upon the ground-of*compromise.” Tax the people |tion of the country.. Iam gratified tovléarn that great 
to the full amount of the exigencies of the Government, |care is taken of the morals of those who are placed in 
and apportion that Sum upon imported: articles, and espe-{some of the manufactories; and. that. moral and réligious 
cially on those which come in-competition with articles instruction. is imparted: to-them. ` Notwithstanding this 
which are manufactured, and which it is of national import-|home isthe proper place for the tender female. Advice, 
ance should be manufactured in this Country. - I cannot |admonition, ‘and gentle reproof from a mother’s tongue, 
believe the people of the United States will; for any great | will:sink deeper into the heart of the daughter, than all 


to twenty millions of dollars, and-thée imported, article 
shall constitute’ one-half~of the amount consumed in the 
United States, andthe other half shall be supplied from 
the domestic manufactories, the people of the United 
States will be taxed to the amount of forty millions: of 
which, the one half arising from the duty ‘on. foreign im- 
ported articles goes into the treasury, andis of some. pub- 
lic benefit; the other half goes into the hand of the domes- 
tic manufacturers, and-is of no further. advantage; than as 
it increases the wealth of a few of the capitalists of the 
country. see a ie 
Gentlemen say that most of the protected articles can 
be thanufactured as cheap in this as in foreign: countries: 
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the navigation of the country, we ought not rashly to pro- ` 
mote measures calculated to destroy it. The agricultare 
of the country is closely. connected with its commerce; 
and that whichis calculated to depress the one, has an in- 
jurious influerice upon the other. l l 

Still it is said that this nation is.increasing in wealth and 
power. Ladmitit. Itis young and vigorous, and will go 
on in despite of the most blundering legislation that can 
be pursued. . Politicians may-adopt the most absurd theo- 
ries; in the madness of their legislation, they may ‘heap - 
Pelion on Ossa, and Ossa on Pelion, and the country will 
still go on, checked and retarded: in its prosperity, but 
not destroyed; such is the vigor, energy, and enterprise 
of our citizens, and the fertihty of our soil. But when- 
we look at our navigation and commerce, cannot every 
man discern the impolicy of the measures we have pur- 
sued? - With a population inereasing at the rate of three 
per cent. per annum, the annual increase of which, at this 
time, amounts to four hundred thousand, having more 
than doubled itself since the year 1807, our navigation 
and commerce have actually declined. I hear it often re- 
peated, that the Southern States have introduced this sys- 
tem, and this is urged asa reason why we should not relax 
it. ‘This is denied by them. For my own part, I have never. 
thought it material to ascertain how that fact was. If the 
system be a good one, we ought to retain it, come from 
where it may; if it be a bad one, we ought to get rid of 
it, whether it were introduced by the North, South, 
East, or West. , ' : . 

It is sometimes urged that the protecting system ought 
not to be abandoned, because New England, now most 
interested in its preservation, was originally opposed to its 
introduction. It is’ creditable to the statesmen of that 
section of the republic, that they saw and opposed thein- 
justice and impolicy of the system to which Southern and | 
Western men were measurably blind. It isnot disreputa- 
ble that they have avaited themselves of our errors to 
gather riches at our expense. But when they embarked 
in these speculations, they had good reason to believe that 
experience would teach the rest of the Union the wisdom 
which they had learned, and that the existence of the sys- 
tem would only be commensurate with the blindness which 
gave it birth. We now see and feel its evils, Their 
weight is intolerable, and we must have relief. They 
cannot expect us to travel onward in the path of ruin, with 
our eyes open. We have suffered for our blindness; and 
if they shall suffer a little for departing, in their practice, 
fromthe justice and beauty of their theory, they willhaye 
no great cause to complain. 

T have now, Mr. President, finished what I intended to 
say upon. the injustice, ‘inequality, and oppressivencss of 
this system of taxation, and have also pointed out the inju- 
rious effects which it has produced, in my opinion, upon 
the general welfare of the nation. I will now state the 
terms-upon which I would be willing, under existing cir- 
cumstances, to see this matter adjusted. I know Tam in 
a minority; but-I appeal with confidence to the justice of 
those with whom I differ. They say they only want a fair 
competition with foreign articles; let them have it. Tam 
willing to meet them upon that ground; and I propose the 
following rule by which to place them in that situation. 
Let us ascertain what articles can be manufactured in this 
country successfully; then ascertain the original price of 
similar articles in foreign countries; add to that price the 
cost of transportation to our seaport towns, New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, or Boston; then ascertain the 
cost of the domestic article of the same kind and quality; 
then add so much upon the foreign article, by way of duty, 
as will’place it upon an equality. We will then havea 
fair competition, and low prices. <All beyond this is mo- 
nopoly in favor of domestic manufactures, and injustice to 
the community. - I cannot, myself, see how those who tell 
us that all they desire is to prevent the destruction of their 


thé lectures: that. can be delivered by- strangers.. As. to. 
~ their political effect upon the country, T ca, entertain no 
doubt.: The men employed in: them have abandoned “all 
othe# pursuits; by continuing in this business, they render 
theniselves unfit forall other employments, and-they hold 
their “livelihood atthe pleasure of their employers, and 
„mist vote according. to their will; they become mere -de- 
pendents, and lose that spirit which ‘should be possessed 
by every American citizen. © We have seen, in other 
countries, riots and disturbances produced by this class of 
the community, when their wages were reduced so low as 
tobe insufficient -for their sustenance. Instead of men 
cooped-up in ‘manufactories, and subject to taskmasters, 
what-kind of ‘citizens are we able to have? Wecanmake 
frecholders of them. - Reduce the price of the public 
lands; put it in the power of éach Jaborer to procure his 
forty, eighty, or cone hundred and sixty acres. When 
seated. upon’ that, che feels his independence, and he 
Knows he isat home. These dre the men who constitute 
a Statė, “and make it prosperous, great,. and glorious. 
They feel an attachment to their country; and when its 
rights ’are invaded, they will fly to its standard.” Sir, I 
have seen this tried. ‘When our country was invaded, 
during the late war, the men of the mountains descend- 
ed like torrents; and the men of ‘the valleys came up; 
and there. was no controversy who should go to the field 
of danger, but who should be forced. to remain at home. 
regard to the.exercise of. the right of suffrage, should 
any man: attéinpt to influence one of them by affect- 
ing a superiority over him, he would certainly find himself 
insulted, and he would be most fortunate if he escaped 
at that. : ; 
Let us now see, Mt. President, what effects have been 
produced by this system of taxation upon the other great 
interests’ of the country. In 1817, when it commenced, 
the tonnage of the United States engaged in foreign 
commerce wis 809,724 tons. In 1829, it was 650,142 
tons, a decrease of 159,582 tons. In 1817, there were 
$19,186 tons engaged inthe coasting trade: In 1829, 
there’ were 610,654 tons, to which should be added 
something for the improved manner of constructing ves- 
sels. From this, it appears, that, taking the whole tonnage 
of the United States that is engaged in foreign commerce, 
and also that engaged in the coasting trade, the navigation 
of the country has decreased under the influence of this sys- 
tem, which gentlemen say hasimparted its benefits toevery 
other interest of the country. What influence hasit pro- 
duced upon commerce? Prior to the embargo of 1807, 
with a population of only six millions of inhabitants, our 
exports amourited to about eighty-four million five hun- 
dred and sixty-four thousand’ five hundred and thirteen 
dollars. In 1817, it amounted to eighty-seven million six 
hundred and fifty-one thousand five hundred and sixty-nine 
dollars: «In 1830, it amounted-only to the sum of seventy- 
three million‘eight hundred. and forty thousand five hun- 
dred and eight dollars. . In the intermediate.years, it will 
be seen by the annual reports from the treasury, there has 
been an almost'regular diminution of the exports and im- 
ports of the country. In answer to the argument that the 
demand for our products cannot be enlarged, I answer, 
that if we use more of their articles, other nations can 
and-will consume more of ours, and this will be beneficial 
to both parties, because cach will receive in exchange a 
greater: value than at present. "They will receive our 
agricultural products.at a cheaper. rate than they can now 
purchase or can produce the same articles, and we shall 
receiye their manufactures at a lower price than we now 
‘pay for them. From the foregoing statement of our navi- 
gation and’commerce, it appears these great pillars-of our 
prosperity have not been strengthened, but weakened, by 
this system of restrictions; and when it is remembered 
that our naval power-and glory, and cur ability to defend 
our shores-against invasion, are intimately connected with 
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establishments, can object to-this mode~of settling this 
controversy. Adopt this rule, and abolish the credit sys- 
tem in our import revenue, and our. manufacturers: will 
have-all the protection which they profess ‘to'ask; without 


having a monopoly of our markets, they-would yet enjoy | 


advantages which would enable them to carry On a’success- 
ful competition with articles of foreign production; and an 
adjustment, upon the principle I have named, would 
greatly reduce the taxation which’ is now .oppressing. the 
community. ; ` 

But if this be not acceptable, I, as one of those oppos- 
ed to this system, will agree .to any: moderate periodical 
reduction which will give the manufacturers time to ac- 
commodate themselves to the altered circumstances, and, 
at the same time, present a sure prospect of ultimate jus- 
tice to the balance of ‘the community. As much as the 
South and Southwest are. conscious of being oppressed 
by this system, their patriotism would induce them to suf- 
fer much longer, if they-could have a gradual amelioration 
of their burdens, and a prospect of final relief. 

-I would not confine my views of relief to the tariff laws 
exclusively. Y would extend them to a-class of citizens 
particularly entitled to public consideration. I meàm the 
purchasers of public lands. While,removing oppression 
from others, I would reduce the price of the publi¢ lands. 
I would put it in the power of every industrious man to 
become a freeholder. - He should have his forty, eighty, 
or one hundred and sixty acres ata low rate. If he would 
reside on it a reasonable time, say five years, T should.not 
object to his having it without paying any thing. This 
turning of day laborers and tenants into independent free- 
holders, is a kind of legislative manufacturing I am wil- 
ling to encourage; and when those gentlemen engage in 
that, I will not. lag behind; but I know: who will—those 
who wish to retain their present political power, and are 
unwilling to’ see the sceptre depart from them. ` 

Before I proceed to the discussion of the`constitutional 
question which has been introduced into this debate, I 
will say a word or two to the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Hormes.] He says that, twenty years ago, he was an ad- 
vocate for the constitutional power of the General Govern- 
ment, and now he finds himself-on the same ground. » I 
congratulate the gentleman upon his return; that, after 
wandering about through time and space for so long a 
period, he has at last. found himself within the orbit of 
the constitution. From the best observations I have been 
able to take since he last became visible ‘at this place, I 
should think, in his next transit, he will approximate very 
near to State tights.. Whether this will be owing to their 
power of attraction, or tothe propelling power of the King 
of the Netherlands, or to both causes combined, 1 will 
not undertake to determine. Pe ; 

Are the existing tariff laws ‘constitutional? It is my 
opinion that they are. I advance it with some diffidence, 
because I know there are many learned men, both in and 
out of this Senate, whose views upon. this subject are in 
direct opposition to mine. - I can discover but little practical 
good that can arise from a discussion of this subject; but 
asit has been introduced, and my mind is satisfied upon it, 
T'can have no-objection to declaring the opinions I enter- 
tain, I shall deliver no philological dissertations upon the 
subject; as the Senator from Maine has done; but attempt 
to show to the Senate that -this power exists, not only by 
virtue of the constitution, but from necessity. . The 
power to regulate commerce and impose duties on im- 
ported foreign articles, is given to the Federal Govern- 
ment expressly. by.the constitution; and it has atal times, 
been considered as an attribute of sovereignty posséssed | 
by every State or nation. All nations have exercised it; 
and had this confederacy ‘never. been formed, each State, 
as a sovereign, independent Government, would have 
been at liberty to exercise it without any restraint, and 
for any purpose.it might judge proper. . The: States dis- 


the State Governments.and the Federal Govérnment to- 
gether should possess less power upon this subject than 
the States then possessed, and would have continued to 
possess, had each State remained separate and distinct. 
Unless, then, it.can be shown that, in the transfer of this 
power, (which at one period unquestionably belonged to 
the States,) some diminution was produced, it is a fair 
conclusion to say that it properly belongs to this Govern- 
ment, for all'the purposes. and objects for which nations 
have been in the habit of using.it.. It: must.be ‘admitted. 
that.no portion of this power remains with the several 
States, because they are expressly prohibited from impos- 
ing duties. What, then, has become of it, if it does not 
appertain to the General Government? : ; 
Iwill here remark, that, prior to and at the adoption of 
the federal constitution, this power had been exercised by 
Great Britain, France, Spain, and all other nations with 
whom we had intercourse; all of which was known to the 
framers of the constitution. .We are, therefore, as. it 
seems to me, not-at liberty to suppose that it was intended 
by them that. less power should be possessed. by: that Go- 
vernment to which they confided this subject, than was 
possessed and exercised by those nations. with whom we 
had commercial intercourse. This power is indispensable; 
and without its existence in the Federal Government, 
there is no power in this country by which the regulations 
of foreign nations, injurious to our commerce, can be coun- 
teracted. From 1789 down to the present. moment, it 
has been exercised, and, until a few- years past, has never 
been questioned. It seems to me that gentlemen. fall into 
an error, by mistaking the abuse ofa constitutional power, 
or-evidence of its unconstitutionality.. The States have 
no power to declare war; the war-making power is trans- 
ferred by the constitution to the General Government;. if 
Congress shall wantonly and unnecessarily declare waf, it 
cannot be said that the act is unconstitutional, or that Con- 
gress ‘has transcended its authority. ° They have abused 
a power committed to. them; Congress has. acted upon a 


‘subject confided to it by the constitution; and for the im- 


proper exercise of its discretion, the. members are re- 
sponsible to the people, who can apply. the proper 
corrective by the exercise of the elective franchise. Fur-. 
ther, a law must be constitutional or not, when made; the 
makers of it violate. that instrument in. the enactment-of ° 
the law, if it be violated at all; hence the law is inopera- 
tive and void from its origin, on account of its repugnance 
to the constitution, which is the supreme law of the land.. 
But, in regard to the tariff laws, it is admitted they are 
constitutional as long as. the money is. needed to, pay the 
public debt, or to supply the exigencies of the. Govern- 
ment. It is insisted that they become constitutional 
when the debt is-paid, or the revenue. arising from them 


isno longer needed. According to this argument, Con- 


gress may not violate the constitution when a law is passed, 
but circumstances occurring afterwards make it unconsti- 
tutional. This.would be an ‘unsafe and dangerous ground 
on which to place-the power of Congress, because they 
could prevent the law from becoming unconstitutional, by 
indulging in extravagant expenditures, and creating a ne- 
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in à great degree astothe causes of their grievances, they 

should be indulged in a relaxation.of this system; they ate 

asking nothing of the Government only to be let'alone. 

The very nature of this controversy entitles them. to fayor. . 
The manufacturers have obtained the interference of Con? 
gress in their behalf. In every case of this kind, where 

there is doubt whether the action of the Government, 

when employed in behalf of-a portion of its citizens, may 

be injutious to others, it is the duty of the Government 
not to act, or, should it have acted, to retrace its steps, 

placing all its citizens upon an equal: footing, and letting 

them rely upon their own industry and enterprise, rather 
than on governmental aid for their wealth and prosperity: 

If those who advocate the manufacturing interests on this¢ 
floor, shall decline to accede to the terms of compromise 
I have suggested, will it not be apparent to all the world 
thata fair and reasonable protectionis not all that is desired; 
but that extravagant profits is their object, and that, too, 

at the expense of justice fand right? That spirit, if it 
exists, will not long be indulged by a high-minded, just 
people. The reaction which always, sooner or later, 

takes place against injustice, will shake the whole pro- 
tecting system to its foundation; and they may in vain ask 

that compromise which: they now reject. 1 ask Senators 

if they will not yield something, in order that strifes and 
contentions may cease, and good will and brotherly love 

prevail throughout this great American family. Sir, in- 
auspicious and unfavorable as appearances are, I will still 
ndulge the hope that the same spirit of concession, amity, 

and concord, which presided in the councils of our fathers 

when they framed and adopted our constitution, may like- 

wise influence our deliberations, that it may descend and 

abide with those who are to fill our places, in all future 
pees so that this Government and this Union may be per- 
petual. 


céssity forall the money arising from imposts. - ‘The truth 
` ig, the motives of: the Legislature have nothing to do with 
the constitationality of a law. The true mode to test that 
question, -is; to: compare’ its-provisions with thé constitu- 
tions atid if’nd répugnance to that instrument can be dis- 
covered in the law, it is constitutional, whatever. were the 
motives-of the legislators, and it must stand. until repealed 
by the same power which enacted it. The motives of men 
are so.various, and the causes which influence their judg- 
ments.and actions so different, that no safe rule founded 
upon them can-be established, by which to determine upon 
the constitutionality or unconstitutionality of laws. One 
member of Congress. may: vote for a particular import 
duty, with a view solely to revenues. another, with.a view 
to-protection;' andif the constitutionality of the duty de- 
pends on the motive of the Legislature, it is constitutional 
and unconstitutional at the same time. Because our con- 
stitution isan excellent one, gentlemen appear to think 
that no oppression or injustice can be. practised without a 
violation -of it They seem to forget that no set of men 
can: be“clothed with the authority to do good, without 
possessing the power to do evil. Congress is clothed with 
powers to render much beneficial service to the people of 
the United States; but it also possesses the power to adopt 
measures highly injurious to the community; and it is to 
prevent or correct this, that the responsibility of members 
to their constituents is provided, and hence the frequen- 
cy of elections. Suppose Congress should, regardless of 
the public interest, proceed, by the imposition of internal 
taxes, to raise large sums of money for the purpose of 
doubling the military fortifications of the country, and to 
increase the navy to double its present force in two years. 
This would be very indiscreet legislation, and the mem- 
bers who voted for it would certainly not be returned to 
the next Congress; but still they would not justly incur 
the charge of violating the constitution. The true rule 
to be observed, in deciding upon the authority of Con- 
gress to passa law, is, to inquire, has Congress the power 
to act on this subject? Is it one of those confided to it by 
the constitution? If so, Congress may constitutionally 
act; but in that action they may greatly abuse their con- 
stitutional powers. 

That the subject of duties is one within the powers of 
the General Government, is made still more apparent to 
me by the consideration that the amount of duties is the 
principal subject of all commercial treaties between this 
and foreign Governments. We have, but a few days 
since, ratified a treaty with the French Government, in 
which duties on imported merchandise formed an import- 
ant article. If it shall ever be determined that the re- 
gulation. of a tariff is not under the control of the Gene- 
ral Government, the power to make commercial treaties 
will be impaired. Although T disapprove and condemn 
the tariff laws-as inflicting great injustice upon a large por- 
tion of the community; and although I am willing to join 
with these who.differ with me upon the last point discuss- 
ed, in the reduction of duties and public burdens, I-can- 
not unite with them in pronouncing these laws unconstitu- 
tional. > i 

Mr. President, I have submitted to the Senate the views 
I entertain upon the great questions involved in this de- 
bate: My conviction is that the present tariff laws are 
unjust, unequal, and oppressive; still I am of the opinion 
Congress bad the power to enact them. I have also stated 
the principle upon which we ought to meet and adjust a 
aubject. which is now agitating and distracting the whole 
country. T entreat the Senate to consider that our Go- 
vernment is not only a great political but moral structure, Hy 
and whatever alienates the affections of any portion of its|the resolution, on the ground that the original purpose of 
citizens,, weakens its strength. Although all feel and ac-|the act of Congress requiring this important report to þe- 
knowledge their attachment to the Union, we cannot tell laid before the two Houses at the commencement of every 
what may be the effect of injustice and oppression long session, was defeated by the delay, as it left Congress no 
continued. Should they who complain even be mistaken |time to profit by the information it communicated—infor- 
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Mr. CHAMBERS laid on the table a proposition from 
Richard. Peters, reporter of the Supreme Court, to pub- 
lish an edition of the laws, treaties; &c. of the United 
States, with certain commentaries and judicial decisions; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The following resolutions, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Homes, came up for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to inform the Senate why the statements of the 
foreign commerce of the United States, required by the 
act of the 10th of February, 1820, have not been trans- 
mitted to Congress; and, if there is any impediment toa 
compliance with the provisions of that act, what legisla- 
tive provision is necessary to remove it. 

Resolved; That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to inform the Senate why he has not reported an 
answer to their resolution.of the 23d of December, 1831, 
calling for. information in regard to the British colonial 
trade; and when the answer is to be expected. 

Mr. FORSYTH went into a particular statement of the 
periods at which the report-referred to had been received 
in former years, to show that no unusual delay had oc- 
curred in sending it in at the present session; that, there- 
fore, the resolution was uncalled for, and its implied 
censure undeserved; and, moreover, the document was 
prepared by the Register of the Treasury, not the Secre- 
tary, it being merely transmitted through the hands of the 
latter. 

A.considerable debate followed. Mr. HOLMES and 
Mr. WEBSTER replied to Mr. Forsyru, and advocated 
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ton the 30th of September, and the-returns were to be 
made up to that time. Now, if this were the reason.why 
the statement could not be furnished to Congress in time, 
the law might designate .a more convenient period for the 
close of the year... Whatever the difficulties might be, it 
was necéssary to see and know them before they could be 
surmounted. | =: Sei : 

Mr. WEBSTER thought that the gentleman from Maine 
-had tendered a considerable setvice to his country by ori- 
ginating: this call:-` Every gentleman who would: turn his 
attention to the subject would ‘see-that the ‘delays in the 
transmission of the statement defeated the objects of the 
law.. He-was not at all disposed to find fault with the de- 
partment. ~-A difficulty existed, and he wanted to know 
what it was.. The fact was, that the session of Congress 
was nearly over before the commercial information on 
which it was intended they should rely was received; and 
this difficulty was increased in the short session;. for the 
members had ali returned to their homes before the state- 
ment was received by the Secretary of the Senate. So 
far, then, as the law was designed to assist the legislation of 
Congreas, its benefits, were, in a great measure, lost. 
The reasons of the gentleman from -Georgia were in favor 
rather than against the adoption of the resolution.. He 
had stated, he thought; that the subject was ‘before.the 
other House; and if'so, said Mr. W., it must come. here, 
and we ought to have the information required by the re- 
solution to enable us to act on it. . ; g 

After some further remarks from Mr. WEBSTER, Mr. 
FORSYTH, and Mr. HOLMES, 5 E 

The question wastaken, and the resolution. was adopted, 


_. WASHINGTON’S REMAINS.) > 
- The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the fol- 


mation which was of great ~importance-to the public, and 
was looked for with interest every year; that no blame 
was imputed to the Secretary for. the delay; : but, as the. 

‘evil existed, it was proper Congress should know where 
it lay, that it might be remedied... Last year the report: 
did ‘not reach the members before September; and if it 
was not received in. time-every session to-allow such 
législative action as the information might suggest, it was 
of no use. T LSK 

Mr. FORSYTH moved to lay the first resolution on the 
table; which motion was decided in the négative, as fol- 
lows: : a cae? Reais =. y 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Buckner, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King,: Man- 
gum, Marcy, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Troup, White, 
Wilkins. —19. ae - i 5 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Ghambers, Ewing, Foot, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Miller, Moore, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Seymotir, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman,’ Webster.—19. X ` 

The yeas and nays being equally divided, the Chair de- 
cided the question in the negative. B wif 

The question then was taken on laying the second re- 
solution on the table, and it was decided in the affirmative 
by the following vote: feu 

YEAS.—-Messrs. Benton, Buckner, Chambers, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Freling- 
huysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Lipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Web- 
ster, White, Wilkins.--32. aE 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Holmes, Ruggles, Seymour, |. 
Tazewell.—5. - r 

Mr. DICKERSON said he had found some inconveni- 
ence from the want of the commercial statement referred 
to in the resolution, and he had in consequence inquiréd, 
in person, at the Treasury Department when they might 

“be expected to be sent to Congress. The answer he rc- 
ceived was, that the returns of the collectors of the great 
commercial ports of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, 
had not. yet been made; that these might be expected in 
a few days, when the statements would be immediately 
prepared. Mr. D. said that, being convinced from this 
information that the inquiry was unnecessary, he should 
vote against the resolution. 5 

Mr. CHAMBERS was certainly under a very great mis- 
take, or the gentleman from New Jersey had given the 
very reasons why the resolution ought to be adopted. That 
gentleman had been informed at the department that it 
was because the collectors of three great ports had not 
made their returhs, that the annual statement was not fur- 
nished to Congress. Now, said Mr. C., we want to know 
the cause of this delay, that we may apply the remedy by 
legislation. He was surprised that the inquiry should meet 
with any opposition. 

Mr. TAZEWELL said he had voted against laying both 
resolutions on the table, and he had done so in case of 
every call made by-a Senator on one of the departments 
for information. The very argument of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Dickerson] was the one he re-|’ 
lied on in support of the resolution. The gentleman tells 
you that he wants the information tobe contained in the 


lowing correspondence: ; ee ee 
y = ; Wasaineron, February 14, 1832. 
Sir: The Senate and House of Représentatives have 
passed a joint resolution to celebrate the centennial birth- 
day of George Washington, authorizing the President of. 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives to make application to you for his remains, to be re- 
moved and deposited in the capitol, at Washington, in con- 
formity with the resolution of Congress, of the 24th of 
December, 1799. Cos ci, Si 
They have passed another. joint resolution, authorizing 
us to make application to you, and to Mr. George Wash- 
ington Park Custis, for the remains of Martha Washing- 
ton to be removed and deposited at the same time with 
those of her late-consort, George Washington. i 
We herewith enclose copies of these resolutions; and, in 
the discharge of the duty imposed on us, have to request - 
that you would give as early an answer to this application 
as may be practicable, ; SE 
We have the honor to be; with great respect, your obe- 
dient servants, . > 
JOHN C. CALHOUN, 
Presidentof the Senate and Vice President ; 
l of the United States. 
ANDREW STEVENSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. J. A. WASHINGTON, es oat : ee 
ae ` Mount: Vernon. .. 
. Mounr Vurnon, February 15, 1832. 
To the. honorable the President of the Senate and Speaker of 
~`= >` the House of Representatives: a 
| Genriemzn: Fhave to acknowledge the receipt of your 
provisions of the law. “He had-not the least doubt, from) letter, and the resolutions of Congréss to ‘carry into com- 
plete effect that which was adopted in December, 1799, 
: $ for the removal of the rémains of General Washington to 
m some official, tangible shape, what they were, in order|the seat of Government. f 


that the remedy might be applied: The fiscal year ended| Ihave received, with -profound sensibility, the expres- 
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BERS, SILSBEE, POINDEXTER, and BUCKNER, in 

favor of a select committee; and Mr. GRUNDY against it, 
The question on’a reference to the Committee on the 

Judiciary was decided in the negative—yeas 20, nays 22. © 

The question was next takén on a reference to a select 
committee,-and.carried without a division, and a commit- 
tee of seven, on motion of Mr. WEBSTER, ordered. - 

The following. members. were appointed by ballot to 
compose the committee, viz. : a Ye 

. Messrs. WEBSTER, Buckner, Hayne, Marcy, Urrrox, 
Dartas, and. Forsytu. f ; 
. THE TARITF. 

The Senate then -resumed the consideration of Mr. 
Cyxax’s resolution on the tariff. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, rose in support of the resolution. 
He said: he was deeply impressed with the magnitude and 
importance of the subject under consideration. Aware, 

too, that it had received an extended and most able dis- 
‘J cussion, by men of wisdom, experience, and eloquence, 
I can, therefore, said Mr. E., scarcely hope to clicit any 
new truth, or present, ina new or more striking light, 
any known fact or argument which bears upon this much 
controverted question. Still, sir, Ihave thought it due 
to myself, ‘and the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent, that I express on this floor the views which 
Lentertain on a subject in which that State has, also, in 
common with the whole extended West, a deep and. all- 
pervading interest. : 

J regret that gentlemen, opponents of the protecting - 
system, have thrown into the discussion much matter ofa 
political character, wholly foreign from the question, and 
naturally tending to distract the mind, and withdraw the 
attention from its calm and deliberate investigation, and 
especially that harsh epithets and high denunciation have 
been, in part, substituted for reason and argument, Gen- 
tlemen, who oppose the resolution offered by my honora- 
ble friènd from Kentucky, assume, as a starting point, as 
premises from which they draw largely for their conclu- 
sions, that the tariff is odious; and reasons are offered, 
elaborate and ingenious, to. prove that, in its operation, it 
is oppressive and unjust, : 

The first predicate, that the tariff is odious, (to those 
who hate it,) is a proposition that Iam not at all disposed 
to controvert, viewed, as it has been, by gentlemen, ina 
hostile and adverse spirit; with minds predisposed to see 
in it every thing of evil and nothing good, it is not at all 
surprising, whatever may be its operation, that it should 
still be to them abhorred and hated. Nor is it strange 
that a share of the odium, thus thought due to the object, 
should attach also to those by whom it was created and is 
sustained; and such seems to be the result. The policy of 
the friends of the tariff is, by honorable gentlemen, pro- 
nounced a cold and heartless policy; the contest between 
those who would prostrate, and those who would sustain 
it, is said to.be the struggle of patriotism on the one side, 
and avarice on the other. And all that is hateful, and 
all that is hated, in-this system, is, by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, (Mr. Grunpy,] attributed to, and cast 
upon, New England. , , 

Sir, I stand not here to defend New England against this 
or any other charge. She has, on this floor, representa- 
tives of her own, much more competent than I to do her 
justice. Nevertheless, it is, even to me, a subject of cu- 
rious and somewhat interesting inquiry, for what peculiar 
cause she is now so deeply implicated by the honorable 
gentleman in this high political crime. If the tariff be an 
evil, abhorred and hateful, it would be natural to suppose 
that those by whom it was first fastened upon us should 
bear the weight of the odium which it involves. And was 
it New England that did this? . The honorable Senator has 
already told us that New England opposed the tariff of 
1824; and, sir, she did present an almost undivided front 


sion of the desire of Congress, representing the whole na- 
tion, to have the custody and'care ofthe remains ‘of my 
revered relatives; and the struggle which it has produced 
in my- mind between-a:sense of duty tothe highest autho- 
rities of my country, and private feelings, has been greatly 
embarrassing. But when I recollect that his will, in re- 
spéct to the disposition of his remains, has been recently 
carried into full effect, and that they now repose in per- 
fect’ tranquillity, surrounded by those of other endeared 
members of thé family, I hope. Congress will do justice to 
the motives which seem to me require that I should not 
consent to their separation. : 

I pray you, gentlemen, to communicate these sentiments 
and feelings to Congress, with the grateful acknowledg- 
ments of the whole. of the relatives of my grand uncle for 
the distinguished honor which. was intended to his memo- 
ry, and to accept for yourselves assurances of my grati- 
tude-and esteem. 


JOHN A. WASHINGTON. 


Aruneron Houser, Tuesday night, 
ss ‘ , February 14, 1832. 
_Genriemey: The letter you have done me the honor 
to write me, requesting my consent to the removal of the 
remains of my venerable grand parents. from their pre- 
sent resting place to the capitol, I have this moment re- 
ceived. i : 

I give my most hearty consent to the removal of the re- 
mains, after the manner requested, and congratulate the 
Government upon the approaching consummation of a 
great act of national gratitude. 

I have the honor to be, with perfect respect, gentle- 
men, your most obedient servant, 

GEORGE WASHINGTON P. CUSTIS. 


To the honorable J. C. Caruouy, Vice President, &c. and 
Anprew Stevenson, Speaker of the House of Represen- 
tatives. |. : 


\ 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. Cray’s resolution relative to the tariff was then 
taken up, and Mr. GRUNDY concluded his remarks in 
opposition-to the resolution. [Reported entire, with the 
remarks of the first day.] . 

Mr. EWING stated his intention of addfessing the Sen- 
ate on the subject to-morrow, and moved an adjournment. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Frinpay, Fesrvuary 17. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


The bill from the House for the apportionment of re- 
présentatives among the several States according to the 
fifth census, was read the second time; when 

Mr. WEBSTER moved to refer it to a select committee 
of seven members. ae 

Mr. HAYNE observed that the practice of referring sub- 
jects to select committees had been found -often inconve- 
nient, There were particular cases, he admitted, in which 
reference to select committees was necessary, but this he 
did not consider one of them. In general, he thought, a 
reference to one of the standing committees was prefera- 
ble. He would name the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he never had, before, moved the 
reference of any subject to a select committee; but as 
there was no standing committee of the Senate to which 
the subject could be appropriately referred, and-consider- 
ing the interests of the various sections of the country in- 
volved, he thought a select committee necessary. The 
gentleman. from South Carolina had a right to have the 
question taken first with regard to the Committee on the 
Judieiary.. He should vote against it, with the hope that 
his own motion would finally prevail. 

After some remarks on the subject by Messrs. CHAM- 
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it. All those evil principles for which he has so-heavily - 
‘denounced New England, exist in full force in Pennsylva- 
nia. She is as extensively embarked in manufactures, per- 
haps more extensively—she is as rich as New England, if 
not richer—~she has equal industry; equal frugality; a bet- 
ly and firmly opposed it; but it becamealaw. The di-|ter-soil; a milder climate; more mineral treasure; and is 
rection of her capital was then gradually changed, so as to | growing rich under our present system, as fast, or faster. 
adapt itself to the legislation of the country; and the tariff} Why is it, then, that New England is borne down by the 
of 1824, which she had dreaded as an evil, proved to be weight of his denunciation, and Pennsylvania. permitted 
a blessing. Large sums of money were invested in manu-|to pass almost without reproach? But, sir, though Penn: 
facturing establishments, vested in faith. of the legislation sylvania has escaped the odium cast by the honorable Se- 
of our country; and are the people of New. England to be | nator on some other tariff States, particularly New Eng- ` 
charged with the whole odium of this law, whenever it land, she is not, it seems, in the opinion of that gentleman, 
ay be odious, merely because they saw fit to make the|free from the moral and political contamination conse-. 
best of that which the¥ could not avoid? As to the tariff quent upon the introduction of manufacturing establish- 
of 1828, it belongs to no one; and the very features which | ments. In his estimation, it would seem that the-laborer 
are most objectionable, and most objected to, by the ene-/in a manufactory cannot have the soul and spirit of a free- 
mics of the system, were introduced by themselves, for}man; that he is borne down with oppression—shrinking 
the purpose, as it is said, of rendering it obnoxious. from the frown, and trembling beneath the lash of the task- 
But the gentleman from Tennessee complains that New| master. The benevolent feelings of that gentleman will, 
England is flourishing, becoming rich, by reason of this] I have no. doubt, be gratified with the assurance that, in 
tariff, and significantly inquires, whether this is done fair- | all this, he is entirely deceived. He, doubtless, had in 
ly? Now, admit the fact—admit that her wealth is accu- lhis mind what he has heard of, but, perhaps, never seen— 
mulating by reason of this very tariff—~does it afford any |a troop of slaves, toiling beneath the lash of the driver, 
ground whatever for the charge of fraud, or artifice, in- |and shrinking from its stroke, But this picture does’ not 
sinuated against her? The tariff was passed without her |at all suit the condition of the free laborer of the Middle 
concurrence, and against her will, and no means were left or Western States. Among them, farmers or manufactu- 
to avoid it. Her people, therefore, did what, in that situ- rers, it is all the same. They are, in every sense of the 
ation, they must do, apply their labor and capital to the | word, freemen; and the laborer is as free as his employer, 
existing state of things; they became manufacturers; and land knows his rights as well. There is no degradation in 
the Senator from Tennessee, in his candor, admits that |the condition of any man, unless he be degraded by crime. 
even they are entitled to something at our hands; that they | The honorable Senator may, therefore, rest easy upon this 
should be secured from the injurious effects of frequent subject. There is no more danger that the spirit of libep- 
legislative changes; but that they should not be permitted |ty is expiring in Pennsylvania or Ohio, than that. morals 
to grow rich at the expense of their neighbors. Now, the |are becoming extinct in New England. ’ 
offence of New England is, that, under the operation ofa) But the honorable Senator has sung us a mournful pali- 
tariff, forced upon her by other sections of the Union, she [node over our decaying navigation interest—our foreign 
still goes on increasing in wealth and prosperity; and, sir, navigation, as he says, diminishing; our coasting naviga- 
do what we will, legislate as we may, she will still go on/tion increasing, but not in proportion to the increase of 
and prosper. _ The germ of prosperity is inherent in the population. Again have I occasion to admire the philan- 
habits and genius of this people; we may check and retard thropy of the honorable {Senator from Tennessee—his 
its development, but we cannot, if we would, destroy it. deep and intense feeling for the misfortunes of a section 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hayne] has di-|of the Union the most remote from that which he repre- 
vined the true cause of their steady and unceasing advance- | sents-~misfortunes, too, which gentlemen who come from 
ment: they are active, industrious, and persevering; pru-/the suffering districts, who represent the principal mari- 
dent and careful, both in great and little things; and this |time States, themselves have never known or felt. But 
characteristic not confined to any class or age; it pervades |I leave this matter for the present, and proceed to the dis- 
the whole people; descends from generation to generation, {cussion of my main subject--the general operation of the 
from father to son, from mother to daughter, so as to form | tariff upon our country, and especially upon its agricul- 
a prominent trait in their national, character: they are an ftural interests. ` 
industrious people, ingenious and inventive in all the use-| A flourishing agricultural population is the very basis 
ful arts, careful and prudent in all the concerns of life. |of the prosperity of a nation--especially of our republic, 
These are the leading causes of the advancement of New [extended and fertile as are its fields; wide and varied 
England; and they are sufficient to produce the effect with-fas are its climes; and itis with a view to the advance- 
out resorting to the suspicion of fraud, or artifice, or tricks|ment of that interest--especially of the interest of the 
played off upon other portions of the Union. Western farmer—-that I give to the protecting system my 
But, in his appropriation of the odium of the tariff, is it | decided and unqualified support. Born and reared in that 
niet a little surprising that the Senator from Tennessee | section ‘of the country which, heretofore, has been, and 
eae rae all-~yes, all, upon New England-—New Eng- |still is, almost exclusively agricultural; standing in a situ- 
ne ’ y ho had opposed it—struggled against it—and, at jation in which the affairs of the husbandman, ‘whether 
7 me hen eee became hopeless, reluctantly yielded | prosperous or adverse, have been familiar to my observa- 
T pera ion. Where, in the estimation of the honora- tion; I know their wants, I understand their interests, and 
; athe eman, is New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, |shall endeavor to speak their language. oe 
one a Western States?-—they who arrayed their united Shortly after the adoption of the federal constitution, 
ar engt ae favor, and, in truth, gave us the tariff of|before the country had fully recovered from the shock 
Pavan nated ae r „Pennsylvania—she who, in occasioned by the desolating war of the revolution, the 
ae ERA? h i po itical sins now charged upon jtroubles in Europe, growing out of the French revolution, 
ew tngiand? dhe honorable Senator has passed her |commenced, and in their progress, and in their consequen- 
ever in perfect silence, without one word of reproof—she |ces, from that period down to the year 1818, except while 
who sinned most deeply, if to support a protecting tariff suspended by the embargo, or checked by the-war with 
be a crime. But, perhaps, Pennsylvania has, in the esti- England, gave to oer agricultural products a foreign mars 
mation of the honorable Senator, some redeeming quality |ket, and to our navigating interest an advantage over that 
~vit must be so; and yet I find myself at a loss to discover lof other nations, wholly unexampled in the annals of mans 


Vor, VI. —27 


against it. Her capital was vested in other employment 
than that of manufactures; her enterprise directed to other 
pursuits; and a disposition to sudden change forms no part 
of the character of her people. She, therefore, opposed 
it, because she-believed it injurious to her interests; stout- 
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kind. During this period; our agricultural interest pros- 
pered to a degree truly astonishing; it added to its. other 
advantages the introduction of: a new. staple, that of cot- 
ton, whieh» flourished “best on the Southern lands least 
adapted to the growth of grain, or to grazing. This ex- 
tended itself rapidly, and the demands of the market being 
fora long time beyond’the supply produced, it became a 
source of immense and rapidly increasing wealth. Within 
this period of time, the settlements of the Western coun- 
try, from small beginnings, advanced with amazing rapi- 
dity. Crowds of emigrants, constantly pressing into that 
country, formed themselves a market for nearly all the sur- 
plus produce of the more early inhabitants; and whatever 
remained. beyond: this, found a ready market in New Or- 
leans, both before and after its cession to the United States. 

The agricultural interest inthe West also gained ra- 
ther than lost by the late war with England, and suffered 
little from the suspension of foreign commerce which it 
occasioned. That portion of the country was, for a long. 
time; the theatre of war, and the large supplies required 
for our troops were furnished by her already exhaustless 
granaries;. while the Atlantic cities, and the manufactories 
of the East, received their supplies of live stock from the 
drovers of the West, and of corn and flour from the grain- 
growing portions of the older States. But, after the gene- 
ral peace which followed the final overthrow of Napoleon, 
when the mighty armies which had devastated Europe 
were disbanded, and the soldiers which composed them 
returned each to his village or hamlet, to repair with his 
labor what he had wasted by his arms; when a few years 
of quiet, peaceful industry had restored the energy of ex- 
hausted nations, the scene with us was changed. The 
fields of Europe, now cultivated in peace, produced an 
abundant supply for all her inhabitants, and consequently 
the products of our grain-growing region, the Middle and 
Western States, could find no market there. England, 
after the peace, continued to purchase largely of us, and, 
in return, flooded our country with her manufactured ar- 
ticles, until our Eastern manufacturers were. prostrated 
and ruined by her overwhelming competition. In 1820, 
221, and ’22, the amount of our grain admitted into her 
ports became Jess and less considerable, and, in 1823, 
her ports were closed against ‚this portion of our pro- 
ducts. 

In the mean time, causes were in operation at home, 
tending to the total prostration of the agricultural inte- 
rest. Our manufactures were annihilated; our home mar- 
ket was thus cut off; the foreign ports were, in effect, 
closed against us; the market which our armies had af- 
forded the Western farmer, during the war, had ceased; 
that army disbanded, the soldiers became farmers, and 
added their quota to the vast amount of our surplus 
agricultural products; the only market that remained open 
tous was a small portion of the Eastern and Southern 
States, the West India islands, and, to a limited extent, 
the coast of South America; consequently, our produce 
was freighted upon the waters, and sent downwards to 
New Orleans; but the supply exceeded the demand twice 
told; the market was glutted; the price went down almost 
to nothing; and many a mercantile enterprise there has 
involved even more than a total loss. I well recollect an 
instance, in which, after the sale of boat and cargo, and 
placing the proceeds to the credit of the freighter, the 
balance against him, as claimed by the commission mer- 
chant, was something more than four hundred dollars. 
This, however, was anextreme case; but, generally, from 
about the year 1821 to 1825, the export trade was ruinous 
to all who engaged init. The truth is, no foreign’ mar- 
ket.whatever, beyond the very narrow limits which [have 
specified, did exist; and it was worse than idle to force 
our products, especially agricultural products, upon 
any people, beyond the amount which their necessities 
require. They are articles which administer to neither 


the pride or passions of men; so far as the necessities of 
a people require, they must, if possible, procure them; 
beyond this point they will not, however cheaply they 
may be obtained. It is, therefore, idle and chimerical to 
say that, ‘‘if you increase production, there will be mouths 
to consume it.” Time may-furnish them; centuries hence 
they may arise by millions, and gather fast upon the foot- 
steps of production; but where were the mouths to con- 
sume the accumulated products of the West in 1823, °24, 
and 25? In our own country we had them not; every 
‘market in America was filled to repletion; the ports of 
the British isles were closed against us. The North of 
Europe grows corn to an extent far beyond the wants of 
the country, and, at the time of which I am speaking, 
felt, and as extensively as we, the pressure consequent 
upon over-production; andthe markets upon the Baltic 
and the North Sea were supplied by the corn of Poland, 
from the ports of Dantzic and Konigsburg; southward, 
the products of the fertile countries upon the Danube, 
the Dnieper, and the shores of the Euxine, meet us at the 
Straits of Gibraltar, and shut us out of the Mediterranean. 

In short, every portion of the world was searched by 
our intelligent merchants, and all combined did not fur- 
nish a market adequate to our surplus productions. Every 
farmer in Ohio long knew and felt the pressure consequent 
apon this state of things. Year after year their stacks 
of wheat stood unthrashed, scarcely worth the manual 
labor of separating the grain from the straw; so low was 
it reduced, in comparison with manufactured articles, that 
I have known forty bushels of wheat given for a pair of 
boots. Such was the state of things in the Western coun- 
try, prior to, and at the time of, the revision of the tariff 
in 1824. 

About the same time, unless I am much deceived, like 
causes produced similar effects, though to a less extent, 
on the cotton-planting interest in the South. The honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hayns] has said 
that ‘* cotton isan article, the production of which cannot 
be overdone.” Sir, the gentleman is mistaken; do but 
consider how many portions of the earth produce the ar- 
ticle to the full measure of the wants of its inhabitants, 
and even beyond them; take into view, also, the capacity 
of several of those countries, especially our own, for in- 
creased, nay, almost unlimited, production, and compare 
this with the capacity of the inhabitants of those coun- 
tries, to which our cotton, or the fabric produced from it, 
can find access to purchase and consume; he will find, 
unless lam much deceived, that, of all articles, (tobacco, 
perhaps, excepted, ) cotton is one, the production of which 
is most likely to be overdone. 

‘fhe whole of our present export is loosely estimated at 
one million of bales; most of this is sold in England, and 
forms the principal supply for the British manufactures. 
Now that nation, with its dependencies, a most extensive 
consumer, is, in the first place, abundantly supplied with 
the manufactured article; and, moreover, J ask you if there 
is a spot on the habitable globe, where her manufactured 
articles can find a market, that it has not already penctrated, 
and supplied to the full extent of the demand. What 
portion of the earth is there, where civilized or even 
savage man is to be found, who has any thing to give in 
exchange ‘for their fabrics, which has not been already 
sought out and furnished, even to repletion? Europe, 
America, the islands of the Pacific and Southern 
Oceans, Arabia, Hindostan, the further India, and even 
China itself, are visited by her merchants, and flooded 
with her fabrics; the price of which has been long since 
reduced below that of every other article used for cloth- 
ing, so that the cost has not, for many years past, pre- 
vented any people, even the poorest, from purchasing to 
the extent of their wants, or at least to the extent of their 
commodities which would be received in exchange. 

The amount of our exports of cotton has been already 
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stated at one million of bales; our home consumption may| cords of the supply over the demand; the market becomes 
amount perhaps to two hundred. and fifty thousand bales;} ghitted, the producers anxious to sell; the consumers, 
making, in the aggregate, one million two hundred and fifty careless about purchasing, necessarily bring down-the 
thousand bales, as the whole product of the United States| price, and the one thousand and one hundred cords week- 
-—the average product of a little more than one million of| ly furnished to the city, being beyond their wants, bring 
acres of land. There is, in the cotton region of theja much less sum in the aggregate to the country which 
“ United States; more than twenty millions of acres of land | furnishes ‘it, than would nine hundred. cords, an amount 
adapted to the production. of this staple, besides a very] below their wants... The same principle applies to com- 
large portion of the Texas, which is settling with our peo-| merce every where, whether it be on a great.or a limited 
ple, and becoming our rival in this product. If the de-|scale; it is to that, a law as constant and-controlling in its 
mand for cotton had been unlimited, and ifthe fall of price, | operation as the law of gravitation to the motions.of the 
«consequent upon over-production, did not, in its turn, re-| heavenly bodies. : i : : 
act upon, and check production itself, in a few. more years} . Then, sir, at the period of which I am speaking, 1822, 
the production of that article would increase more than}?23, and ’24, which I refer to as the season of the greatest 
tenfold. Such is the natural course of things. The] agricultural depression, especially in the West, we had 
great extent of new and fertile lands, constantly exposed | supplied, and were supplying, every country upon the globe 
to sale at the lowest price; the ease with which a great} with our products, to the extent they would receive, and 
portion of them is brought into cultivation, and the abun-| even beyond it. We had glutted every market, and, by 
dant crops. which they yield, with the energy and enter-j the excess of the supply which we furnished, we lessened. 
prise of the migrating portion of our people, would yield| the aggregate sum ‘which we received in return. . This 
a vast, incalculable amount of this product, for which this] was the case with every article of our products, whether 
earth may be searched in vain to find a market. That] of the forest or the field: ‘every thing which we had to 
the fall in the price of cotton, the leading cause of all the] export, or which our labor would produce, and which 
distress complained of in South Carolina, is owing to over-| could be made the subject of exchange, was sent abroad, 
production, and not tothe tariff of 1824, is evident from] and exchanged for foreign manufactured articles. “And, 
some further facts. In 1818, our whole exports of cotton| in every instance, our excess in production, and excessive 
amounted to ninety-two millions of pounds, and produced| exportation, on the principle already explained, lessened 
thirty-four cents per pound. In 1823, the amount of the| the amount of the foreign article, which we were able to 
export bad augmented to one hundred and seventy-three] pay for and receive in exchange. In this state of things, 
millions of pounds, and the price had fallen to eleven] it is evident that increased agricultural production could 
cents. Now, a part of this astonishing reduction in the| not add to, but rather tend to diminish, the aggregate of 
price of the article in so short a time, is, Ladmit, accounted | national wealth. The simple products of the earth can- 
for by the rise in the price of money equivalent to nearly | not be hoarded and made a lasting treasure; the wants of 
one-third; deduct this, which every one will admit a liberal| the present, and a small excess to meet the contingency of 
allowance, andthe fall in price, consequent upon over-|a failing crop in any coming year, is all that is ever, of 
production, or, what is the same thing, the producer  of| choice, amassed; the residue is disposed’ of for such price 
the raw material furnishing it faster than it could be| as it will command, and the increase of quantity, as I have 
wrought up by the manufacturer, is more than one-half in| shown, would necessarily diminish that price. 
five years; as, in the case of grain, the consequence, or! In this state of things, with a large amount of labor and 
ut least the tendency, of this over-production, and the| capital, which were worse than cast away if applied to 
glutting of the foreign markets, has been the reduction] agricultural pursuits, it was clearly the policy of the na- 
of the price of the article to the minimum at which it} tion, if that object were within the compass of its powers, 
could be produced. Indeed, the effect of an excessive] to direct the excess of that labor and capital to manufac- 
supply of any article of commerce is much greater than| turing- Suppose the surplus which could be withdrawn 
we would be at first led to believe; the smaller quantity, | from agriculture, without diminishing the value of our ex- 
which falls short of the demand, generally producing more| ports of its products, to be one hundred thousand men and 
than the larger quantity, which exceeds it. As, for in-| one hundred millions of dollars——and the supposition is 
stance, the exports of cotton from the United States, in| doubtless much below the actual amount; suppose these 
1818, which amounted to ninety-two millions of pounds] men and this capital be directed to the manufacture of 
weight, an amount, I conclude, less than the market] iron, and produce, yearly, the value of ten millions of dol- 
required, brought thirty-one millions of dollars. The| lars, which, being an article of necessity, we must other- 
amount exported in 1827 was two hundred and ninety-| wise have imported from Europe; is it not obvious, at a 
four millions of pounds—an amount greater than could] single glance, that, although this money and labor may not 
readily find a market, and brought but twenty-nine mil-| be employed as profitably to the individuals themselves, 
lions of dollars. And this, in truth, rests upon a plain} as while it was applied to agriculture, the whole of its 
and common principle of barter; we sce it in all the opera-| product—this ten millions per annum, is so much capital 
tions of life. Wood, for example, became scarce in this} annually created in our country by the direction thus 
city, in consequence of the early closing of the naviga-| given its industry? Most clearly so; as every other in- 
tion, and immediately rose to an enormous price. Now,| terest yields the same, or even a better product to the 
suppose this city to require one thousand cords of wood| nation than ‘before, we receive for our cotton, tobacco, 
per week, during the winter months; as long as that quan-| rice, and flour, exported to foreign nations, as much, at 
tity continued to be regularly offered in the market, the} least, as if the capital and labor, above supposed, had con- 
sellers and the buyers would be upon a footing of equality, | tinued in agriculture; and, instead of importing iron to the 
and the article would command. a fair price. Suppose, | value of ten millions of dollars, as.we should otherwise 
again, the supply to fall short one hundred cords per week, | have done, our merchants return with its value in other 
the wants of the city continuing at one thousand cords, | articles of necessity or comfort. ‘But this ten millions of 
and the supply being but nine hundred; in this case, the| annual wealth, created by the. establishment of these 
sellers would have the advantage of the purchasers, and| manufactories, is not confined to them alone; it distributes 
would fix their own price; the nine hundred cords would] itself through all portions of the community, by various 
sell for more than one thousand: and suppose, the wants interchanges: but*of this hereafter. 
of the city remaining the same, that the regular supply| Itis difficult to reason closely on a subject so extensive, 
should amount to one thousand one. hundred cords per| and involving such various relations, 1 like the familiar 
week, which would bea weekly excess of one hundred| case put by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Grun- 
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py,] and will adopt a similar one, which. is-easy of com-|the good of the whole, it holds out inducements to indivi- 
prehension, and. will sérve to illustrate the views which I duals to so direct their labor and devote their capital as 
. have advanced. Suppose a farmer placed upon his farm | tbat it shall advance the interest of the individual, and, at 
with ten sons, ‘all sturdy lads, able to bear a hand at any|the same time, redound to the general good. So far from 
business.he may. choose to set them about; and suppose] being oppressive, it is.one of the best attributes or prin- 
that he can.raise on his farm, with the labor of eight of|ciples of action of a wise, patriotic, and paternal Govern- 
them, as much produce of every kind as he can sell at ali}ment. No one is constrained to leave his agricultural 
the markets to which he has access: now, with the money | pursuits, and become a manufacturer. Agriculture’is still 
which he gets for his produce he must pay his shoemaker |open before him, with increased advantages. Manufac- 
and his blacksmith, besides purchasing such other arti-|turing interest invites him, with even better prospects; 
cles as his family stands in need of.. In this case, would {and it is this, the hand of beneficence-——-the hand of Go. 
he not find it for the common interest of his family to|vernment—which is extended to save the sinking hopes of 
make one of his boys a blacksmith, and the other a shoe- Jits citizens, that the honorable Senator stigmatizes as 
maker, and leave the other eight to carry on the farm? It|the hand of oppression. It will be scen that the hypo- 
would be a clear saving to the family of all that the two thesis on which I proceed—-and one which is abundantly 
boys would earn at their trades—and it is a principle of|supported by facts—is, that we still export, of all our 
domestic economy which one of our Ohio farmers would agricultural products, to the full extent of the demands 
easily understand and readily apply. The same is the for them in foreign countries; that we are, therefore, able 
case with the nation, but on a more extended scale; and, {to pay for and import from abroad the products of forcign 
what the father would do for his family, the Governmient|countries, to as great an extent as we could do if owr 
should do for the nation—not directly, for that could not] whole population were confined to agriculture; and that 
be done without an interference with private right; but Jall the products of our home manufactures are so much 
indirectly, by addressing itself to private interest. clear yearly addition to the aggregate of our national 
The state of things which Ihave dwelt upon somewhat | wealth, 
at large, was that of our whole country in 1823-"4. Itwas] But it is urged by the Senator from South Carolina 
in the situation of the farmer, with his ten boys, who could | [Mr. Hayne] that, as the American tariff checks the im- 
find employment but for eight; and such, more especially, | portation of British goods into the United States, it there- 
was the situation of the Middle and Western States. ‘The |by lessens the ability of the British manufacturer to pay 
low state to which our farming interest was reduced; the | for our commodities, and reduces the amount of our raw 
low price to which our fine lands and the products of our {material (cotton) which is purchased in England: for 
landshad sunk, produced unexampled pecuniary distress, | which loss, our substituted home market is, as he says, no 
and called aloud for relief. Our statesmen were not slow |sufficient equivalent. But that 1 may not misinterpret the 
in discovering the cause of the evil, and in applying the }honorable Senator, I take the liberty to quote his own 
remedy; hence their united support of the tariff of 1824 | language, from page eleven of his printed speech: 
—the merit of which I claim for them—for the Middle] ‘Now suppose, to make this matter too plain for cavil 
and Western States; and will not agree that it shall bej‘ or dispute, that we exported to Great Britain one bun- 
transferred, as a subject of either praise or blame, to New|‘ dred thousand bales of cotton, worth (at thirty dollars 
England. _ . ‘a bale) three millions of dollars, and that we received, 
The effects anticipated from the tariff were such as] ‘ in exchange, three millions of dollars worth of British 
have, in, fact, followed it; and which, it is fair to say, re-| ‘ cotton goods; how much of our cotton would it take to 
sulted from it. Men and capital were transferred from |‘ manufacture these goods? Why, just twenty-five thou- 
agriculture to manufactures. In ‘those sections of the} ‘sand bales; while the’remaining seventy-five thousand 
Union, as New England, in which the land is poor and un-]| ‘ bales would be disposed of on the continent. But, sup- 
productive, and which abounds in capital, and is thickly] ‘ pose the importation of these goods to be prohibited, 
peopled, their manufactures, which had once been pros-j ‘ and that they should be made at home, what portion of 
trated by a ruinous competition, revived, and new ones} ‘ this cotton would find a home market? Only twenty- 
were, toa vast extent, establishcd. The competition of| ‘ five thousand bales; and the remaining seventy-five thou- 
their labor and their capital was withdrawn from the farm-| ¢ sand bales must be left upon our hands.” 
ing interest, and that section of the Union, instead of con-| I will admit, for the present, for the sake of argument, 
tributing her mite, as before, to crowd and glut the mar- that the manufacture of the twenty-five thousand bales 
ket of the large Atlantic cities with the products of agri-|of cotton in the United States into cotton goods, worth 
culture, herself, thereafter furnished the best and most|three millions of dollars, prevents the importation of just 
certain market for the rich products of the West. that amount of cotton goods from England; and that it 
The Senator from Tennessee has said that this inter-] would, consequently, diminish the sales of the British ma- . 
ference of Government, in giving a direction to private|nufacturer to precisely that amount. He would, there- 
capital and individual industry, is oppression—it is injus-| fore, want twenty-five thousand bales of raw cotton less, 
tice. Iam now viewing this subject in its bearing on the|to make the fabric to supply his remaining customers, 
nation generally, as a national subject, without special and, therefore, he would purchase just so much the less 
reference to its operation on any particular sections of the | of the raw material. If, then, the United States were the 
Union; and, in that view, I shall reply to his objection. only country in the world that sent raw cotton to Great 
He admits that the constitution has vested the power in| Britain, the home market for the twenty-five thousand 
Congress to pass tariff laws, with a view to the protection bales would be purely a substituted markct, without add- 
of manufactures—in short, to pass the very law which he|ing any thing to the aggregate demand. But, when it is 
stigmatizes as oppressive, and for the very purpose for considered that a large amount of the cotton of which the 
which it was passed. Now, if it be within the constitu-} coarser fabrics are made is grown in other countries, as 
tional. powers of Congress, and be for the general good—-| Brazil, Egypt, Greece, and Hindostan; and as our domes- 
the promotion of the prosperity of the whole--I cannot, tic fabric substitutes, principally, those of the coarser 
for myself, conceive on what sound principle it can be kind, formerly imported from England, the American 
called oppressive. Indeed, it carries with it none of those | cotton, it will be obvious, docs, to this extent, displace 
features which, though salutary, are often odious, as ope- the cheaper and poorer article of Brazil, Egypt, &c., and 
rating to restrain the exercise of individual will——the free-| makes, almost to the extent of the amount manufactured, a 
dom of individual action. The tariff does not even this; new rather than a substituted market for our raw material. 
but, by a regulation, which I trust I have shown to be for! But the seventy-five thousand bales, the value of which 
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legislation on our part. But now our tariff, which ex- 
cludes some articles of British goods, in favor of ‘the Kome 
manufactured article, operates so oppressively upon Exig- 
land, that it not only justifies, but must produce, retalia- 
tory measures on her part. “If” (said the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina) “you exclude British goods 
€ from our markets, you in effect exclude our cotton from 
‘their markets. It is in vain to tell us that England must 
“have our-cotton. You.may force her to do-without it. 
* Even now she supplies herself, to a great extent, from 
< other countries—from her East India possessions, Egypt, 
£ Brazil, and.elsewhere; and you will maké it her interest, 
“in the end, to give up the American trade entirely.” 
Now, this does not seem to me exactly sound and consist- 
ent reasoning. When British legislation operates hardly 
upon our own country, we are asked to submit to it with 
patience, for it is folly to retaliate; but, on the other hand, 
when our legislation, in like manner, touches, or seems to 
touch, Old England, retaliation on her part is-just and 
necessary, and we make it our interest to give up our 
trade altogether. But, sir, these fears are chimerical. 
There is no danger of a present or future inability, on the 
part of England, to buy all that we have to sell, provided 
she ‘wishes to purchase, without turning the balance-of , 
trade against her and in-our favor; she has done it hereto- 
fore, down to the present moment, and I venture the pre- 
diction that she will continue to do so for the coming age; 
and while this can be done, she will adopt no measures to 
cut off or embarrass the. commerce between the two 
nations—-I mean that commerce only which does not in- 
terfere with the home industry of England—for that indus- 
try it has always been her policy to protect and foster, 
and by its protection she has accumulated wealth beyond 
human conception. F take it, then, as an established 
position, that the protecting system, and. the consequent 
establishment’ of manufactures, has not reduced, in any 
respect, or in a single particular, except as before con- 
ceded, the foreign market for our domestic products. 
Gentlemen say that the tariff has checked the cotton- 
growing interest; compelled the people of the old States 
of the South to abandon, in part, the production of their 
staple, and turn to the cultivation of grain and the grow- 
ing of live stock, a portion of their land; and thereby cut 
off from the West a valuable market, which they once 
furnished for its products. Now this is, I conceive, attri- 
buting to the.tariff effects which it has had no agency 
whatever in producing. I have already shown that the 
fall in the price of cotton, prior to 1824, was owing chiefly 
to over-production; thatisa mischief, however, which na- 
turally tends to correct itself. When, in consequence of 
over-production, the price of cotton became low, it could 
no longer be produced, except on the; better quality of 
lands; consequently, a part of the lands of North and 
South Carolina, not well-adapted to the culture of cotton, 
but which had been forced into the service by excessively 
high prices, has been turired to pasture or the growth of 
grain. This tends to diminish their demand for Western 
produce, as they become, to some extent; their own pro- 
ducers of the articles of which they were formerly the 
purchasers; and, with or without the tariff, the same thing 
would have taken place. i j 
But the tariff has, in fact, limited the production of cot- 
ton, and thereby helped to sustainthe price, which must 
otherwise have sunk much below its present minimum; it 
effected this by creating and fostering a new interest, that 
of the sugar planter, who occupies the soil. and climate 
which is best adapted to the growth of cotton, and which 
would otherwise have been confined to its culture. There 
are now not less than one hundred thousand acres of the 
richest of our Southern lands appropriated to the culture 
of the cane, which, in cotton, would hare produced an 
average of one hundred thousand bales per annum; this 
would have been thrown in upon the market, in addition 


has been already realized in the United. States by the ma- 
nufacturing of the twenty-five thousand, and which, the 
gentleman says, must remain on our hands because we 
will not purchase British cotton goods, is certainly wanted 
by the British manufacturer, of which to make the fabric 
to supply his customer on the continent; and, on his hy- 
pothesis, this seventy-five thousand bales of raw cotton, 
worth two million two. hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 
will make cotton cloth which the manufacturer can sell 
for nine millions of dollars. If he do not purchase, ‘he 
cannot manufacture or sell; and will he give up his mar- 
ket on the continent, and refuse to manufacture for Eu- 
rope, because we will not permit him todo so for us? 
The gentleman is widely mistaken in his calculation of 
consequences. The- British will manufacture to the full 
supply of all who will purchase their fabrics, and they 
will purchase the raw material of those who sell the best 
article at the cheapest rate, to the full extent of the wants 
of their manufacturers, and this, too, without inquiring 
what nation takes, or refuses to take, their cotton fabrics 
in exchange. The argument proceeds upon a false hy- 
pothesis; it supposes Great Britain to be a poor nation, 
which has little to offer us in exchange for what she pur- 
chases, and that she buys of us all she can pay for, rather 
than all she wants. The very reverse is the fact. Eng- 
land is rich; and we, with all our prosperity, are compa- 
ratively poor. There is more than wealth enough amass- 
ed upon that single island to buy the fee simple of the 
whole continent of America. She, therefore, buys of us 
all that she wants, and we buy of her all that we can pay 
for; and the amount of our purchases is but little dimi- 
nished by the establishment of manufactories at home, and 
the exclusion of many of their articles from our market. 
They still have enough which we wish to purchase, to 
command all our means of payment; but, by furnishing 
ourselves with articles of necessity, we rise, in our im- 
portations from abroad, to those of comfort and conveni- 
ence, and perhaps of luxury. Hence the balance of trade, 
heretofore, has been, and still is, and, do what we can, 
will long continue to be, against us, and in favor of Eng- 
land. Tagree with the Senator from Tennessee, that this 
balance of trade, of which so much has been said and 
written, cannot. be very accurately ascertained from the 
custom-house books; but there is one criterion which is 
unerring—the rate of exchange between the two coun- 
tries. Bills upon England sell at a premium equivalent 
to the expense and risk of transporting specie. J am 
aware that our exchange tables do not state this differ- 
ence correctly; their error arises from a wrong mode ofi 
reducing dollars to shillings and pence; but correct this 
error, and the difference of exchange is still large enough 
to indicate a clear balance of the direct trade between us 
and England in favor of that country. We make it up, 
it is true, by a favorable balance in our trade with other 
countries—-for no nation can, for a long time, buy more 
than she pays for; but, so long as this balance continues 
in her favor, and against us, there is no danger that she 
will not be able to purchase all of our raw material which 
it may be for her interest to consume. One thing struck 
me as singularly inconsistent in some of our anti-tariff po- 
liticians. It will be recollected that one reason urged for 
the tariff of 1824 was, that England shut her ports against 
our bread stuffs, and, by excluding the only exchangeable 
articles of the Middle and Western States, put it-out of their 
power to purchase her commodities, except by a constant 
drain of the precious metals.. The tariff was, therefore, 
proposed as a measure of retaliation, of, rather, of self. 
preservation from the ruinous effects of the British com- 
mercial system. On the other hand, it was said that the 
measure would be impolitic and ruinous; that, if other na- 
tions restrained their commerce, it was no reason why we 
should fetter ours; and that the laws of foreign nations, 
whatever they might be, could form no proper ground for 
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to the excess with which it has-been constantly surcharged, 
or it would have driven out of its cultivation a quantity “of 
less productive land, in. the older sections of the country, 
capable of yielding the same annual amount, probably not 
Tess. than two. hundred thousand acres of the. Carolina 
lands, This section of the Union then has been specially 
benefited in its export trade by the protecting system: no 
part of the Union has thereby suffered any loss or injury 
in that particular; but, as 1 heretofore remarked, the na- 
tion, as a whole, is able to pay, by an exchange of our, 
products with foreign nations; and import, of their manu- 
factured articles, as much as we could have done without 
our system of protection. The products of our manufac- 
tures are, therefore, so much additional wealth created 
and brought into being by the protective system. If] am 
correct in the view. of the subject which 1 have taken, our 
foreign commerce, and our tonnage employed in com- 
merce with foreign countries, ought not to have diminish- 
ed without some other cause to account for such diminution: 
for it is not the nature of this system, if its parts be pro- 
perly adjusted, andif it operate upon our national pros- 
perity, as it would secm to me it must—it is not the na- 
ture of this system to cause a diminution of our foreign 
commerce or navigation; and its tendency is greatly to 
increase the coasting trade; and facts will, on examination, 
be found accordant to this position. 

The wars in Europe, to which 1 have already adverted, 
gave us, it will be recollected, for a long series of years, 
the carrying trade for almost half the world. During its 
continuance, and prior to the embargo, our tonnage, em- 
ployed in forcign commerce, increased with unexampled 
rapidity, and, in 1806 and in 1807, it rose to an amount 
considerably beyond what it has reached at any subse- 
quent period. But this forms no fair ground of comparison: 
extraordinary causes conspired to produce extraordinary 
effects. On the other hand, during our last war, in 1814, 
our tonnage employed in foreign commerce was reduced 
to one-fifteenth part of its present amount; but this, too, 
being produced by a cause, temporary in its nature, and 
unconnected with the advancement or decline of the re- 
sources of the natien, may be cast out of the account. 
But, from 1816 down to 1824, our tonnage employed in 
foreign commerce remained nearly stationary, with, how- 


ever, some slight diminution; but, from 1824, the date of 


the first obnoxious tariff, to the present time, the tables 
show a considerable increase—there is clearly no falling 
off in consequence of the tariff; our tonnage employed in 
the coasting trade has, in the mean time, nearly doubled, 
and its efficient value much more than doubled, indicating 
an increased interchange of commodities between the dif- 
ferent’sections of the Union, much beyond the propor- 
tionate increase of population. Add to this the increased 
facilities of transportation, occasioned by improvements 
which have been made in the communication between dif- 
ferent points upon our rivers and bays, and the use of 
steam navigation to a vast extent, which has all arisen 
since 1816; one ton of which, in the transport trade, is 
equivalent to perhaps four tons of common sail vessels. If 
we also take into view the steamboat navigation between 
Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Louisville, and New Orleans, which 
is, in effect, the coasting trade of more than three millions 
of our population, the result will show an increase, in a 
duplicate ratio to that of our population, altogether indi- 
cative of a prosperous and flourishing domestic commerce. 
This increase, since the tariff of 1824, bas been in a much 
greater ratio than that in the same number of years imme- 
diately preceding it; since that time, too, there has been 
a steady advance (with some variation, occasioned by the 
cotton speculations in 1825) in the cash value of our ex- 
ports and imports, neither increasing in a less ratio than 
they did prior to that year. 

I think it clear, then, that none of the great interests 
of our country has produced less of actual wealth, than it 


would have done without the tariff; that all the wants 


‚of our people-have been supplied from agriculture, so far 


as it, alone,‘can administer to the wants of man, leaving 
ah excess of product as large as could be advantage- 
ously disposed of abroad; that our commercial and navi- 
gating interests have been sustained, or, rather, advanced; 
and that, therefore, all the products of our manufactories, 
of what nature soever, and made at whatever cost, which 
are occasioned by the tariff, are so much actual wealth 
created by them, and given to the nation. It will be ob- 
vious, at once, that, in the view of the subject here pre- 
sented, the cost of production is wholly immaterial, ina 
national point of view—the quantity and value of the ar- 
ticle produced is alone important; for that is the aggre- 
gate amount, by which the national wealth has been 
augmented. Let us take the case heretofore supposed, 
of one hundred thousand men, and one hundred millions 
of capital, which could be withdrawn from agriculture, 
without diminishing the value of its products. It would 
certainly be wiser, ina national point of view, that they 
should be withdrawn from that employment, and directed 
to something in which their labor could be productive, 
even though it produced but little. Admit that capital 
would produce six per cent. per annum, and that the la- 
borers could earn one hundred dollars each, if employed 
in agriculture, and that the same, if directed to manufac- 
turing, would produce but three per cent. on the capital, 
and fifty dollars a year to the laborer, still it would be for 
the benefit of the nation, that the hundred thousand men 
and the hundred millions of dollars should be applied to 
manufactories; for, while the laborers and capitalists were 
individually realizing more profit, by agriculture, they 
were yielding nothing to the aggregate of national wealth. 
On the other hand, while they individually make much 
less profit by manufacturing, they are constantly adding 
the whole product of their labor to the wealth of the na- 
tion. The men and capital, which still remained employ- 
ed in agriculture, would make as much wages and proiit 
as all made. when all were engaged in it; they would, of 
‘course, divide among them the ten millions of dollars 
which would have been earned by the hundred thousand 
laborers, and the six millions, which would be the profit 
on the hundred millions of capital. It would, then, be 
the interest of the remaining agriculturists, if they could 
not otherwise induce this part which I have named to en- 
gage in manufacturing, to give them, asa bounty, ten of 
the sixteen millions, which. would be saved to them by 
getting clear of this excess of labor and capital. Now, 
this is supposing a strong case against the protecting sys- 
tem; it supposes it to bring the home manufactured article 
at more than twice the cost of the imported, and yet the 
national interest is, even on that hypothesis, clearly ad- 
vanced by protection. Take the case of the Great Falls 
factory, referred to by the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina; concede against it all that is alleged, wide as it 
is from the fact, and test its utility by the principles which 
I trust I have established, and it will be found to be a case 
of national benefit, rather than a burden. 790 boys, men 
and females, produce 6,000,000 yards of cotton cloth from 
1,250,000 pounds of cotton. The cloth, at a moderate 
estimate, would be worth eight cents per yard average, 


equal to - - - - - $480,000 
Deduct the price of cotton, at 10 cents, - 125,000 
355,000 

Deduct 3 cents per yard for increase of price 
by reason of the tariff, - - - 180,000 
Leaves $175,000 


As a clear augmentation of national wealth—that much 
more made to the nation, by employing these 790 labor- 
ers in this factory, than if they had been employed in 
agricultural labor. have thus far reasoned on the sup- 
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position that the tariff does raise the price of the protect- 


delay, or of loss, the capitalist will not take the risk -un- 


ed article, ard that to the full extent insisted on by theless the profits are likely to be excessive: so that ‘our 


opponents of the protecting system. 
view I have endeavored-to show, and I trust successfully, 
that it is a general benefit, and adds to the aggregate of 
national wealth, without -regard to the high or low prices 
which it may affix to the protected article. If, however, 
the prices of the protected articles were greatly or per- 
manently enhanced, and if they were produced in one 
section of the Union to the exclusion of another, I am free 
to. admit that its operation would be unequal; might be 
oppressive upon some portions of the Union, while it 
tended to the emolument of the Union asa: whole. If, 
however, after a reasonable time has transpired for capi- 
tal and labor to assume its direction and produce its effect, 
the protected article is produced as cheap, or cheaper, 
than it could be sold, had we never resorted to protection, 
no section of the country is injured, while the prosperity 
of cach and every part of itis advanced. It is said that 
the only'rational object of a protecting duty is to raise the 
price of the protected article for the benefit of the pro- 
ducer; that it is its natural and necessary tendency; and if 
it do not have that effect, it isa dead letter, and that ma- 
nufactures would flourish as well without.it as with it. 
Plausible as these propositions are, and speciousas is the 
reasoning by which they are supported, they are never- 
theless unsound in theory, and unsustained by experience. 
It is not the rational object of the protecting system, 
even in the first instance, during the infancy of our manu- 
factures, to raise the price of the article, but to secure to 
the domestic product the command of the market. Sup- 
pose, sir, that the regular annual demand for a given arti- 
cle, coarse cottons, for example, were five millions of 
dollars per annum in the city of Philadelphia, and sup- 
pose that amount regularly imported from England, and 
sold at ten cents per yard; suppose that the same article 
can be manufactured in Philadelphia, profitably, at ten 
cents per yard, is it yct certain that a manufacturer could 
sustain himself against the foreign competition, without 
the protection of Government? In my estimation, it is 
perfectly certain that he could not. In the first place, the 
foreign manufacturer and the importer have possession of 
the market, and cannot be driven from it unless they are 
undersold. The domestic manufacturer must, therefore, 
put down his goods below the sclling price, in order to 
obtain the market from his rival, and sell below the price 
at which a fair profit could be realized. But the foreign 
manufacturer and the importer, whose business it is to. 
supply this market, will not yield it at once to any rival; 
they, to keep possession of the market, put down the 
article also, and thus competition: lowers it, until one or 
the other is ruined: and I need not tell you on which ‘that 
ruin must fall. Between capitalists, when they contend 
on equal grounds, as between every other species of 
power, wielded with the same energy, directed by like 
intellect, the stronger must overthrow the weaker. The 
same contest would arise in the attempt to sustain our ma- 
nufactures (when established) without protection, in the 
face of foreign competition. The imported article would 
constantly divide the market with the domestic; it would 
subject our manufactures to the fluctuations in price con- 
sequent upon the occasional over-production of the foreign 
fabric; and as prompt sales are necessary to enable small 
capitalists to carry on business with success, it would put it 
out of the power of our domestic manufacturers to pro- 
duce and sell the fabric as low as they could do, if foreign 
competition were restrained or removed. Every one who 
has any knowledge of the application of capital, is aware 
of the importance of a frequent and certain return of the 


fund vested with its profit; if it be regularly turned once | 
a year, eight or ten per cent. is a fair profit upon it at! 
three or four, 


be hazard: of | 1 trust, sir, I have sufficiently shown that, when pro- 


each operation; if three times in a year, 
per cent. is equally good; but if there 


In this. point of manufacturers, 


when pressed by foreign competition, ` 
subjected to delay, and exposed to loss, cannot produce 
as cheaply’as they can when secured from this inconveni- 
ence and risk. And although they may produce and sell 
even cheaper than the article would have been sold, had 
they never engaged in the business, yet they may not be 
able to go down with the article’ to the price to which: it 
must.sink in consequence of the competition which they 
have caused. . f ; 

Upon the well settled principle, that the relative pro- 
portions of demand and supply fix, or modify, the price of 
all articles, however produced, the increased production 
consequent on the extensive establishment of manufac- 
tures ii the United States, must necessarily reduce the 
price of the manufactured article in the markets of the 
world; and, should we admit the free importation of fo- 
reign manufactured articles, this state of things, if it could 
exist, would more especially reduce them in our own 
country. 

This competition would operate most unfortunately 
upon our manufacturers, in another particular. We all 
know the immense extent to which cotton fabrics, for ex- 
ample, are produced in England. There are, in the first 
place, their own home market, that of their colonies and 
dependencies, which they supply without competition; 
there are also a few other markets, which they almost.en- 
tirely command. Now, over-production, or an excessive 
supply, owing to any temporary cause, puts down the 
price, as I have heretofore shown; and the excess in quan- 
tity, if exposed in the market, and, owing to any exigency 
of trade, requiring promptsale, reduces the value of the 
aggregate supply, so as to be more than lost in the gene- 
ral mass. If, then, there be an excess of. production -at 
any time, which must be disposed of, on whatever market 
it may be crowded, its immediate effect is to sink the value 
of all the stock of the same material in the same market, 
to, or nearly to, the price at which that may be put, in 
order to force a sale; or it compels other dealers to keep 
up their stock, and wait for a better state of things, and 
thus interrupts and-disturbs the regular and steady busi- 
ness of the place. Now, in case of over-production, or 
a sudden press to dispose, to a large amourit, and immedi- 
ately, of any manufactured article by the British manufac- 
turer, it would, by the policy of trade, be thrown, not 
upon a market which they regularly and wholly supplied, 
but on those which were principally supplied by other 
producers. Thus;‘all the depression and irregularity con- 
sequent upon over-production. by the British manufactur. 
ers, would be east upon ours, if they were left’ without 
protection, and their ruin and destruction. would be the 
inevitable consequence. Our manufacturers have not suf- ` 
ficient capital to stand the shock of this competition. If 
they have quick, certain, and steady sales, they can ma- 
nufacture many of our protected articles as low, or lower, 
than the same can be imported from England; but they 
cannot endure, and they ought not to be forced to’ with- 
stand, the vicissitudes of fortune which the British manu- 
facturer and the British laborer are heir to, and which 
would be cast, with increased effect, on our shores, if they 
were not guarded and protected by the legislation of our 
country. These, sir, are the reasons why the friends of 
the protecting system will not consent to destroy the pro- 
tection on articles which can be, and which are, produced 
cheaper now than they would have been imported, had we 
never given it this protection. To the question, put with 
sò much emphasis—if the domestic articles do, in fact, 
sell as low as the foreign, why keep on the protecting 
duty? I answer, by the inquiry, why take it off? You 
certainly gain nothing by removing it, and I have shown 
you that you may lose much. 
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tection is essential to sustain our domestic manufactures, 
itis not a necessary consequence of that protection to 
enhance the. price of the protected article. It may, or 
may not, produce that effect, according to circumstances; 
and the fact can be tested only by experience. Let us try 
it by that touchstone: - The friends of the policy contend 
thatthe system of protection has reduced the prices of 
protected articles below what they would have fallen to 
without this protection. Their opponents deny it. The 
proof, already adduced, and reiterated, is certainly very 
strong--to my mind, conclusive—in favor of the affirma- 
tive of the position. But it is not at all necessary to go 
thus far; the-friends of the system need not show that the 
tariff has reduced, it is sufficient that it has not enhanced 
the price of the protected article. On those who attack 
the system as an evil thing, it is incumbent to show that 
it is productive, of some evil; it is not enough that they 
deny it one or another of the good effects which its friends 
have claimed for it. Ihave already shown that no single 
evil has resulted, or can result, from this system, unless it 
increase the price of protected articles. And it seems 
‘to me admitted, by even the gentleman from South Ca- 
rolina, that ithas not had this effect. To this point, I read 
from pages 24 and 25 of his printed specch: * But where 
is the evidence to be found that the tariff has produced 
any reduction whatever in the price of the protected arti- 
cles? ‘Is there any other foundation for the assertion than 
this, that the. prices of cottons, woollens, and iron, have 
actually fallen since 1824? But all other articles, have 
likewise fallen, protected and unprotected. Real and 
personal estate, cotton, fiour, and tobscco, all, all have 
gone down; and most of them in a greater degree than 
woollens, cotton, and iron. Has the tariff done all this? 
What say the gentlemen? I have here a price current 
containing the prices of two hundred and fifty articles, in 
1816 and 1831, from which it appears that there has been 
a universal reduction in the price of articles of every de- 
scription; and that those admitted duty free have been re- 
duced, at least, in an equal ratio with those paying duties.” 
Now, sir, admit the gentleman to be correct, and itis all I 
need ask asa friend and advocate of the protecting system. 
If the protected articles [those paying heavy duties] have 
held their relative situations in price, with those paying no 
duties, it is evident that the duty has not enhanced the 
price of the protected articles, and does not, therefore, 
operate as a burden on any portion of the people; and all 
that is said about oppression and injustice, and burdening 
the many: for the benefit of a few, is but idle declamation. 
But the honorable Senator, a little further on, hazards the 
conjecture, that, if his tables of prices current were care- 
fully.examined, it would show that there has been a less 
reduction in the protected articles than in the others. On 
this conjecture, sir, hangs his whole case. If it be not 
well founded, supported by facts, neither the South, nor 
any other portion of the Union, can have the least cause of 
complaint against this system; and 1 venture to say that 
the contrast is not very striking in favor of the unprotected | 
articles, or, in the hands of the honorable Senator, it 
would not have been permitted to rest in mere conjecture. 
It cannot be sufficient to spread ruin and desolation over 
any portion of our land. Other tables, however, not per- 
haps of those identical years, show a different general re- 
sult. A striking contrast in the reduction of the prices of 
protected, as against the unprotected article, and those 
which have been the most sedulously guarded by protec- 
tion, amounting even to prohibition, have fallen most. 
The price of articles which were formerly supplied us 
by Great Britain, and which we now manufacture for 
ourselves, or which, in other words, are wholly, or in 
part, excluded by our tariff, have, doubtless, fallen some- 
what in price in England, in consequence of our system. 
The honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hayne] 
seems to consider that.as one of its tendencies; and it is 


through this medium of a reduction in the price of the 
manufactured article, that the duty is to operate as a tax 
upon the exporter. Admitting. the gentleman to be cor- 
rect in his position (in which I am happy to concur with 
‘him) that the tendency of our protecting system is to re- 
duce the price of the protected article in the British mar- 
ket, it can doit on no other principle than that of increased 
competition, or lessening the demand, while the supply 
continues the same. - : ‘ 

If this be the mode of operation, it will be evident, on 
alittle reflection, that it will act not alone on the protected, 
but on the unprotected articles also, and tend to a general 
reduction of the price in all. r 

We have, for example, directed, the labor of one hun- 
dred thousand individuals to the manufacturing of sundry 
articles, say, for instance, woollens and cottons. These 
do not merely come into competition with, but they super- 
sede the market for the product of one hundred thousand 
British laborers in the same business. "These branches of 
business will be at once overdone to that extent, and con- 
sequently become depressed. Capital and labor will be, 
therefore, withdrawn from them, and vested in other 
branches, to which the mischief has not extended; conse- 
quently, there would soon follow an adjustment and dis- 
tribution of the surplus labor and capital among the various 
branches of manufactures, and the over-production dis- 
tributed through all. Every thing would be more or less 
affected by it, and a reduction in the price of manufac- 
tured articles, generally, would be the consequence. I 
am, however, inclined to think that gentlemen much over- 
rate the value of our market to England, and the effect 
of our legislation upon her. But, if it operate perma- 
nently to depress the price of the protected article, it 
would, in the way I have mentioned, have a more gencral 
and extended operation. In England, business ofall kinds 
is pushed to the greatest possible cxtent. Every cord 
is drawn to its utmost tension; so that, touch but one, and 
it instantly vibrates through the whole connected system. 

Much pains are taken by gentlemen to account for the 
reduction of prices, especially upon protected articles. 
The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Tyrer] attributes it toa 
diminution in the amount of the circulating medium, and 
the consequent rise in the value of money. But the cause 
which he refers to had produced its full effect, and ceased 
to operate, long before 1824. Money was as scarce, nay’, 
much scarcer, in the United States, and dearer, too, if 
labor be, as I believe it is conceded to be, the. true erite- 
rion of value, than it has been at any subsequent period. 
Banks had, long before that time, resumed the payment 
of specie, and all the necessaries of life, manufactured 
articles excepted, had sunk to the very lowest point of 
depression. Raw cotton, too, had gone down, but not 
yet Lo its minimum, for it had not then fairly overwhelmed 
the market with its abundance. 

But let us not wander in search of causes which lie at 
our doors; the reduction in the price of cotton fabrics, 
for instance, is occasioned partly by the excessive produc- 
tion of the raw material, which has reduced that material 
to its present low price, to home competition, and the 
steadiness of demand and supply, enabling the manufac- 
turer to produce the fabric to the best possible advantage, 
and scll it on the lowest terms: add to this some improve- 
ments in machinery, and much in the conduct and man- 
agement of the establishments themselves, and you have 
the aggregate of the causes which have produced this 
extraordinary effect; and surely it is no unpleasing occur- 
rence to those who have supported this system through 
every vicissitude, and staked their fame upon its result, 
that benefits have flowed in upon the country, connected 
with its operation, which even its enemies can trace to no 
other adequate cause. 

But the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hayne] 
tells us, and the same idea has been again and again reite- 
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rated by gentlemen, that, whatever may be the effect of| But, to show that the producer pays the duty on the im- 


or abroad, or enhancing the price of the commodities 
purchased by the people. ae Ca’ ar 


ported article; a case is put, well calculated to puzzle, but 
really involving a mere sophism.- I refer to the case of 
the-bale of woollens which the gentleman from South 
Carolina has. supposed is received directly in exchange 
for cottons exported ‘by the Southern planter, and which 
is stopped at the custem-house, and forty of the hundred 
pieces which it contains taken out as a tax to the Govern- 
ment. - [P.: 17, printed speech:] “Now, as to-thé’ sup:` 
position that the bale’ of woollens is imported’ for the 
consumption of- the planter, I have: nothir‘¥ to- object 
against it, in the view of the subject that I am now taking. 
He does pay the duty, not in his capacity of producer or 
exporter, but in-the capacity of importer and consumer; 


Ihave already shown that the price of the staple (raw cot- fand, analyze the transaction, separate it into its four natu- 


ton) is, in some nteasure, sustained by the. tariff—so far, 


tral elements, which have, by the honorable Senator, been 


at least, as it has converted cotton lands to the culture of unnaturally combined, and it will be obvious. Let the 


sugar, and thereby limited. the excess of production 
which would otherwise necessarily. have sunk the article 
even below its present price: Ihave, also, heretofore 
shown that the British manufacturer is able to purchase 
of us all that he wishes to purchase, without looking to 
us for the means of payment. ,That it is for his interest 
to purchase to the full extent of his market for the manu- 
factured article; that, therefore, the extent of the market 


for the raw material, at home and abroad, is equal to} 
what it would have been without the tarif. This view of | 
|posite with his English banker; his bills on that banker, 


the case is strengthened by the fact that, since 1824, the 
quantity of cotton sold has increased in a ratio equal to 
that of former years, and the price has not. sunk in as 
great aratio. Ihave shown, too, so far as negative can 
be shown, that the price of protected articles has not en- 
hanced in consequence of the protection. And no coun- 
ter evidence whatever -has been brought forward to 
prove that a single article has risen higher, or fallen less, 


in consequence of protection, except, indeed, the finest 
woollen fabrics, articles of luxury, in which: we have not 
yet been able to compete with the British manufacturers. | 


The Senator from South Carolina has said that the tariff, 


by enhancing the price of the manufactured article, tends 


to diminish its consumption among the poorer classes; 


thus limiting the extent of the demand, and: compelling 
first the merchant, then the manufacturer, then the pro- 


ducer, to come down to the lowest price at which each 
can carry on his operations, and thus casting a part of the 
burdens of protection upon the producer, as such, over 
and above his share of the burden as consumer. How- 
ever true this might be, ina possible state of things, the 
very reverse of it is known to be the fact with respect to 
the cotton fabric.. If the tariff has, in fact; compelled 
the British manufacturer to work cheaper, and the mer- 
chant to receive less profits, effects which, by the gentle- 
man’s own hypothesis, 
the burden can fall on the producer of the raw material, 
as they both stand between him and thé consumer——if the 
merchant and manufacturer are compelled to take less 
profit, the price of the article is, at once, reduced to con- 
sumers in all parts of the world, except the United States; 
and the price being reduced, it is brought into more gene- 
ral use among the poorer classes, and its sale becomes 
more extensive in nineteen-twentieths.of the markets of 
the world. I do not say that the gentleman’s position is 
sound; but, if it be so, this is the first consequence that 
flows fromit. And, sir, 
cotton fabrics in the United States, which the gentleman 
seems to suppose is, or may be, diminished by the protect- 
ing’ system, his whole: theory is built upon a supposed 
augmentation in price, the very reverse of which we 
know to exist. Increased consumption, too, the natural 
consequence of a diminished price, and more ability to 
purchase, is obvious to the most careless observer, espe- 
pecially in the West. No special injury has, therefore, re- 
sulted to the South by this operation of the tariff: 
Vox. VIH.--28 


must be produced before any of 


with regard to the consumption of 


Southern planter export his crop, lay it down in the Liver- 
pool market, and sell it for. the best ‘price he can in” 
cash. This, indeed, is always done: for there is no such 
thing as barter there, except through the medium of mo- 
ney, or bills, which are, for all effective purposes, money. 
Now, he sells his cotton for jast the same price, whether 
he intends to bring home broadcloths or.money. Here 
the transaction of the producer and the exporter ceases; 
thé cotton planter has for his crop cash, which he may 
bring home with him, or, what is still better, leave on de- 


he sells to the Philadelphia or New York merchant at. a 
premium, and he has his cash at home, to be disposed 
of at pleasure. The Ohio farmer sends pork and beef to 
New Orleans, which is shipped to Charleston: or the Ken- 
tucky drover takes his horses, mules, and. live stock, 
through the Saluda gap, and they are sold to the planter, 
The planter pays with the cash which he has brought 
home, or by-a draft on his banker in New York, and the 
exactions at the custom-house do not, thus far, affect the 
transaction in the remotest degree. The New York mer- 
chant who has bought the draft on England, pays it out 
for British goods, and brings them home; he pays the 
duty. Now, if the cotton planter purchases one half 
these goods, and the Ohio farmer the other half, at the 
same price, is it not obvious that each pays his equal share 
of the duty? Norefirement, no sophistry, however inge- 
nious, can change the true character of the transaction. 
The consumer, and not the producer, pays the tax, and 
the several sections of the Union pay it in proportion to 
the amount they consume. As respects the importer and 
consumer, if the protected article is permanently enhanc- 
ed in value ‘by the duty laid on it for the purpose of pro- 
tection, it is thusfar a burden, and its propriety and policy 
must be tested by comparing and balancing, as nearly as 
may be, its evils with its benefits. But if the price of 
the protected article be not enhanced, no burden what-’ 
ever is borne, except what is necessary to sustain the 
revenue of the country, and no advantage is given by it to 
one class of our citizens over another. r 

But the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Hayye) has told you, that, while other sections of the 
Union are flourishing, increasing in population, and rising 
in wealth, the condition of the South, that of his own State 
especially, underthe operation of this system, is not merely 
one of unexampled depression, but of great and all-pervad- 
ing distress; their once busy and populous cities crumbling 
into ruin, their fields abandoned, their hospitable man- 
sions Geserted, and, the husbandman, with a heavy and 
despairing heart, tearing himself from the scenes of his 
childhood and the bones of his ancestors, to seek, in the 
wildernéss, exemption from the oppression with which 
this policy has overwhelmed him. 3 ; 

Is this fancy, or is it fact? Iam inclined to think the 
picture greatly overdrawn; although the glowing elo- 
quence, the rich and fervid imagination, and the deep 
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and impassioned tone of .feeling..in. which it is shadowed 
forth, tend to give.it a welcome: entrance into the mind, 
before it has passed the ordeal:of the judgment. But, 
in determining upon fact, simple every-day fact, I would 
prefer.the conclusions of. a less powerful and a less excit- 
ed intellect. . There is too much of poetry in the descrip- 
tion; it forcibly reminds one of the beautiful and eloquent 
lines of Doctor Goldsmith, in which he describes, with so 
much apparent truth and real feeling, the deserted fields 
and desolate habitations of the industrious peasantry of 
England, dren from their humble but happy homes, to 
seek shelter from oppression in the solitary woods of 
savage America— 


I take Ieave to: refer. also to another cause, named by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, and which has, 
with the foregoing, a combined operation. The repeal 
of. the laws of primogeniture--the equal distribution of 
the real estate among all the. children, sons and daughters 
alike--however favorable to the wealth and prosperity of 
the people in. other sections of. the Union, does, owing 
to the peculiar situation and habits of the South, seriously 
affect their condition. Judging from the statistical tables 
which show the comparative increase of population in 
different sections of the: Union, and comparing that of 
South Carolina with others, I am led to the conclusion 
that one-fourth part of the free born of that State, which 
reach the years of maturity, emigrate; and, by the existing 
laws, they carry with them, to their new homes, not merely 
their share of the personal estate of the family from which 
they are descended, but also of the Jand and slaves, which 
form the substratum of the wealth of the country. ‘Thus, 
year after year, is there a regular and continual drain of 
the best and most efficient population of the State, and 
their wealth also—even their real property pays an annuak, 
rent, if I may so call it, to her emigration. But this.is notall. 
The great increase of the slaves over that of the free popu- 
lation, shows that the emigrants do not generally take with 
them their proportion of slaves, bat that they remain as here- 
tofore, in some measure regardant to the soil. They have 
risen now to more than one-half the population of that 
State, and are fast gaining upon the whites in the ratio of 
increase; they, indeed, compose almost the whole Jabor- 
ing population ofthe country; they Jabor without judg- 
ment, for their intellects arc not cultivated—without 
energy, for they labor without motive; hence, the aequis 
sition of wealth from Jabor, its grcat and only real basis, 
must be small in a country situated like this, compared 
with what it is, where every man, with his own hand, cul- 
tivates his own farm, or watches over its improvements 
where all are laborers, and allintelligent, industrious, and 
persevering—careful of the present, and provident of the 
future. 

Siz, the curse of slavery, and not the tariff, is in truth 
the withering curse which blights the fair hopes of this 
fair and otherwise: happy and favored land. lt is not so 
much the drain upon her population, for in this other and 
prosperous States share her lot; but it is, that, while the 
soundand wholesome portion of the population flows off-- 
the bold and enterprising freeman--the slave remains fixed 
to the soil, yearly consuming more and more of its products, 
and yearly displacing and sending into exile (if emigration 
be exile) more of the free born of the land. Tnced not 
follow out the picture in anticipation of its consequences; 
the subject is one of deep regret and gloomy forebodings. 

But one thing more will I take occasion here to remark. 
In many sections of the Union, and in foreign countries, 
too, public opinion has greatly erred as to the general 
feeling and conduct of the individual masters towards their 
slaves. So faras I have observed, (and my observation 
has been. somewhat extensive, especially in Virginia and 
Kentucky, ) there is nothing in it to shock humanity. On 
the contrary, the feclings of the, masters towards them 
appear to be those of kindness and affection. And this 
evil, cast upon our Southern brethren, not by their own 
acts, or of their own choice, but by the cupidity of a fo- 
reign nation while we remained her colonies, is one for 
which thcy are entitled to any thing rather than reproach 
and censure. And it is an evil which, in the present 
state of public feeling, the Legislature of the Union can- 
not, in the more Southern sections of our country, either 
remove. or mitigate. Philanthropy indulges visions © 
this kind, at present, in vain. . 

Another mode in which the same cause operates mM- 
juriously to that seetion of the Union, is, that it lessens 
their capacity for commercial enterprise. A negro slave 
is unfit for a ship carpenter or a sailor; and, in a country 


& Where wild Altama spreads its swamps around, 
“ And Niagara stuns with thundering sound--” 


And it is said, I know not hew correctly, that our poet 
lived and died strong in the conviction of the general cor- 
rectness of the picture which he drew of the progressive 
decay and desolation of his country. But, sir, England 
was, in fact, increasing in population, and so also is South 
Carolina. ` The last census shows a small increase in 
the free population of the State, and a Iarge increase of 
the slaves. The fields also must be cultivated as hereto- 
fore, for they yield an increased export product; and we 
are told that they now raise a much larger proportion 
than formerly of grain and live stock for their own con- 
sumption. Though by no means disposed to admit that 
South Carolina is plunged as deeply into the abyss of misc- 
ry and despair, as has been here depicted, yet I doubt 
not that she prospers less than formerly, and less also than 
most other sections of the Union: but for this there are 
abundant causes, independent of the tariff. 

The Southern planter does not, like the hardy farmer 
of the North and West, lay his own hand to the plough; 
he neither holds nor drives; the culture of the fields is 
left tothe overseer and the slaves, and thcir cultivation is 
without. skil? and without care. Year after year, the same 
fields are subjected tothe same crop, and the same un- 
ceasing and unchanging tillage, without any means being 
used.to renew or reinvigorate the soil. The fields are 
soon worn down-by excessive cultivation, and cease to 
yield, as heretofore, an abundant harvest. Extensive 
emigration is also, without doubt, onc of the causes which 
operates to check the prosperity of the older portions of 
the Southern States; but this emigration is induced by 
causes, and instigated by feclings, very different from 
those to which the gentleman has aseribed it. It is not 
want, or misery, or oppression, that induces it; the emi- 
grant, curses neither his country nor his lot; and his jour- 
neying is undertaken and executed with feclings the re- 
verse of anguish and despair. Sir, itis the rich and fertile 
lands of the West, of which he may become the proprietor 
almost for nothing—a charming country in reality, fresh, 
and rich, and fair, almost beyond example, but to which: 
the imagination does not fail to add new beauties, and 
color even with ideal and unreal charms--it is this which 
operates upon the hopes, and elates the spirits, of the 
young and ardent sons of the South and East, and leads 
them to part from their fair fields and happy homes on 
the Atlantic shore, for fairer fields and happier homes in 
the far distant West. Hence, sir, the giant stride with 
which our population has borne its march westward, the 
*Jion’s bound” with which we have sprung into the forest. 

But this spirit of emigration, year by year, drains from 
the seaboard of South Carolina her most hardy, vigorous, 
and enterprising population. Cotton, the object of their 
culture, can bé raised cheaper and more abundantly on the 
néw and rich lands of Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and the Territories of Florida and Arkansas; 
and, unlike the cumbrous article of grain and its products, 
can be transported from the interior ata small per centum 
on its market value. 
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where there is no laboring class, except slaves, ships can- 
not be built, or manned, to the same advantage, as in the 
Eastern and. Middle States, where laborers are freemen, 
and possess intelligence and enterprise for every under- 
taking, however arduous, or however varied. . The navi- 
gating interest, therefore, independently: of the ‘tariff, 
must centre elsewhere. than in the Southern States.- Aid 
finally, the well known and familiar habits of the Southern 
people—free, liberal, uncalculating=-living to the full ex- 
tent of their means, however ample, and trusting to their’ 
land and slaves as a perpetual supply, and, beyond that, 
improvident of the future. Time brings with it an in- 
crease of population, but not of wealth; and the decay 
and exhaustion of their soil, and the fall in the: price of 
their staple, produces a depression which is severely felt, 
but which is unfortunately attributed to that which; of all 
things, is most remote from its.real cause. p i 

Need I add another to this long and mournful list of 
causes for the calamities under which our Southern bre- 
thren suffer, and of which they complain? [have explained 
the causes of the alleged decay of their navigating inte- 
rest. Why is their commerce (as the honorable Senator’ 
says it is) transferred into the hands of the merchants of 
Philadelphia and New York, and carried on by their capi- 
tal? I have already spoken of the habits of the Northern 
and Middle States—the steady eye which they have to 
the future—their dispdsition to accumulate and embody 
capital, and their skill to direct it to every prosperous 
enterprise. They have the ships—they have the seamen— 
they have habits of life and a turn of mind fitted to mer- 
cantile pursuits—and they have capital; with or without 
a tariff, the commerce of the South must have fallen: into 
their hands. SA 

These causes combined, operate on the city of Charles- 
ton, the decay of which has been so eloquently and-feel- 
ingly depicted by the gentleman from South Carolina; and 
though disposed to think his coloring somewhat too dark, 
I cannot for a moment doubt the general correctness of the 
sad picture which he has drawn--that there has been a 
great and marked decay in the wealth, the business, and 
the prosperity of that city. But, sir, independently of 
those causes which I have named, and which operate 
alike upon the older portions of South Carolina, there is 
one other, which tends to depress the business of Charles- 
ton alone. There have sprung up in the interiorja range 
of populous and flourishing towns, Columbia, Augusta, 
and Camden, which, within a few past years, have been 
rapidly growing in commercial importance,.and have cut 
off almost wholly the interior trade from Charleston, mak- 
ing that city a mere place of transit, or rather of shipment. 

Sir, these causes which I have.detailed—and 1 ap- 
peal to Southern gentlemen for their correctness and 
truth—have operated with combined effect, for years, 
upon the destinies of this people; and are they not suffi- 
cient, though checked and opposed as they may be by 
the riches of nature which an all-bountiful Providence 
has scattered over. the land—are they not sufficient to 
produce all the depression and all the misery which is 
vainly supposed to spring from the protecting system? ` 

T cannot, therefore, on the most full and careful consi- 
deration which I have been able to give this subject, con- 
cur with gentlemen in the opinion that the protecting 
system operates oppressively fon the Southern or any 
other section of the Union. Tn the West, so far as expe- 
rience can test its efficacy, it has produced, and is pro- 
ducing, all the good which its friends and supporters 
have ever predicted. From the state of ruinous depres- 
sion to which agricultural interests had sunk, in 1824—an 
era which our Western farmers will long bear in remem- 
brance--they have gradually risen, under the fostering 
influence of this system, ‘connécted. and consorted with 
that of our internal improvement, until they have reached 
a point of prosperity, which, thougl not rich, or tower- 


Ling, is sufficient to spread comfort and gladness dver our 
happy land: aye S f A E ee 

Sir, entertaining these views of the tendency ahd. effects 
of the protecting system, I yield to it my hearty, and shall 
give it my decided support. I do not, by any means, 
hold:that our present system is perfect; there are, doubt- 
less, in some of its leading principles, and many of its đe- 
tails, much that may be modified, amended, arid: improved; 
and I am willing, too, to sacrifice ‘something upon the 
altar of conciliation and peace; ‘but-I-will'not consent to 
surrender the principle of protection, or-sò to: moiild its 
details, as to prostrate and ruin,the interests which it has 
reared and cherished. ~ ; : ` f 

[A portion of the above was delivered on the succeeding 
sitting day, but the speech is given here entire. ] 

The Senate adjourned to Monday. 


Monpay, Fzesrvuary 20. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate having resumed the consideration of Mr. 
Cxay’s resolution, f : 

Mr. EWING concluded his remarks commenced yes- 
terday, (as given above. . fo S ee 

Mr. MILLER, of South Carolina,.then expressed a de- 
sire to address the Senate, and moved a postponement of 
the subject till to-morrow; which was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in reply to Mr. HormEs’s 
resolution calling for the reasons of the delay in the trans- 
mission of the annual commercial statements. [The Se- 
cretary recommends that the collectors, hereafter, be di- 
rected, under proper penalty, to make their returns 
monthly instead of quarterly.] The report was ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee,on Com- 
merce. : : ‘ 


Tunspay, Fesnvuary 21. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Cray, together with the amendment 
proposed thereto by Mr. Hayne. 

Mr. MILLER, of South Carolina, rose, and addressed 
the Senate as follows: He said, if he were to consult his 
own convenience, or sense of propriety, he would rest 
the defence of the case proposed now to be advocated 
with the able and eloquent arguments which had been 
made by those who had preceded him in this debate; but 
when it is recollected, said Mr. M., that. the portion of 
the Union from which I come feels a deep solicitude, (in- 
deed, if I mistake not, the whole ‘country is agitated by 
this question, } when it is recollected that’ those whom I 
represent are an agricultural people, relying on their own 
industry and their own farms for their support, not deriv- 
ing any benefit from this protective system; on the con- 
trary, the exclusive subjects and victims thereof, I trust 
the Senate will bear with me while I present some con- 
siderations, which, in my opinion, ought to influence its 
judgment in determining this matter. [know too well, said 
Mr. M., what is due to myself and the representative prin- 
ciples of our Government, to`question the purity of the 
motives of those who differ from me. I admit that others 
may pursue the interest of their constituents, and their 
own, legitimately on this floor. It will not, I presume, be 
denied to me to insist on mine. Without repudiating the 
selfish principle which has so much influence in our con- 
duct, the views I propose to present will be rather to give 
a benevolent and social direction to it; to insist that Jus- ` 
tice, even-handed justice, is the basis of all our civil 
rights; and that, However inconvenient it may be for the 
moment to submit thereto, society cannot, ought not, to 
exist, where justice and equal rights are excluded from 
the laws by which itis governed. 
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If it could-beshown that the present tariff laws were 
unjust, unequal, and unconstitutional, I should feel de- 
graded by admitting. as: an equal that man who, conceding 
this, wonld still maintain the propriety of their continu- 
ance. ., Fean, readily. imagine that those who affirm the 
right to impose this-system, reason themselves into the 
‘belief that there is no impropriety in doing so. For my 
part, I feel. settled conviction that these laws are uncon- 
stitutional, unjust, and unequal, and that they ought to be 
modified so as to produce a revenue only demanded for the 
constitutional uses of the Government, and that this revenue 
should be raised on such artigles as will subject the whole 
people of this nation to an equal portion of its payment. 

The character of this body, its origin, history, and final 
purposes, will constrain all to admit that the Federal Go- 
vernment is not one having unlimited power; we are as- 
sembled here the representatives of States having separate 
laws, customs, and interests: and in this body the State of 
Delaware is felt as much asthe State of New York. - The 
argument on the other side proceeds on the assumption 
that the Federal Governmentis unlimited. It is true that 
the, Senator from Kentucky did admit, in his first address 
on this subject, that we had no power to lay a tax, and 
then disburse it for the benefit of the States. ‘I was grati- 
fied to hear the question asked by him, ‘ where is the 
constitutional power to distribute the surplus revenue?” 
If, says he, “¢ the same persons who pay in receive back, 
then this tax is uscless and expensive, since much is lost 
in its collection.and disbursement. If the same people do 
not get back, who pay in, then there is injustice; inasmuch 
as you tax those who do not enjoy the benefit, to give it 
to those who do.” I thank the gentleman for this conclu- 
sive argument against the constitutional right to raise, 
through Congress, a revenue to be distributed among the 
States. May not the same thing be said of the tax levied 
for the protection of manufactures? Lf the same person 
pays the tax who received the protection, then you gain 
nothing by the circuit, but lose the expense of collect- 
ing; but if those pay the tax who do not share in the pro- 
tection, then the injustice is.as great as in the other case. 
But the Senator from Kentucky, in the same breath in 
which he denounced the division of the surplus revenue, 
went on. to insist that internal improvement should be 
carried on, in the Western country, by the application of 
the proceeds of the sales of public lands to such purposes 
there, by entirely abandoning the constitutional objection 
to the power of distribution. Sir, is not the public land 
public property? Is not the fund derived therefrom pub- 
lic revenue?. ‘When it comes into the treasury, is it nota 
portion of the common property? How comes it to pass 
that you cannot divide this among allthe States, but that the 
Western States can constitutionally apply the whole of it 
to their use?/.Ifthree millions are derived from the sales 
of public lands, are they not so muchin relief of the taxes 
ofthe country? But will the gentleman put an ear-mark 
on this money; and say, because it came from the West, it 
must go back to the West, in contradiction to the very 
principles which he has. laid down? It was said by the 
Senator from Kentucky, that the resolutions presented by 
him avoided the debatable ground; that they offered a 
basis for: the adjustment of the tariff, in which we might 
all agree; I differ entirely with the gentleman, in my 
opinion of the state of the controversy: I understood him, 
on a former occasion, to say he regarded agriculture as the 
primary interest. In this Í agree with him; manufactures 
cannot, for many years to. come, approximate, in point of 
national importance, to agriculture: . 

The real question then is, shall the great primary inte- 
rest of the country be sacrificed to a secondary one? Shall 
thiose'who till 'the ground be made tributary to those who 
handle’ the shuttle? I amat a loss to conceive how it 
would, for a moment, besüpposed that the proposition to 
reduce the duties on what-are called unprotected articles, 


would or could be metas middle ground. It is a notori- 
ous fact, that the greatest national interest—the very basis 
of our. commerce, is worn down so much. by the pressure 
of this system, as to endanger its existence. Ever since 
the principle of protection has been avowed, we entered 
our protest against it; we will-never consent to recognise 
it as the legitimate offspring of the constitutional powers 
of Congress. Our utmost- economy. and industry. have 
scarcely saved us from ruin; we can forego the luxuries 
of life--we can omit to buy tropical fruits, European or 
Asiatic finery; but we cannot do without salt, iron, and 
woollen and cotton cloth; these are articles without which 
the planter and farmer cannot live; and these are the ar- 
ticles which it is proposed to raise your entire revenue 
from. So far from the proposition’ on the other side be- 
ing’ a compromise, it is adding a new and offensive feature 
to the tariff; it is relieving the whole nation from taxa- 
tion, and saddling it on the agricultural part alone; it is 
relieving the wealthy monopolist, and compelling the 
middling and poorer class to bear the burden. It is essen- 
tially at war with the republican form of our Government. 
It will make the poor poorer, and the rich richer; and 
finally build up an aristocracy here, as hateful and odious 
as the nobility in Great Britain. ‘ 

Standing here, as 1 do, representing a portion of the 
people who have a right to examine the motives which 
influence your legislation, and pronounce on them, L do 
not hesitate to affirm that the constitution docs not autho- 
rize you to impose a tax which is partial, and intended so 
to operate on different interests. Your taxes must be uni- 
form. Any plan or device, by which portions of this re- 
public shail escape taxation, and other portions be made 
to pay it, is unconstitutional. 1 do not spcak as a judge, 
but as one representing the people, the primary source of 
all power, when 4 declare the principle assumed in these 
resolutions is at war with the genius of liberty, as well as 
the letter of the constitution. Asa principal, looking at 
the veiled purposes of the agent, I have a right to pro- 
nounce on the act, and condemn it. Such a law has no 
more force than the cords by which the hands of Sampson 
were bound by a deccitful and treacherous mistress. Sir, 
L regard this as a question of property—a controversy 
about meum and duam. Jt has been said by all those on 
the other side of the House, that the constitutional ques- 
tion has been waived, ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Wi.xins] seemed to suppose we could come to 
terms on this matter, since my colleague had not passed 
the constitutional difficulty. 1 do not know whether he 
continues in the same temper since he has reecived the 
resolutions of the Pennsylvania Legislature. ‘The Sena- 
tors from Kentucky, from New Hampshire, Maine, and 
‘Tennessec, whether for or against the system, have main- 
tained the constitutional power-of Congress. I owe it to 
those [ represent, that no misapprehension of their opinions 
should arise. on the constitutional powers of the Govern- 
ment. So fur from surrendering this position, they neyer 


were more. thoroughly satisfied than now, that the power 


to enforce this system, as a substantive power, either finan- 
cial or commercial in its nature, does not exist. This is 
considered a settled point with us; Virginia has so decided; 
North Carolina has on this floor, by her able Senators, 
avowed it; South Carolina has repeatedly so decided; 
Georgia has maintained the same, in the luminous and un- 
answerable report of her Legislature; Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi have done the same, and it is thought Tennessee 13 
of the same opinion. We hear the whole of the cotton- 
growing States, expressing, by their highest public fune- 
tionaries, that this law. is unconstitutional. ‘The gentle- 
men on the other side ought to be admonished that upon 
this subject the highest authority has already spoken; they 
ought to regard it as a settled question with those States, 
not now debatable; and this fact ought to be well weigh- 


Led in the argument of this subjcet., [Here Mr. M, read 


442 


[Senate. 


AAI 


p OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 
Fen. 21, 1832.] o ae The Tariff. a: 


extracts from the proceedings of the Virginia Legislature, | tax for that object. I now call the attention one Serme to 
and South Carolina and Georgia Legislatures, expressing | this incidental power. Itis Sad that the rst act of pan 
their opinion on the constitutional question.] The Sena-| gtess, laying“ duties, maintaine protecting principle, 
tors from Kentucky and from Maiire have both travelled | asit.is established by the ae Tose or pream = By 
out ofthe observations of my colleague, and have fastened adverting to the debate on this ae it Mee be seen tiar ìt 
on the expression, that the unconstitutionality of the tariff | was throughout, sonia Tock eee Aalst i ere 
was still insisted on to pronounce philippics against South | was great opposition to this mode of taxation, an Hine A 
Carolina and nullification. Now, it will be récollected | troduction into the act of this preamble was to Increase I f 
that this subject was not introduced into this debate by the patronage, by inducing those opposed: to it, as a thet 
Senator from South Carolina; nor is it considered-as ne-| taxation, to look tothe effect of me law, “rather than the 
cessarily a proper topic for debate here; but the honor-j cause of it.- Asit was, in point of fact, a pr nan ne 
able Senators cannot expect to assail doctrines alleged|it could do no harm to introduce ‘one of its inci ents into 
by them to be peculiar to South Carolina, without finding | the preamble; forit was unquestionably es that it afford: 
them sustained here as well as elsewhere. I shall there-|¢d protection to the precise extent that it ned eE 
fore, in reply to the Senators from Kentucky and Maine, {importation. This incidental powe! eine 2 om m er 
maintain, first, that the tariff, for protection, is not consti- the revenue and peel es cake aon i us p e my 
tutional; and, inthe second place, that the States, by their} position by some SP Bs an w argument MAY . bi 
reserved rights, may-declare them so. The power to en-/Sidered as applicable to ae ue aia PoS y- ing 
force the protecting duties is derived from two clauses in} Senators fr om Maine and ennessee, that you ganno. ex- 
the constitution. eo amine the motive to the liw. fThisī deny, an maintain 

First, under the revenue clause: and, secondly, under| that no law, enacted by the F a Government, is valid, 
the clause regulating commerce. _ unless supported by a constitutional motive. ae 

I will consider these separately; and here let me re:| ‘The regulation of the affairs of the household is veste 
mark that the constitutionality of any tax.must be a ques-|in the head.of the family, n Parais has the right, for a 
tion of degree, rather than principle: or, more properly | lawful purpose, ‘to aan ect 2 to eas Spates 
speaking, the principle must depend upon the degree. In| per_and ae ee t h power S and wolfe tite shuld, 
our State Legislatures, where the taxing power is suppos-|!8 given to advance the Interes on we ae se ild; 
ed to be indefinite, it may, by being pushed too far, be-| the legality of the act may, ot rather must, RI aron 
come unconstitutional, A'State law, imposing ninety-nine} the motive. If a par a KT pinih; ia, us inde- 
cents tax upon every dollar of the capital of an individual, | finite power, a child, fae ei E not T or conimit 
without some overwhelming necessity, would be resisted, Jà crime, the legality of that punishment might be ques- 
and the, United States’ court would be resorted to, to check | tioned in any court, and the parent made answerable 
the State Government against such an act of confiscation. therefor. The same of a master, and: his slave, or ae 
But in thé Federal Government, which is one of limited prentice; under the. general right to reg ulate the labor o 
character, it must always be able to show a warrant in the| such, no incidental, unlawful purpose can be consummated, 
charter for what it does; the extent of a tax must neces- Weare too apt, in considering: this question, to resolve 
sarily determine the right-to impose it; hence the motive| the incident into the principal. It meant be denied ADN 
becomes important, and, strictly speaking, ought always| many original, Sate powers may be so executed as 
to appear. As the opinions of Mr. Hamilton have often| to effect incidental bene ts. We must, however, never 
been adverted to on this “subject, let us see what he| lose sight of the fact that the mere incidental power càn- 
says on the extent to which the impost taxes may be car-|notbe hiwfully converted into the principal one. 
ried. Inpage77 of the Federalist, he says č“ Itis, therefore, |: Among other illustrations of this question, I will relate a 
evident that one National Government would be able, at} Story of a gentleman who once went to reclaim a female 
much less expense, to extend the duties on imports beyond lunatic from a singular babit, which she had adopted, of 
comparison, further than would be practicable to the States, | Sleeping among cows. In a clear moonlight ‘night, he 
separately, or to any partial confederacies; hitherto, I be-| wrapped himself up in asheet, and advanced towards the 
lieve it may be safely asserted that these duties have not, | unfortunate lady; his purpose, the surrounding ‘objects, 
on an average, exceeded in any one State three’ per cent. | the wild countenance of the. maniac, were by no. means 
In France, they are estimated at fifteen per cent. and the| Calculated to give his judgment the entire ascendancy over 
proportion is still greater in Great Britain; there seems tol his imagination; and, after strolling about the unfortunate 


be nothing to hinder their being increased in this country 
toat least treble their present amount.” 

It has not been pretended, in this debate, that to pro- 
vide for the common defence and general welfare, en- 
larges the taxing power beyond the objects especially 


girl, she at last saw him, and without alarm she said, Ah! 
a white devil! and, looking at hisshadow, anda black devil 
too! With this he cast a hasty glance over his shoulders, 
saw his shadow, became panic struck, and moved off; 
when she cried, ‘run; black devil; catch white devil!” 


entrusted to the care of Congress. But it is said it is a; and the poor frightened ghost was run down by his own 


necessary incident to the revenue power to protect do- 
mestic manufactures; and a reference has been made to 
the address of the Free Trade Convention, as conceding: 
this right. 

Before I proceed to consider this as an incidental power, i 
let me fasten it down asa substantive one. The argument of} 
the Virginia resolutions, on this questiou; as well as the ar- 
gumentin the Federalist, both attributed to Mr.-Madison, is 
so conclusive, that the boldest advocates for construction 
seem to abandon the idea of resorting to those general 
phrases, ‘common defence and. general welfare,” as con- 
ferring any substantive power. . What, then, have you the} 


shadow. The advocates of the tariff seize with more than 
insane quickness the incidental protection ‘afforded by . 
legitimate revenue, to run down the principal, thereby 
making the‘shadow conquer the substance. 

Again, sir, T will state a case, furnishing my opinion of 
the incidental and principal power of Government on this 
subject... Suppose the commissioners’ of roads called ‘on 
to lay out a new road, and, in doing’.so, they come to a 
swamp,. which requires an embankment to:be thrown up; 
and while-they.are delibėrating where they shall locate the 
road, a person who has a mill seat comes forward and says, 
it does not concern the public. where this road is laid 


right to impose a tax for™ Nothing, bat to effect some ob- 
ject, which the Government may desire money to consum-; 
mate, under the express provisions of. the constitution. 
There is no power to spend- money in the- protection of 
manufactures; and hence you have not the right to impose a 


down; I have a valuable mill seat which will be service- 
able to the neighborhood; I suggest the propriety of lo- 
cating the road, so- that the embankment may be con- 
verted into my-mill dam, and thereby the labor saved to 
me.of making this dam, it being a matter of indifference 
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to the commissioners where the road-is laid out, this. con- 
cession is made to the individual; he avails himself: of this 
public act, the main inducement to which is the comple- 
tion of the highway, and he incidentally is benefited to the 
whole extent of the.labor bestowed on ‘the embankment. 
Thus the public executes its original substantive purpose, 
and the individual takes the incidental benefit. But let 
me ask, with what grace would this same individual de- 
mand of the commissioners of the road to-set about and 
erect a mill dam for him where no road was intended, or 
demanded by the public? And yet this would not be more 
proposterous than the manufacturers now insisting that 
because protection to the extent of the revenue has here- 

` tofore been extended, that, therefore, now they must have 
protection when revenue is not wanting. 

Latterly the advocates of the protecting system, finding 
the revenue power not sufficiently strong to build their 
hopes upon, have resorted to the clause jin which the right 
to regulate foreign commerce among the States is con- 
founded. Let me examine this view of the subject fora 
moment. Neither the history of the times, the contempo- 
raneous commentaries, nor the proper import of these 
words, can be relied on as sustaining this construction. 
The object in conferring on the Federal Gavernment the 
power to regulate commerce, was to improve, facilitate, 
and add new life thereto. Under the old confederation, 
foreign nations refused to form commercial arrangements, 
because we presented a broken surface and a mutilated 
front; each State adopting its own commercial code, One 
of the main inducements to the change of the confedera- 
tion, was to enable the Federal Government to act as an 
entire nation in its foreign intercourse. Hence it is said, 
inthe commentary submitted to the American people in the 
Federalist: «« The powers delegated to the Federal Govern- 
mentare few and defined. ‘Those which remain with State 
Governments are numerous and indefinite. ‘fhe former 
will be exercised principally in external objects, as war, 

eace, negotiation, and foreign commerce; with which 
ast, the power of taxation will, for the most part, be con- 
nected. The powers reserved to the several States will 
extend to.all the objects which, in the ordinary course of 
affairs, concern the lives, libertiés, and property of the 
people; and the internal order, improvement, and pros- 
perity of the State. The operations of the Federal Go- 
vernment will be most extensive and important. in time 
of war and danger; those of State Governments in time of 
peace and security. The administration of private justice 
between the citizens of the same State, the supervision of 
agriculture and other concerns of a similar nature; all 
those things, in short, which are proper to be provided 
for by local legislation, can never be desirable cases of a 
general jurisdiction. It is therefore improbable that there 
should exist a disposition in the federal councils to usurp 
the powers with which they are connected.” 
t The pretension of regulating commerce so as to pro- 
tect domestic. manufactures, is not avowed here, nor can it 
be shown that. it ever was alleged as an inducement to 
the adoption of the Federal Government, other than as 
incidental to the taxing power. 

There are but two ways to regulate commerce; the 
one is by treaty, the other by legislation. 

Could any thing be more absurd or offensive to the 
moral sense of this nation, than a treaty with a. foreign 
nation, stipulating a cessation of all commerce between 
the two? The assumption of such- basis for a treaty, 
would be treated with public indignation, and the people 
of both nations would soon revise such a treaty. I defy 
the production of any case, in which our Government has, 
under the power of regulating commerce, proposed to 
cripple it by treaty; to advance, enlarge, and improve it, 
is the great object of our commercial treaties. The idea 
of negotiating with foreign Powers, to destroy commerce, 
is.so ridiculous and absurd that no one will pretend that 


the treaty-emaking power can be resorted to for the pro- 
tection. of domestic industry. 

But it is said we can do this by legislation. With a pro- 
per motive, I admit- we can legislate a regulation of com- 
merce into existence, not to protect manufactures, but to 
-countervail foreign restrictions. _ It was lawful and consti- 
tutional for our Government to interdict the direct trade 
between this country and the British West Indies; and how 
so? Not toincrease the price of sugar and molasses, or to 
reduce the price of lumber and naval stores; but to restore 
the reciprocal and equal terms, the commerce between 
the British and American possessions. It would be no 
more constitutional to prohibit foreign commerce with a 
view to domestic protection, than to make treaties to 
abolish commerce. The power was not confided for such 
purposes, and when sousedis fraudulentand void. But it is 
said the British Government refused to reccive our bread 
stuffs; and therefore we can refuse to receive her manu- 
factures. This is not the true motive. The British corn 
laws were in force long since. It never was contended, 
upon the adoption of the constitution, that the cxistence 
of the corn. laws in England would give an indefinite 
right to trammel our commerce with that nation; nor is it 
pretended your prohibitory laws are enacted, bona fide, 
with a view to retaliate on the British corn laws. This 
was an afterthought, resorted to to give color to legislation; 
adopted avowedly to cffect what was denied to the Gene- 
ral Government by the convention. The power to regu- 
late commerce with forcign nations, and among the States, 
is given, using the term regulate, as common to both. I 
will ask, can Congress prohibit Tennessee iron from being 
sold in Pittsburg, under the power to regulate commerce 
among the States? ‘Or would the power to prohibit Western 
trade in live stock be entertained by Congress, to foster 
the farming interest of the South? One of the modes 
proposed by Col. Hamilton, in his famous report on manu- 
factures, to encourage them, was to prohibit the exporta- 
tion of the raw material. Would any one on this floor 
avow the right to prohibit the exportation of cotton, in or- 
der to lessen the price to the manufacturer? Or would 
any one be countenanced in the proposition to tax domes- 
tic manufactures at the North, and to enable the South 
to engage with success iu that branch of industry? Never- 
theless, all these consequences will fairly result from the 
assertion of the power to regulate commerce, 30 as to de- 
stroy it, and establish one branch of industry on the ruins 
of another. But it is said, if Congress has not this power, 
it is extinct; because the States have surrendered it. Fhe 
States, may have surrendered this power without confer- 
ring iton Congress. There are some things which cannot 
be done cither by the Federal Government or the States. 
“The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserv- 
ed to the States respectively, or to the people.” This sup- 
poses there may be some powers neither granted to the 
United States, nor retained by the States, which may still 
remain with the people. But has the constitution not pro- 
vided for this very case, by conferring on the several 
States the right to lay taxes and impost dutics, with the 
consent of Congress? If this power was not conferred for 
this precise purpose, it is clearly a nugatory one. It was 
evidently intended to enable such States as wished to pro- 
tect her citizens against foreign competition, to do s0, 
with the consent of Congress, and at the expense of those 
on whom the tax would-operate. 

The gentleman from New Jersey supposes he has found 
an ‘*extinguisher” for this argument, when he shows that 
the State tax is to go into the treasury of the United States. 
Upon mature reflection, I think he will not find this so clear. 
It is admitted that the tax imposed to protect domestic 
manufactures, is paid as a bounty to them; and the gues- 
tion is, who ought to bear this tax——those who impose, 01 
those who resist it? If it be so important to a State to 
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protect its own industry, let the citizens of such a” State | have originated even with Mr. Madisoti at a period subse- 
balance-the profit and loss of this matter; “gui sentit com-| quent to the Virginia resolutions; for we find him going 
modum, debit sentire incommodum,;?* and he will be a lit-|out of the question then before him, ‘to’ reprobate Mr: 
tle careful how far he taxes: But when.a taxis laid by | Hainilton’s report, made on the 5th December, 1791—the 
those who receive the benefit, and dò: not pay it, what|réport referred to ‘so often in this debate. In the famous 
responsibility have you against unjust: extortion and exac-| report of his, which wasmade by him in 1799, he says: **To 
tion? Mr. Madison, in his letter to Mr. Cabell, states his|these indications might be added, without looking further, 
surprise that this construction should be given to the clause | the official report on manufactures by the late Secretary 
under consideration. He reasons, to show that this clause | of the ‘Treasury, and the report of the committee‘of Con- 
was.to confer the right on the States to provide for the gressin January, 1797, on the protection of agriculture. 
execution of their inspection laws. This would not have | Tni the first of these it ig expressly contended to belong ‘to 
been the object, since the right to pass such laws, without 
the consent of Congress, is conceded’ by the very clause. 
“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any 
impost, or duties on imports or exports, except what may 
be absolutely necessary for executing its inspection laws.” 
Now what is absolutely necessary for executing the in- 
spection laws, may be enacted without the consent of Con- 
gress, and clearly does not go into the United States’ trea- 
sury, since the very exception confers both the power and 
the use of the money. Other and more substantial taxes 
were in contemplation, when it was considered prgper to 
require the consent of Congress to permit their passage, 
and when those who paid the taxes are required to forego 
the benefit of them. In transferring the import duties, 
laid, with the consent of Congress, by the State Govern- 
ment, from the State treasury to the United States’ trea- 
sury, some indirect object was to be effected, else, in con- 
ceding this power to the States, the-nett proceeds would 
not have been abstracted from those who imposed the duty. 
I, therefore, conclude the reasons assigned by Mr. Madison 
are not conclusive. , AS ` 
This clause not only furnishes inherent evidence of the 
purposes intended to be effected, but we have the opinion 
of one of the ablest delegates to the convention, that this 
was the intention—I mean Luther Martin. He'says: “By 
this same section, every State is prohibited from laying im- 
posts, or duties on imports or exports, without the permis- 
sion of the General Government. It was urged that, as 
almost all sources of taxation were given to Congress, it 
would be but reasonable to leave the States the power of 
bringing money into their treasuries by laying a duty on 
exports, if they should think proper, which might be so 
light as not to injure or discourage industry, and yet might 
be productive of considerable revenue; also, that there 
might be cases in which it would be proper, for the pur- 
pose of encouraging manufactures, to lay duties to prohibit 
the exportation; and even, in addition to the duties laid by 
Congress on imports, for the sake of revenue, to lay a duty 
to discharge the importation of particular articles ina State, 
ta enable the manufacturer there to supply us on as good 
termsas they could be obtained from a foreign market. 
Iowever, the most we could obtain was that this power 
might be exercised by the States, with, and only with, the 


for which,under that description, an appropriation of mo- 
ney is requisite and proper. And there seems to be no 
‘room for a doubt, that whatever concerns the general inte- 
rests of learning, ofagriculture, of manufactures, and ofcom: 
merce, is within the sphere of the national councils as far 
as regards an application of money. The latter report,” says 
Mr. Madison, ‘‘assuinés the same latitude of power in the 
national councils, and applies it to the encouragement of 
agriculture, by means of a society to be established at the 
seat of Government. Although neither of: these eports 
may have received the sanction of a law carrying it into 
effect, yet, on the other hand, the extraordinary doctrine 
contained in both has passed without the slightest positive 
mark of disapprobation, from the authority to which it 
was addressed.” . I 

Can it be doubted, if the reports here animadverted on 
had based themselves upon the right to regulate commerce, 
the same anathema would not have been pronounced? The 
idea had not then occurred-either to Mr. Hamilton or Mr. 


under any clause? Why reprobaté the mere assertion of 
the abstract power as a usurpation? / z ; 
‚The Senator from Kentucky has quoted an'act of the 


tablishing manufactures. This is in conformity with the 
very theory which is here contended for. Let the States 
protect their own manufactures. South Carolina is not 
opposed to manufactures; she is only opposed to taxing the 
people in one State to protect the manufactures of another, 
against their will, and without a lawful reason to do so. 
Sir, we are not opposed to manufactures nor internal im- 
provement, when carried into effect by State authorities. 
We have spent liberally our funds. for internal improve- 
ment. We have not asked-the Federal Government to aid 
our manufactures, nor hélp us to make our roads. Our 
opposition is to the consolidation of all power in the Fede- 
ral Government, by which the union of the States will-be 
destroyed,and our free institutions yield to a Government 
È e , more vigorous, more energetic. Nothing but a despotism 
consent of Congress, and subject to its control; and sol can make the legislation of the central Government acqui- 
anxious were they to seize on every shilling of our money |esced in, when it interferes with the every-day transac- 
for the General Government, that they insisted that the little | tions of life ofa people who live in this vast continent. Tt 
revenue that might thus arise should not be appropriated lis this which Mr. Jefferson considers worse than a dis- 
to the use of the respective States whereit was collected, 
but should be paid into the treasury of the United States; 
and accordingly it isso determined.” 

We have here the history of this clause,- by Mr. Martin, 
directly after the convention, showing the point debated, 
and the point decided made to his State; not founded on 
the glimmering recollection of years, but contemporane- 
ously with the adoption of the constitution. ’ When you 
look at the words of this clause, and the account given by 
Mr. Martin, who can doubt what it was intended to effect? 
Tt never entered the mind of this great statesman and law- 
yer that the power to regulate commerce could be con- 
strued so as to protect manufactures. This idea seems to 


vernment to consolidation and despotism create no alarm. 


to results, and the warning voices of Washington and Jef- 
ferson are treated asthe idle wind. Sir, the gentlemen 
on the other side will search in vain in the history of the 
times, or the journal of the convention, for the’ power now 
claimed. . If this power had been avowed and maintained 
as conferred by the constitution, this Government would 
not have been formed. The agricultural States would 
not have become parties to the compact, knowing that 
their right would beso affected. This matter does not 
dépend upon inference or application. :By referring to the 
journal of the convention, it will be seen this power was 
~Jexpressly denied. 


* He who receives the bounty, ought to pay the tax, 


the discretion of thë National Legislature to pronounce. 
upon the objects which concern the general welfare, and- 


Madison, to fasten on the clause to regulate commerce, to. 
build up home industry; if so, why this dispute about the: 
financial power, ifit fairly belonged.to the Government 


Legislature of South Carolina, in favor of the policy ofes-` 


union. And yet the rapid strides made by the Federal Go- - 


Extreme powers are pressed without the least concern as” 
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_ To establish public institutions, rewards..and immuni- 
ties for the promotion: of. agriculture, commerce, trades, 
and manufactures,” were proposedand rejected. <I have, 
not seen; either in. the journal, debates, or commentaries; 
by Hamilton, Madison, and Jay, one single’ expression fa- 
voring the. idea that-this power was-confcrred, except as 
a mere incident to revenue. [Here-Mr. M. referred to 
the opinions of Messrs. Jefferson, Hamilton, Madison, &c., 
to show that this power was not supposed to be conferred.] 
The whole argument upon the adoption of the first tariff 
turned upon the measure asa financial one, and the naked 
question of protection, as a constitutional: right, is no- 
where to be found, although it may often have been advert- 


ed to'as an incident to the. substantive power of revenue. i 


In. that point of view, it is not now resisted. The argument 
might be rested on this single interrogation: would the 
advocates of this system venture to lay a direct tax on the 
nation, either as a commercial or financial arrangement, 
and give the product to the manufacturers to enable them 
to kecp up their establishments? If they would not ven- 
ture to do so directly, by what authority can they do so 
indirectly? Sir, the people of South Carolina believe 
these laws to be unconstitutional, and they believe further 
that they have the right to declare them so. In this they 
may err. But we have it from the eloquent apostle, the 
great champion of christian faith, that ‘Those who know 
not the law, yet do the things contained in the Jaw, their 
consciences shall be a law unto them.” ‘he Senate ought 
to keep in mind this fact, that such is the opinion, the 
honest and fearless opinion of the majority ofthe people of 
at least one of the States. ‘That they have not heretofore 
carried out their opinions, is owing to their unwillingness 
to put themselves apparently in opposition to what should 
be the constituted authority of the nation, its legislative 
enactments. Sir, the Senator from Maine has travelled 
out of this debate to reprimand South Carolina for her po- 
litical faith, and has given in his experience in this matter. 
I have understood the Senator from Maine to be a profess- 
ed follower of Mr. Jefferson, a republican in principle, 
and a friend to the States in practice. However, do his 
sentiments on this subject comport with such suppositions? 
He informs us that he has always been the consistent ad- 
vocate of the supremacy of Congress: that the States 
sometimes have put on airs, but they have always been 
wrong, and that South Carolina is particularly reprehen- 
sible for the opinions put forthby her. Ido not envy the 
gentleman the complaisance he derives, by the reference 
to his consistency and supposed orthodoxy. 

The doctrine of divine right, and passive obedience, has 
no charms for me. If { thought as the Senator from 
Maine, Í would not avow-~1 would conceal it. His senti- 
ments accord with the prerogative party-—the Govern- 
ment party. I speak not in the sense in which the terms 
are used in this country——not in the odious association 
connected. with ‘our revolutionary history--but as the 
terms are used in England, when I say the sentiments of 
the Senator from Maine would locate him with the tory 
party. In every free country, having the claim to consti- 
tutional liberty, mankind will divide into those who take 
sides with the power, and those who take sides with the 
people. ‘The old English whig is not the less a friend of 
his country, and the enemy of anarchy and revolution, be- 
cause he resists the power of the crown, and maintains 
the constitutional rights of the people. The principles of 
South Carolina’ are the whig principles—the principles 
which dethroned the Stuarts, and achieved our revolution. 
They are the principles which brought Mr. Jefferson into 
power, and upon which the maintenance of our constitu- 
tional liberty rests. Our creed may be summed up in 
this--the declaration of our right to resist encroachment 
and usurpation, arid the determination to use the reserved 
rights of the people against the assumed power of the 
Government. The avowal of these opinions calls forth 


the animadversion and reprelension of the Senators from 
Kentucky and Maine. Let me tell the Senators that there 
is nothing: in the qualities of these ‘sentiments, neither in 
the sources whence they sprang, the effects they have 
produced, nor their moral influence upon civil society, 
which is calculated to bring a blush upon the check of 
those who avow them. We believe the people did not 
invest this Government.with absolute and supreme power; 
that some rights were reserved to the people of the States, 
as.States; and that the people of the States must, from ne- 
cessity; be the guardian of their rights. It is idle to tell 
me I have rights which I have no meansto enforce. Itis 
a mere illusion to tell me that the States have rights, as 
opposed to the Federal-Government, and that those rights 
are to be protected by the Federal Government. Itis com- 
mitting. the lamb to the wolf. ‘There is no difference be- 
tween a right which does not exist, and a right which can- 
not be enforced. 1 place no value on an imperfect right: 
a private title to lands, where the statute of frauds is in 
force, is no title at all. It isa solemn mockery to tell the 
States that they have certain rights reserved, but they can 
be asceptained only by subtracting them from those which 
the Federal Government may choose, without control or 
restraint, to ‘exercise. I can illustrate my opinions on 
this subject with no more force than by relating a familiar 
and friendly conversation with one of my constituents on 
the disputed powers of the two Governments. He told 
me he was opposed to the doctrine of nullification, but 
asked my opinion upon the matter; whereupon, I got out 
of my sulky, and marked on the ground a square, and 
said to him, ‘Now, these lines contain the whole of your 
land; you sell half to me, with the usual covenants; I take 
possession, and very soon begin to trespass beyond what 
you sold me; you protest against this, and ask by what 
authority 1 pass the line; to which I reply, itis true the 
boundary expressed in the premises of your deed has been 
passed by me, but there is a clause—the habendum, which 
says I am to have and to hold the land, together with all 
rights, appurtenances, &c. thereunto incident, or any- 
wise appertaining. Now, one of these incidental rights 
is just to take as much of your reserved land as suits my 
convenience, or my interest. To this you reply, this is not 
a fair construction of the deed. Very well, we will go to 
law; but who is to decide? When 1 gravely teH you, my 
servant, my faithful, intelligent servant is to decide; he, 
and he only, shall decide this matter--would not your 
indignation rise at the avowal of such unparalleled injus- 
tice and effrontery?” 

With this illustration I left my friend to his reflections, 
and the next time I saw him he informed me he was now for 
nullification; he saw, very clearly, that the States had no 
rights, unless they had some way of protecting them. 

Would any man in his senses make a bargain such as is 
here described, and confer on the person intercsted the 
right to appoint, : pay, and dismiss the person who is to 
decide on it? This is the pretension set up by the Gene- 


‘ral Government, to construe its own charter, and take 


what it pleases, and, in case of resistance, to refer the 
matter to its creatures, liable to be operated on by in- 
creased salaries, or the judgment influenced by additional 
sclected incumbents. Instead of creating a batch of new 
peers, you can create a batch of manufacturing judges. 
If we become a party to a compact containing such pro- 
visions, we are bound to submit; but it must be very clear 
language which would satisfy a rational mind that any 
intelligent people would so compromise their rights. 
Against such a conclusion we have the great names of 
Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Hamilton, Parsons, 
Roane, and McKean, backed by the great body of the 
democratic party. i 
Sir, I have said we have these great names, besides 
common sense, the fair construction of the English lan- 
guage, and our Anglo-Saxon notions of liberty, to sustain 
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us. General Washington, in his farewell address, makes} check the usurpations of the State Government; and-these 
the following observation: l will have the same disposition towards the General Go- 
“It is important, likewise, that.the habits of thinking, | vernment. The people, by throwing themselves into 
in a fice country, should inspire caution in those entrusted | either scale, will make it preponderate. If their rights 
with its administration, to confine themselves within their lare invaded by either, they can make use of the other as 
respective constitutional spheres, avoiding, in the exer-|the-instrument of redress. How wise will it be in them, 
cise of the powers of one department, to encroach upon| by cherishing. the Union, to preserve for themselves an 
another. The spirit of encroachment tends to- consoli-| advantage which can never be too highly prized.” 
date the powers of all the departmentsin one, and thusto) «In the compound republic of America, the power sur- 
create, whatever the form of government, a real despot-| rendered by the people is first divided. between two dis- 
ism. A just estimate of that love of power, and prone-jtinct Governments, and then the power. allotted to. each 
ness to abuse it, which predominates in the human heart, | subdivided among distinct and separate -depavtments. 
is sufficient to satisfy us of the truth of this position, The| Hence a double security arises to the rights of the peo- 
necessity of reciprocal checks in the exercise of political) ple. The different Governments will control each other, 
power, by dividing and distributing it into different de-|at the same time that each will be controlled by the peo- 


positories, and constituting each the guardian of the 
public weal against invasion by the others, has been 


ple.” : . 
“Itis well known that, in the Roman republic, the le- > 


evinced by experiments, ancient and modern: some of|gislative authority, in the last resort, resided for ages in 


them in our own country, and under our eyes. To pre- 
serve them must be as necessary.as to institute them. If, 
in the opinion of the people, the distribution er modifica- 
tion of the constitutional powers be, in any particular, 
wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment in the way 
which the constitution designates. But let there be no 
change by usurpation: for though this, in one instance, 
may be the instrument of good, it is the customary wea- 
pon by which free Governments are destroyed. The 
precedent must always greatly overbalance, in permanent 
evil, any partial or transient benefit which the use can, 
at any time, yield.” 

What is the meaning of the necessity of reciprocal 
checks in the exercise of political power, by. dividing and 
distributing into different depositories, and constituting 
each the guardian of the public weal against the invasion 
of the other, unless it means that the States who have po- 
litical rights, as opposed to federal rights, must be the 
guardian of them? The father of his country has caution- 
ed against consolidating all power into the hands of the 
Federal Government, and its tendency to despotism. He 
has not only pointed out the danger, but suggested the 
remedy—the constituting each power the guardian of the 
public weal against invasion by the other. 

_ Let us now hear Colonel Mamilton—not in the conven- 
tion, insisting what the constitution should be, nor in the 
Treasury Department, carrying out his high-toned princi- 
ples, but in his address to the people of the States, per- 
suading them to adopt the constitution, and giving a com- 
mentary. which has always been considered almost as 
binding as the text. He maintains, in various numbers, 
the powers and rights of the States, as will be seen by 
reference to his writings in the Federalist: : 

‘Ifa number of political societies enter into a larger 


political society, the laws which the latter may enact, pur- 


suant to the powers entrusted to it by its constitution, 
must necessarily be supreme over those societies, and the 
individuals of whom they are composed. But it will not 
follow from this doctrine that acts of the larger society, 
which arc not pursuant to its constitutional power, but 
which are invasions of the residuary authorities of the 
smaller societies, will become the supreme law of the 
land. These will be merely acts of usurpation, and will 
deserve to -be treated as such.’ Such a law, he says 
again, ‘would not be the supreme law of the land, but 
* usurpation of power not granted by the constitution.” 

“It may safely be received asan axiom in our political 
system, that the State Government will, in all possible 
contingencies, afford complete security against invasions 
of the public liberty by the national authority. Projects 
of usurpation cannot be masked under pretence so likely 
to escape the penetration of select bodies of men as of the 
people at large.” ; 

“ Power being almost always the rival of power, the 
General Government will, at all times, stand ready to 

You. VILL.—29 


two different political bodies—not as branches of the same 
legislature, but as distinct and independent legislatures, 
in each of which an opposite interest prevailed—in one 
the Patrician, in the other the Plebian. Many arguments 
might have been adduced to prove the unfitness of two 
such seemingly contradictory authorities, each having 
power to annul or repeal the acts of the other. Buta 
man would have been regarded as frantic who should have 
attempted, at Rome, to disprove their existence. And 
yet these two legislatures existed for ages, and the Ro- 
man republic attained to the pinnacle of human greatness.” 

Mr. Jefferson, in the Kentucky resolutions, maintains 
the doctrine we contend for, in terms not to be mistaken: 
he who runs may read it. The following sentiments from 
the pen of that great man cover the whole ground:. 

“The several States composing the United States of 
America are not united onthe principle of unlimited sub- 
mission to the General Government; but that by compact, 
under the style and title of a constitution for the United 
States, and of amendments thereto, they constituted a Ge- 
neral Government for special purposes; delegated to that 
Government certain definite powers, reserving, each State 
to itself, the residuary mass of right to their own ‘self- 
government; and that, whensoever the General Govern- 
ment assumes undelegated powers, its acts are unauthori- 
tative, void, and of no force; that to this compact each 
State acceded, as a State, and as an integral party, its 
co-States forming to itself the other party; that the Go- 
vernment, created by this compact, was not made the ex- 
clusive or final judge of the extent of the powers dele- 
gated to itself—since that would have made its discretion, 
and -not the constitution, the measure of its power; but 
that, as in all cases of compacts among parties having no 
common judge, each party has an equal right to judge 
for itself, as well of infractions as of the mode and measure 
of redress.” 

In the Virginia resolutions, from the pen of Mr. Madi- 
son, we find the following position maintained: 

“*It appears to your committee to be a plain principle, 
founded in common sense, illustrated by common prac- 
tice, and essential to the nature of compacts, that, where 
resort can be-had to no tribunal superior to the authority 
of the parties, the parties themselves must be the rightful 


judges in the last resort, whether the bargain has been 


pursued or violated. PNE? 

“ The constitution of the United States was formed by 
the sanction of the States, given by each itits sovereign 
capacity. It adds to the stability and dignity, as well as 
to the authority of the constitution, that it rests on this-le- 
gitimate and solid foundation. The States, then, being the 
parties of the constitutional compact, and in their sove- 
reign capacity, it follows, of necessity, that there can be no 
tribunal above their authority, to decide, in the last resort, 
whether the compact is made by them or violated, and con- 
sequently that, as parties to it, they must themselves de- 
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cide, in the last resort, such questions as may be of suffi- 
cient magnitude to require their-intérposition.”” ` 

I refer to this report for its own intrinsic and unanswer- 
able reasoning; not’ becatise it is the opinion of Madison, 
but because the principles contained in that report were 
adopted and recognised by the democratic republican 
party. This great civilian was at that time inthe prime of 
life, ‘surrounded by patriots, and sustained by pure princi- 
ples. That his opinions, before or after this time, should 
vary from this report, matters nothing. The question is, 
when.was he right? In the convention, when he avowed 
the States ‘* were only corporations, having the power to 
‘make laws, and those effectual only, if they are not contra- 

-dictory to the: general confederation—-when he avowed 
‘thé “States ought to be placed under the control of the 
: General Government, at least as much so as they were un- 
-der‘the King and British Parliament? In his letter to the 
‘North American Review, when he maintained the supre- 
Macy of the federal judiciary? or, in 1799, when he wrote 
his masterly commentary on the principles of our Govern- 
‘ment—to be found in the State paper from which the 
-aboveé is an extract? 

Sir, we rest upon the great names to which Ihave refer- 
xed, Ave these authorities to be contemned? and is South 
‘Carolina put under the ban, whilst she follows truth and 
correct principles, illustrated and enforced by the illustri- 
ous patriots of 1776--1798? 

Let us advert to the constitution itself, and see how far 
its plain import will sustain the doctrine that the rights 
of the States are alone to be determined by the federal 
judiciary. 

«The judicial power shall extend to all casesin law and 
equity, arising under the constitution, the laws of the 
United States, and the treaties made, or which shall be 
made, under their authority,” &c. 

“In all cases affecting ambassadors, other public mi- 
nisters, and consuls, and those in which a State shall bea 
party, the Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction, 
hoth as to law and fact, with such exceptions and under 
such regulations as the Congress shall make.” 

There is no mention made of appeals from State courts 
here. Under the terms ‘such regulations as Congress 
shall make,” are the States chained down. 

In partitioning out the federal powers between the ex- 
ecutive, legislative, and judicial departments, no one 
should suppose that the States can be considered as ad- 
verted to. The Presidentis to have certain powers, Con- 
gress to have certain powers, and the judges to exercise 
certain powers—all obviously federalin theirnature. The 
President is not to see a State law executed; Congress is not 
to legislate for the States; and why is it,that, under gencral 
phrases, used with reference to the partition of the federal 
powers, it is assumed that the Supreme Court is to revise 
and execute judgments of the State courts? If the State 
‘courtshad béen within the scope of the meaning of inferior 
courts, subject’ to the appellate power of the Supreme 
Court, why declare that they should be bound by the con- 
stitution, laws, statutes, in a distinct and separate clause? 

We are told by the Chief Justice, in his life of Washing- 
ton, that the federal constitution was committed, after its 
adoption, tothe federal party; and, it seems, what it lack- 
‘ed.of energy, they determined to acquire by legislation. 

The judiciary act sprang. into existence, embodying 
principles which were repudiated in the convention, and 
which, toa certain extent, have never been acquiesced in, 
notwithstanding the ingenious devices resorted to, by con- 
struction, to subyert the authority of the States. 

Without denying the authority of the judiciary act, 
there is stit a redeeming spirit in the constitution, which 
rises above all artifice, and bids defiance to every scheme 
of federal subjugation. So long as the trial by jury shall 
be preseryed, it is impossible to enslave the people of this 
commonwealth; and when it is recollected that your laws 


cannot be enforced without the aid of juries, whose inte- 
rests and prejudices will be interposed to save their coun- 
trymen, federal legislation and federal judges are impo- 
tent'and powerless, for purposes of tyranny and oppression. 

It is true, upon a late occasion, in open defiance of the 
principles of the letter of the constitution, the right ofthe 
trial by jury has been violated, and the liberty of her citi- 
zens invaded by a course of reasoning as arbitrary and des- 
potic as ever signalized the judgments of the courts during 
the reign of the Stuarts. Such infractions upon the con- 
stitution cannot be successfully repeated; andifthey should 
be, the State authorities have complete power to counter- 
act them; and we have no right to presume such authority 
will not be called forth in vindication of this palladium of- 
civil liberty. There is no usurpation against which I would 
bring the reserved rights of a State into action in its most 
efficient form, sooner than in maintaining the trial by jury- 

There is scarcely any Iaw in which I would not acqui- 
esce, when enforced by neighbors and friends—by those 
having similar rights and similar feelings. 'Fhis is our last 
peaceable refuge-—the sanctuary which is not to be vio- 
lated without State authority interposing to punish the 
sacrilege, 

The Senator from Maine has referred.to Olmstead’s ease 
in Pennsylvania, to prove the folly of a State attempting 
to resist the federal authority; and has humorously spoken 
of Gen. Bright. This is an authority on our side, rather 
than otherwise; it shows what were the opinions of those 
truly democratic statesmen and patriots, Snyder, Mekcan, 
and Tilghman. Can any doubt, bul the commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania would have prevailed in that controversy, 
but for the decision of her own chief justice against her? 
And although he decided the point then in issue against 
the State, he still maintained the right of the State judges 
to protect her citizens against usurped authority by the 
Federal Government. Olmstcad’s case no more proves 
the want of power in the State authorities to protect her 
citizens’ rights, than the case of Tassels and Cohen proves 
the want of authority of the United States’ court, to protect 
their citizens against State usurpation. 

In the case of Olmstead, Chief Justice Tilghman main- 
tained the jurisdiction of the State court, but refused to 
act inthat specific instance. In the case of Tassels and 
Cohen, the Supreme Court did precisely the same; they 
considered prudence the better part of valor. ‘Phe Fede- 
ral Government ought to be cautious how it tries its 
strength. The Popes, in the proudest days of their power, 
chose to govern rather by fear than force. Let the Se- 
nate remember, Bonaparte lost his throne by his march to 
Moscow. The Federal Government relics more on its 
moral than physical force to sustain itself. ‘The people 
owe allegiance to two separate Governments, and may, on 
a conflict of authority, elect which they will obey. A 
judge has no power, without the posse comitatus. Fede- 

al laws cannot be enforced, but by the people of the 
States. The laws of Congress, and the laws of the State, 
operate upon the same territory, and depend on one pco- 
ple for their execution; where they conflict, they may be 
considered as two overseers on the same plantation, giving 
contrary orders; the slaves may clect which to obey; and 
if confusion arises, the master must come forward and ad- 
just the difficulty, control the overseers, lay down the rule 
and enforce it. So must the whole people of the United 
States, who are the only master, in case confusion arises 
between the State and federal jurisdiction, come forward. 
It was thus they did in the case of Chisholm against the 
State of Georgia, when Georgia refused to submit to the 
Supreme Court. It is unwise and impolitic for this Go- 
vernment to put the skill of the State Governments to the 
test, in eluding and baffling its laws. If a State Legisla- 
ture were to make the collection of duties beyond a cer- 
tain extent penal, say petit larceny, how would you save 
your officer from the consequences incident to such legis- 
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lation? The State judges would try, the juries convict, |right to put their construction on the extent -of their 
and the sheriff inflict forthwith the punishment; and of] powers; that the Federal Government will always construe 
what avail would your writ of error or appellate jurisdic-| for itself, and enforce by its authority its own.construction. 
tion be, suppasing it to- exist, which is not. conceded? If] Of course, this must necessarily belong to the Federal 
you persist in this reckless disregard of public opinion, | Government. The question, then, would resolve itself 
your authority in certain sections of the Union.will be con- finto this—would a small man permit a larger ene quietly 
temned, scouted, scoffed at, and. become a reproach and |to take a position on his. toes, and refuse to push him off, 
aby-word. Listen to what that able and enlightened ju-| merely because the larger one might resent apd punish 
vist, Chief Justice Parsons, laid down upon this-subject. |him for doing what he had the most unquestionable.right 
‘An act of usurpation is not obligatory—it is not law;|to do? -And here let me remark on the specific. differ- 
any man may be justified in. his resistance to it: let him/ence between South Carolina and Georgia nullification. 
be considered ‘as a criminal by the General Government, | In the case just.referred to, the Georgian ‘would knock: 
yet his own fellow-citizens alone can convict him—they | down the trespasser without notice, and the South Caro- 
are his jury; and if they pronounce him innocent, not all|linian would say, my friend, stand off my toes, or I will 
the powers of Congress can hurt him—and innocent they | push you off; noné but the coward will submit to tlie: in- 
certainly will pronounce him, if the supposed law which]vasion of his personal rights. No one ought to.act on 
he resisted was an act of usurpation.” the supposition of danger resulting from what he hasa 
Sir, one-half of the States of this Union have avowed, {right to do. i eer 
and acted on the principle, that.the States have rights, | There can be no doubt but, in conceding to Congress 
and the means of enforcing them. Massachusetts, Maine; | the power to levy taxes, thé objects upon which the 
New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Connecticut, Ohio, [taxes are to operate must be selected by that body. In 
Virginia, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Kentuc- selecting, however, the articles for taxation, the constitu- 
ky. And the Senator from Maine is entirely mistaken | tion again takes care that injustice shall not be done. The 
im supposing they have always been vanquished in the/taxes must be uniforms any design to violate this rule 
controversy. Sometimes the Federal Government has| would be unconstitutional. In fact, the constitution was 
prevailed, sometimes the States, but generally good sense] intended to secure life, liberty, and property; and no legis- 
and mutual forbearance have adjusted the controversy. {lative device can be resorted to, to pierce the panoply 
Considering the situation of Maine at this time, the| which that instrument throws'over the rights and liberties 
‘opinions expressed as well as by that State as by Massa-| of the people of this country. It is an entire protection, 
chusetts on the subject-of the Northeastern boundary, I} even the heel cannot be wounded; and when i+ shall cease 
think the Senator from Maine maintains his consistency | to subserve his purpose, our Government, henceforth will . 
rather at the expense of public opinion, and'the local in- degenerate into a despotism—an irresponsible. despotism. 
terest of his Constituents; and there is but one ground upon} Upon the expediency and Policy of this system the free 
which I can justify his course. If, by loyalty to the Fede-}trade reports, memorials, and arguments of those: who 
have preceded me, wilt save me the trouble of ¢ ing 


ral Government, he can get it to interpose to protect the 
rights of Maine, it will be better than to let Maine, single | much in detail at thistime. It has been.said that the ome 
handed, struggle for them. market has beer, improved: for agricultural products 
_ The Senator from Maine thinks, because he stood up|through the agency of this system. T have no doubt 
for the Federal Government, against State authority, du-|the free trade policy would: greatly increase the demand 
ring the late war, that he has a right now to take to him-] for most of the agricultural products. And to sustain 
selt the same credit for standing forth its champion in pro-| this position, I quote the following judicious observations: 
found peace. He tells us the times have changed, and]. << Phe Free Trade System.—Some idea of its advantages 
we have changed with them. I contend that it was per- | aver the restrictive, may be seen by comparing the amount. 
imported, when the duties were one hundred ‘eents per 


fectly. right in the gentleman to sustain the Government 
of the Union during the war; and equally right now to gallon on Madeira wine, with the same when the ‘duty: 
was reduced to fifty cents. : : 


sustain the Government of the States. 
Under different circumstances different rules of conduct By the first, the customs received, as per Mr. ne 


are perfectly defensible, and the gentleman might maintain Ingham’s report - ee * $97,000: 
his consistency of action at the expense of becoming ridicu- By the second, as per Mr. McLane’s report” 95, 000+ 
tone When he isin deep water, we should expect him to : f $ . = 
use the swimming motion; when on land, we should expect : : -Diff ; 5 
am to arr and walk. Ihave seen itstated of a ES RESI bike 
tleman who fell overboard in a river, that he was so alarm- | After dedueting charge ofc i f | : 
5 : § 3 of collectin ` 1,900- 
edat the thoughts of drownin g he continued, after he : 2 E - i 


was safe on shore, to swim. _ During the war, we were} «For this nineteen hundred dollarsless at the custom- 
struggling in deep water, and it wasall right forthe honor-{house, the country derive a benefit of about two hundred 
pane eee to swim then; but now he is upon the terra thousand dollars per annum for there being imported. ’ 
Srna, det kim Tepe from the river; let him stand erect /nearly double the quantity of wine; the exports, whether- 
a Oran ana l tate rights. But it is said, if the Gene-]in the shape of codfish, flour, or rice, would be that much. 
i mae has not the power against all opposition | greater to pay for it, besides the advantages the naviga- 
o suppor itself, our Union is a rope of sand. ‘This is alton secured by carrying so much more; and people in 
mere fa lacy; the Government rests, at last, upon the] moderate citeumstances can afford to drink a glass of good. 
States, and is founded on the supposition that the people | wine instead of deleterious trash.” ` 
wii po tlicir own interest, sustain it, Cannot the States,| The Senator from Rhode Island has gone into a cal. 
y re nee to act, dissolve the Government? May they|culation to show that, upon the supposition that  the-, 
not retuse to'elect Senators, electors, and. members to the duty increases the price of the article, the ‘cotton-plapta 
pter House? Does this make the “Government a rope of ing States derive an enormous increase of their nmg- 
sand! „ Fhe question is, will the people do what is oppos- {fits by the tax of three cents per pound on cotton sine. 
en to their own interest? Have they not intelligence and by establishing this acknowledged absurdity, sup'soses he 
forecast enough to govern themselves? This is presumed | will escape from the argument, so far as regnrds the dut 
by the theory of our Government... Is there any danger | on cotton goods. The fair way to test this matter is to 
that the weaker power will resist the stronger one, unless repeal the duty on both. I pledge myself, if the Senator 
itis clearly right? But it is said that both parties have a | will yote to repeal the duty on manufactured cotton goods, 
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Iwill vote to répeal the duties on raw cotton. It is not jwe bad just escaped from a hazardous war; the 
pretended that the tax operates as an incréase of the price [tures to a certain extent sprang up under war duties; 
of the domestic article, to the whole amount of the tax in | Bonaparte had. been put down; the whole disposable 
every instance.’ But we are told the duties reduce the prices | British force had been thrown upon our shores; our capi- 
of the artiéle, and that, iti progress of time, weshall be sup- jtal.had been sacked and burnt; Baltimore assailed; their 
plied with the domestic fabric at prices below the foreign |squadrons fell down the Chesapeake, passed South, 
article. 'Thisdoes not seem likely to be the result, as ap- | threatened Charleston, making only a bow to Fort Moultrie; 
pears frorh the following letter, written by an intelligent|attacked New Orleans, were gloriously defeated, and 
merchant of Columbia, South Carolina, from New York: {soon after a treaty of peace put an end to the war: cotton 

f jrose from seven cents to thirty; aid while prosperous be- 
[yond measure, exulting in the arms of peace, and triumph- 
ing over the trophies'of the war, we consented, upon the 
pure principles of benevolence, to sustain, by liberal legis- 
lation, the manufacturing interest. And this is brought 
forward against the South as a criminal charge. You 
asked us then-for a pittance asa bounty, because it was 


given you; now, with a pistol presented at our breast, 
demand all we have. ` 


gS New York, September, 1831. 
=" Dran Sır: I have forwarded you some New York pa- 
pers, and now discharge what I feel tobe a duty, in stating 
` tö you the: state of this market; this I could do with some 
a cy, by saying at once that there is an advance of 
twenty per cent. in all descriptions of staple goods, such 
as are indispensable to planters. I will, however, go more 
into details. Since September, 1830, 


Nails have advanced 1 ct. per lb, 20 per ct. I believe I speak the truth when I say the average pro- 
Bar lead se h «“ 25 s dact of the South Carolina planter is not more than six 
Bale roping“ 3 ce 40 «6 hundred pounds of cotton to the hand; and the Senator 
Anvils and vices 2 to 3* 26 «6 from Louisiana, who sits near me, who is good authority 


White lead (25 kegs) 31 cts. per keg 124 “ 
Hardware has advanced in price from ten to twenty per 
_ cent. All descriptions of domestic goods, such as brown 
and bleached homespuns, striped homespuns, checks, 
tickling, negro clothing, &c., have advanced twenty per 
cent. in twelve months; and cotton yarns twenty-five per 
cent. Dufil blankets and coarse woollens, about twenty 
per cent.” ` 

Every planter in the Southern country knows that these 
articles have increased in price. The continued assertion, 
by the manufacturers, that the higher the duty, the 
cheaper the article, is just about as true as the proposi- 
tion that, by putting a fish into a tub of watgr, the weight 
is not thereby. increased; and the latter would be quite as 
susceptible of proof by learned dissertations on hydrosta- 
tics, “as the other is by pretenders to political and statistical 
infallibility.. One thing we all know, that something can- 
not come out of nothing; that we pay, now, nearly 
thirty milions in taxes, drawn from imports. If the duties 
are taken off articles not manufactured in the United 
States, one of two things must happen, cither that the fo- 
reign article, burdened with the duty, will be consumed, 
or that it will be excluded by the domestic article. If con- 
sumed, it proves that the tax increases the price; if not 
consumed, where will you get your revenue? If domestic 
fabrics fall below the price of the forcign article, then the 
tax will prohibit the foreign article, and we shall have no 
revenue. Sir, this will not be the result; the forcign 
article will -still be imported, consumed, and the people 
taxed. o o a 

It will be recollected: that, two years since, a company 
was incorporated ‘in: South Carolina to make a railroad 
from Charleston to Hamburg; and they applied to Congress 
to assist: them. «While the result of this application and 
the extent of their means remained uncertain, an intelli- 
gent capitalist told me that, if the scheme failed, the com- 
pany would realize, in the purchase of manufactured iron, 
which paysa less duty than the raw material, the sum of 
one hundred thousand dollars upon the iron purchased for 
the railroad in Europe, by selling it for common agricultural 
purposes. With such facts as these before us, who can 
subscribe to the doctrine that the duty decreases the price? 

‘We have on our tables, essays, written to prove that it 
is all nonsense to take off any of the taxes. Is it not palpa- 
ble that those who think so, do not pay them, but derive 
the benefit therefrom? ' 

When gentlemen are driven from every position be- 
hind which they entrench themselves, they fall back upon 
vested rights, and tell us it was the South that imposed 
this system; they get furious, and say, it was you that have 
done the mischief. Now, what are the facts? In 1816, 


on this subject, admits that, with this result, the expenses 
of such a planting interest must equal the income. Can 
any one doubt, then, that the duty of forty per cent. 
might as well be laid upon the exports as imports? Accord- 
ing to this rule, the Government gets two hundred and 
forty weight, and the planter three hundred and sixty, of 
the product of each laborer. And yet the honorable Se- 
nator from Kentucky has gonc intoacaleulation to prove 
that South Carolina does not pay an equal portion of the 
taxes. Assuming the aggregate amount of the imports of 
the whole State to be eight millions, and that our aggre- 
gate expenses equal our income, it would follow, as a 
mathematical certainty, that we pay from three to four 
millions as our portion of the taxes. It is considered by 
the manufacturers a species of crime, on our part, to own 
slaves; but ‘I can tell these philanthropists that their 
policy makes us cannibals; for it is not at all uncommon 
with us, for benevolent masters to be forced to sell their 
slaves to pay for their subsistence; and many planters may 
be said literally to be living on their capital. Jf the 
average product of the cotton planter were as great as 
the Senator from Kentucky estimated it, T should be less 
inclined to censure the Government for its exactions. 
{Here Mr. CLAY explained, by saying his position was, 
that the average of the whole of the cotton-planting States, 
according to information received by him, he believed to 
be equal to five bales.] Thismay be so; f only speak ofthe 
product of that part of the country with which T am ac- 
quainted, when 1 say 1 believe the same does Not exceed two 
bales. ‘Che Senator from Ohio seems to think the planter 
can escape from the tax imposed on.imports, by selling his 
produce in Liverpool, depositing his money in bank, and 
then selling bills drawn onit. But let me ask, where, in the 
mean time, are those articles to come from, which, accord- 
ing to the admission of the Senator from Louisiana, are equal 
to the proceeds of the sale of the crop? The planter or his 
slaves cannot wear money, or cat money; he must import 
the articles, without which his business cannot go on; or 
he must bring home his money, and buy at an increased 
price those taxed articles from the domestic manufacturer, 

I call the attention of the Senate to a publication fur- 
nished by the Senator from Louisiana, as to the compara- 
tive results of the sugar planter of Louisiana, and the 
cotton planter of South Carolina; the one protected, and 
the other prostrated, by the Government. 

‘The capital invested in a plantation capable of pro- 
ducing, by the best management, 400,000 pounds of su- 
gar, and 10,000 gallons of molasses, worth on the plantation 
23,000 dollars, must consist as follows: 

1,500 acres of land, at $50 per acre - 75,000 

90 hands, at $600 each = - - j 54,000 
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40 pairs of working oxen, at $50 - 2,000 | If the West be the country it is represented to be, why is 
40 horses, at $100 oa - - 4,000] it that such an'immense sum has been. conferred on its in- 
Horizontal sugar mill = - - 4,000 | habitants in the shape of bounties, in. their purchase of 
2 sets of boilers, at $1,500 each - - 3,000} public land? _ It appears from evidence I have before me, 
Buildings of all descriptions - - 25,000 | upwards of sixteen millions have been remitted to the pur- 
12 carts `- - - = - 1,200 | chasers of public land. The South has been liberal. 
80 ploughs - - - - < 300| When it was prosperous, the tariff of 1816 was conceded 
All other utensils, such as timber, wheels, by them; when purchasers of public lands said they could 

hoes, spades, axes, scythes, &c. - 1,500] not comply with their contracts, their purchases have been 
` — ‘remitted. When we stand upon our chartered rights, who™ 
$170,000] can now upbraid us witha want of patriotism? “The tim 


“ The annual expenses on the above 


plantation cost 10,700 
dollars in the following items: ` 


Provisions of allkinds , - - - 3,500 
Clothing of all sorts = - e - ~ 1,570 
Medical attendance and medicine  - - 500 
Annual losses in negroés - - - 1,500 
Taxes . - - - - 500 
Horses and oxen - - - - 1,200 
Repairs of buildings - - - - 700 
Ploughs, carts, &e. - - - - 300 
Overseer, - - - - - 1,000 

$10,700 


«© Two crops of cane are generally made in succession 
on the same land, one of plant cane, the other of the 
second year’s growth; it then lies fallow two years, or is 
planted in corn and beans. 


Gross proceeds > £ 7 - $23,000 
Expenses - - x - - 10,000 
Nett proceeds - - - - 12,300 


Being about 7 per cent. on the capital invested.” 

I have in my possession accounts of sales of a cotton plan- 
tation in South Carolina, with about the same capital, and 
the proceeds are less than three thousand dollars! The 
last year with us has been an unfavorable one; but five 
thousand dollars is a fair average estimate of this planta- 
tion; by this it will be seen that the gross amount of the 
cotton planter is not half as much as the expenditure of 
the sugar planter, with the same capital, the one making 
a gross amount of $23,000, the other of $5,000; and yet the 
sugar planter is to be enriched at the expense of the cot- 
ton planter, through the agency of the Government. 
We do not envy the prosperity of other sections, from 
causes beyond our control; our labor is now unproduc- 
tive: we ask nothing but the right to use what God and 
nature has given us; and this is denied us to favor interests 
vastly more prosperous than we are. 

What has been done for the four Southern States, Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia? No- 
thing!—-literally, nothing! This is the proscribed region; 
we are made to feel the Government, not by the bounties 
it confers, but the burdens it imposes. It is here that con- 
tending parties for political power assail each other, with- 
out the least respect to the opinions, interests, or preju- 
dices of the inhabitants of the country. The honorable 
Senator from Kentucky makes a merit of turning his back 
on us, Sir, what have’ we done to provoke the ven- 
geance of ourbrethren? Did we not assist to achieve our 
independence? Did not South Carolina furnish her share 
of men and money to maintain the cause of the revolution? 
Did we not stand by our country during the late war? 
What portion of the funded debt came to the South? 
What portion of the pensions does she receive? What 
portion of the appropriations for internal improvement? 
How much of the public land? Of this we complain not; 
we ask nothing but equal laws, and that the Government 
should not sequester our estates; and divest us of what 
lawfully belongs to us. When we complain of the action of 
your laws upon our industry, we are told to remove to the 
vich lands inthe West. “Is this 
legislation shall drive us into exile? 
for the Indian, which you have not 


has arrived when, if we do not take care of our own hous 
hold, we shall be ‘worse than infidels.- : ae Fina 

The Senator from Kentucky has told us that cotton plant- 
ing is the most successful and prosperous labor in the 
country. I have shown that it is plainly not so in South’ 
Carolina. And he has alluded to the non-consumption 
resolutions adopted some two or three years since, on the 
subject of Western live stock.. It is true we did feel dis- 
satisfied that a people, apparently deriving so greata be~ 
nefit from our staple, should combine with an alien interest 
to break it down; and these resolutions were. resorted to, 
as well to open the eyes of the people of the Western 
States, as to make an experiment how far we could fallin . 
with the restrictive system. There is but one. of two 
courses left to oppose the unjust restriction of commerce; 
cither te throw it off, or fallin and make the most of it. 
A large portion of South Carolina would be benefited by 
excluding Western live stock; but these. demonstrations 
against the Western trade, although tending’ to lessen it, 
were soon found insufficient; voluntary associations to re- 
sist the prohibitory system can scarcely succeed, when 
smuggling will go on against the severest penalties. When 
we found the friends of the American, system among us 
profiting by our voluntary.restrictions, we had nothing left 
but to trade with the innocent Kentuckian, who abjured 
the tariff, orto trade with the smuggling Carolinian, who 
was a friend of the tariff. As public sentiment, through- 
out South Carolina, seemed opposed to the restrictive 
system, in all its forms, free trade has been resumed with 
the West, and is still carried on, I believe, as one of the 
principal sources of the commerce and wealth of that 
country. Those interested in grazing, and live stock, are 
thought to exceed far those interested in manufactures, in 
that region. This will be seen by the following commu- 
nication, which 1 doubt not the correctness of: 

To the Editors of the Kentucky Reporter. 
i l CumBeRLAND Forn, Jan. 5. 

Dear Sin: As heretofore, I send you the amount of 
stock passing this place, on the Wilderness and Turnpike 
road, during the year 1831, for markets, which, perhaps, 
some of-your many readers may be: desirous of knowing, 
to wit: 3 


Horses, - - - - - 4,077 
Mules, - - - - . 1,999 
ES Total, - 6,076 
Hogs, (including 307 shoats drove i 
with beef cattle,) - - - 71,459, 
Stall-fed beef cattle, - - > 842. 
Sheep, - - - - 387- 
Probable amount of all, - - ., $980,000. 


We have been told that the abolition of the Tights of 
primogeniture was the cause of depression at the South; 
that we are too poor to live, too proud to work, too honor- 
able to resort to ignoble means, atid hence we rush into 
nullification. The Senator from Kentucky is entirely mis- 
taken in the character of our laws, the habits of the people, 
and causes which urge them on to nullification. We have 


your remedy, that your|a law with us which subjects all. idlers, strollers from 
Have you sympathies | tavern to tavern, loungers, disorderly persons following 
for the white people? | no lawful employment, to be taken up for vagrancy; and I 
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have known a man deposite his cash ip security for his 
. good behavior, as the only alternative left him from be- 
ing sold ag a slave to some one who would make him work. 
There is not a more laborious or‘industrious people in the 
world. than the people of South Carolina; they live by 
work, while others live by their wits. The only portion 
of our population who are exempted, by courtesy, from 
working, is the female part. With us, the men support 
their families by their industry; the fathers and sons save 
the mothers and sisters from the rays of the sun, or a de- 
-pendence on strangers. It is said the progress of civiliza- 
tion:is marked by the estimate in which the female por- 
tionis beld in society. Among the savages and barbarians, 
“itis.considered degrading for the males to work; they 
~ hunt,.fish,-and engage in war, but the females till the 
ground, hoe the corn, and make something to subsist on. 
From the display made of female industry in this debate, 
I should be inclined to think we were retrograding to a 
state of barbarism. From a letter before me, taking a sin- 
gle cotton factory as a sample, the whole number of fe- 
males employed in the cotton factories is sixty-six thou- 
sand.. Where are the men? what are they doing? Why 
do they not take the burden of subsistence and protection 
of those females? If I had it in my power, I would make 
it a penal offence for a manufacturer to engage, in his 


employment, an unmarried female, in the lifetime of 


either parent. The little pittance thus made is but a poor 
equivalent for the hazard and danger to which their health, 
peace, virtue, and honor, are exposed. If we cannot 
boast of female operatives in manufacturing establishments, 
we are not made to blush by the developments of Magda- 
len societies. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, in the course of his 
speech, made a suggestion which it is proper for me to 
notice. Et acquires additional importance from the cir- 
cumstance that similar charges are made from what may 
be considered the ministerial quarters. He says, he hopes 
that no unison of purpose exists between some of those 
politicians who urge the highest duties, as necessary to the 
vital interests of the country, and some of those who urge 
to a forcible existence of high duties, because they were 
oppressive. Ecan assure the Senator, if the insinuation was 
levelled at me, or those with whom fact, that it has no 
foundation. 1 repel the imputation. What double motive 
can influence us to hazard the peace of the country unne- 
cessarily? Have we nothing to lose by revolution and 
civil war? What political preferment awaits us as a com- 
pensation for seeming what we are not? What act have 
we done which has shown our attachment to principle is 
vacillating or ambidextrous? Show us the anti-tarifl mea- 
sure we have opposed, or the anti-tariff man that we have 
turned from and abandoned. : 
_ Let us see show far. the honest men, the patiféts, the 
judicious tariff men, differ with high pressure tariff men. 
The treasury report on this subject is neatly identical 
with. the resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky; 
it proposes to keep on the duties on all which are called 
the protected articles. The political compromising party, 
with which the Senator from New Hampshire acts, con- 
stitutes the head of the tariff column of attack. If there 
be a wish to meet on middle ground, let the friends of 
protection advance to the centre; J, for one, will not stickle 
for a hair-breadth on this question. All we desire is 
justice, equality, and uniformity in the regulation of the 
tariff, so as to. meet the expenditures of the civil list and 
just wants of the Government. f 

The Senator from Kentucky has animadverted upon the 
conduct of the President pro tem., the Senator from Mary- 
land, on account of his not constituting the Committee on 
Internal Improvements favorable to increased expenditures 
in that branch.. While he censures for this, he does not 
give the honorable Senator credit for creating the Com- 
mittee on Finance a manufacturing committee, or making 


the manufacturing committee thoroughly what it pur- 
ports to be. -He is as-severe with the President pro tem. 
as Junius was with the Duke of Grafton; he is not willing 
to admit that he can do right by-accident. It is obvious 
that the American system party want the whole game in 
their own hands; they aré not willing to surrender any 
thing. 

The friends of high taxes and the British restrictive sys- 
tem feel the full force of the breach made in the symmetry 
of their policy by the payment of the national debt. If 
we were in debt as much as Great Britain, no question 
would arise about the constitutionality of the tariff. The 
forcing power could then be applied to any extent. 
This difference is not sufficiently marked by those who 
look to the policy of Great Britain as an example to be 
followed. 

Prohibitory dutics are but parts of one cntire whole— 
aristocracy, monopoly, debt. ‘The wealth of the few, and 
the poverty of the many, make up the British system; and 
and this is held up to us as an example to follow, by the 
American system champions. 

Great reliance, in this debate, is placed on the opinions 
and reports of Alexander Hamilton. Letus hear what he 
says of the propriety of adopting the British system: 

He says, “ I believe the British Government forms the 
best model the world ever produced; and such has been 
its progress, in the minds of many, that this truth gradual- 
ly gains ground. This Government has, for its object, 
public strength and additional security. It is said with us 
to be unattainable. If it was once formed, it would main- 
tain itself. All communities divide themselves into the 
few and the many. The first are the rich and well born; 
the other, the mass of the people. The voice of the 
people has been said to be the voice of God; and however 
generally this maxim has been quoted and believed, it is 
not truc in fact. ‘The people are turbulent; they seldom 
judge or determine right. Give, therefore, the first class 
‘a distinct and permanent share in the Government; they 
will check the unsteadiness of the second. As they cannot 
receive any advantage by the change, they, therefore, 
will ever maintain a good Government.” , 

This is the language of the great Corypheus of the pro- 
tective policy. ‘The tariff laws are the foundation, in fact, 
of the British system, on which the ‘¢ the rich and well born” 
will mount and rule the honest yeomanry of this country. 

The Senator from Kentucky, in his zeal to bear down 
free trade, with less than his usual magnanimity has as- 
sailed the learned author of the Free ‘Trade memorial. He 
has told him to go home to Europe, and inculcate his prin- 
ciples. ‘The same causes which made him seck refuge in 
this land of freedom, still operate to keep himhere. He 
has beenan American citizen longer than I have; he has 
done his country some little service, and has been ably 
sustained on this floor. And let me teli the Senator one 
thing-~if that individual were a member of this Senate, 
he would defend himself from the imputations thus heaped 
upon him, with the sparkling eye of genius, and the cut- 
ting sarcasm of a tongue as skilled in debate (as powerful 
in advocating the cause of truth. 1 was the more surprised 
to hear the denunciations of this gentleman, since, at the 
Free ‘Trade Convention, he was looked upon with some 
jealousy for his supposed political partiality to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. We live in strange times, and seem 
to be acting the Midsummer Night’s Drcam——those we woo, 
turn from us; and those who woo, we turn from. 

The gentleman is not backward in retaining foreigners 
in his ranks. 1 willnot say to Mr. Carey, ‘¢ Go home.” I 
am willing that he may still remain, and shed any light he 
may possess in favor of the principles he thinks right. In 
the eulogy which the Senator from Kentucky pronounced 
on the foreign emigrants to this country, he omitted to 
notice the Scotch. This might have been considered ac- 
cidental, but for the thrust he made at the Scotch mer- 
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some means or other, put down as the friends of free 
trade, and consequently denounced. Now, the truth is, 
we have not in the country a more industrious, moral, and 
worthy class of people than the Scotch. Of those engaged 
in agriculture, they are temperate, untiring, and intelli- 
gent, and, with us, convert to use and subsistence a portion 
of our lands which would otherwise’ remain a wild and 
waste wilderness. i E 

How does it happen that the Scotch merchant comes.in 
for so large a share of the Senator’s vengeance against free 
trade? Is it because his habits, his intelligence, his honesty, 
and fair dealing elevate him in the commercial world 
above the surrounding competitors? Is it because the 
merchant from Old England, and the merchant from New 
England, flourish not in the vicinity, but are banished, 
blighted, and withered by Scotch industry, and Scotch 
sagacity? Or is it because cotton bagging is made in Inver- 
ness and Dundee? Sir, no nation stands higher than Scot- 
land for the production of great men, or for the additions 
which have been made to arts and sciences, or to the im- 
provements of society, moral or intellectual. I will not 
detract from the Gaelic character, or irreverently speak 
of a people who boast of such countrymen as Bruce, 
Burns, and Brougham: . 

The Senator from Kentucky has been kind ‘and re- 
spectful to South Carolina, while he reprobated her prin- 
ciples, and made war upon her friends. He will pardon 
me for telling him what the people of that State think of 
the rival Western candidates for the first honors of the 
country. They think the Senator from Kentucky is a 
*« whole hog” tariff man, and that General Jackson is not 
much ofa tariff man. Their principles form their asso- 
ciations; and the present ultra notions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, upon matters of constitutional law and public 
policy, place an impassable gulf between them and him. 
We honor him for his eloquence—for his early opposition 
to federal encroachments—particularly his opposition to 
the! incorporation of the United States? Bank. We value 
his services during the late war, when he stood forth the 
champion of his country against a bold and talented mino- 
rity. We are grateful to him, and his associates, for their 
success in procuring an honorable peace—for his present 
principles and his present policy, we praise him not. 

Among other animadversions upon the temper mani- 
fested in the South, the Senator from New Jersey has read 
a picce from a Southern paper, headed A call to arms.” 
Upon being asked for his authority, it turns out to be from 
the Richmond Enquirer. And thisis quoted to us in such 
a way as to induce a belief that the people were even now 
falling into ranks, to oppose by force the Government; 
and, of course, it could be no other people than the hot- 
headed nullification party. Sir, the Senator from New 
Jersey understands the Richmond Enquirer on some points; 
and I am surprised that he should seem disposed to hold 
the South responsible for the belligerent call of Thomas 
Ritchie. 

There was a time when, whatever appeared in that pa- 
per, (one of the most influential and widely circulated 
papers in the Southern country,) might be considered as 
indicating the temper of the South. That time has gone 
by. We were wont to look upon Richmond as the West 
Point—the strong post on our frontier--mounted by the 
Enquirer, under whose battery we reposed in safety and 
security. But such is not the case now. While our old 
men and women; and little children, rested in safety by 
day, and security by night, in defiance of Southern interest 
and Southern feelings, the sentinel on the wall, with un- 
equalled perfidy, recreant and traitorous, turned his fire 
upon his own people, and, as far as he could, spread de- 
solation in his own camp. He is the survivor of Nat Tur- 
ner, and the confederate of Lundy and Garrison. 

The Senate adjourned to Thursday, the 23d. 


TERRITORIAL JUDGES. 
The following -resolution was submitted by Mr. 
HOLMES, (and agreed to on the following day:) 

- Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing, by 
law, for a more permanent tenure of office for the judges 
of the.territories of the United States, or for a different 
mode of appointing them than is now. provided. ~ 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill for the relief of Don Carlos Dehault Delassus, to- 
gether with the amendment reported thereto by the Com- 
mittee of Claims; and, after some debate, in which Mr. 
JOHNSTON advocated the allowance of the claim to its 
full extent, and Mr. RUGGLES replied, the bill was, on 
motion of Mr. SMITH, laid on the table. 

THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Cray, togcther with Mr. Harne’s 
amendment. i 

Mr. MILLER concluded his remarks commenced on 
Tuesday, (as reported above.) . 

Mr. DALLAS then took the floor, and moved an ad- 
journment. . 


Friar, FEBRUARY 24, 
This day was spent in the consideration of various pri- 
vate bills, and in executive business; after which, 
The Senate adjourned to Monday. 


Monpay, FEBRUARY 27. . 

Mr. WEBSTER laid on the table an amendment which, 
he stated, he had intended to. propose to the bill «for 
the apportionment of representatives among the several 
States according to the fifth census,” when the same 
should be under consideration; and he also laid on the table 
sundry documents relating to the subject of said bill; and 
ordered that. the amendment and documents be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 

THE TARIFF, 

The resolution of Mr. Crax being resumed, 

Mr. DALLAS rose. Unaccustomed, said he, to the 
contests of deliberative bodies, and deeply sensible how 
little claim I possess to the attention of so experienced a 
council as this Senate, Lhave shrunk with solicitude, here- 
tofore, from venturing to participate in, its most important 
discussion. i ARES otai 
« Bringing with me to your hall no recollection or pre- 
tence of past services for the common good, no ability to 
enlightép, and no erudition with which to add tothe stores 
of youM@isdom, I am painfully assured that personal pru- 
dence should keep me silent. The force, fervor, and 
brilliancy of the distinguished gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me, rendered doubly effective by the remembrance 
of their former toils and achievements for the prosperity 
and honor of our country, add peril to the temerity of my 
undertaking, and I would gladly have escaped the dan- 
ger by avoiding to attract your notice. | ee 

There are times, however, sir, when’ selfish apprehen- 
sions must be surmounted by the impulsesof duty; there are 
positions which seem not merely to require, but to justify, 
individual presumption; and there are some absorbing 
questions of general policy which a public agent or re- 
presentative must not be allured from confronting, by 
timid suggestions, springing from’an honest sense- of infe- 
riority. Such times are the present; sucha position is 
that of a Senator deputed hither by the commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania; and such a question is the one involved in 
the original „resolution offered for adoption by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, and the amendment or substitute ten- 
.|dered by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
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` Lapproach the subject, Mr. President, simply with a 
desire to discharge, in reference to it, the debt I owe to 
the country and to my constituents. Fresh from the walks 
of private industry, I feel unshackled as to the present by 
any commitments in the past. Iam wedded by former 
vows or promises to no systems; bound to assert, in main- 
tenance of political consistency, no doctrine but that of 
republicanism; and pledged to no measures, except those 
which my understanding. and unbiassed judgment may in- 
dicate as best for the stability, reputation, and happiness 
of an immense and augmenting, a free and virtuous, peo- 
‘ple. ‘This attitude has its dangers as well as its. advan- 
tages: its dangers restricted to myself, I willingly encounter; 
its advantages, I would cheerfully exchange for the tried 
wisdom, the justly accorded weight, and the practised 
ability of those who surround me. 

Fifty-six years have ripened this confederated nation to 
a condition of unprecedented and incontestable greatness: 
greatness in extent; greatness in resources; greatness in 
moral and- intellectual character; greatness in «political 
structure and jurisprudence; greatness. in the renown 
which. follows just and successful wars; and greatness 
which results from the acquisition of a before unknown 
sum of human contentment and freedom. Providence 
has smiled upon the work of our progenitors, and has 
blessed its progress. The whole civilized world has 
marked, with reiterated astonishment, the rapidity of our 
advancement; and, at this moment, from the Pisgah of East- 
ern eminence, exulting and longing myriads are pointing 
to our Western institutions as the objects towards which 
they have yet fruitlessly journeyed through a wilderness 
of ages and of wretchedness. 

This glorious inheritance, even while some of those by 
whose valor and wisdom it was founded, fashioned, and 
fostered, are still living to enjoy and adorn it, has devolved 
uponus. The descent is one of which we cannot be too 

roud, of which we cannot be too careful. Let us guard 
it with jealous veneration: and if it be true, as I fear it is, 
that we do not possess that original and perennial source 
or fund of virtae and of mind which would enable us to 
enlarge or exalt it, let us, at least imitatively, pledge our 
lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honors, to maintain it 
as it now is. 

The solemnity of this invocation, Mr. President, is ap- 
propriate to the period at which we have arrived, and the 
parties by which we are distracted. A novel and unparal- 
leled event is on the eve of consummation, and may be 
regarded as already accomplished. Thirteen States have 
expanded into twenty-four; four millions of freemen have 
increased to nearly fourteen; the first and second wars of 
independence have been triumpbantly conducted; trea- 
‘sures of almost incalculable amount have been generously 
_ expended bya united and gencrous people; th» reputa- 

-tion’of the land has been immeasurably elevated; and yet 
‘the half century of-our existence closes with resources 
not-only not undiminished, but boundlessly augumented, 
with public faith unbroken, and with the. national debt 
extinguished! Iwill not, sir, dwell upon these extraor- 
dinary truths; I will not draw an invidious contrast with 
the condition of less favored countries or Governments; 
but this I will gay, that he who can reflect upon these 
wonderful achievements of our people and their policy, 
without gratitude to both, without delight and pride, must 
þe more or less than an American patriot, 

Who is there, sir, that, seeing this great result of our 
councils and forecast, can desire a change in the organic 
structure or practical legislation by which it has been cf- 
fected? I have heard much cn this floor of sectional 
divisions, sectional interests, sectional doctrines, sectional 
feelings, and sectional parties; of the East; the South, and 
the West; but Ecannot adopt the language, and will not 
entertain the sentiments by which itis prompted. I claim 
no peculiar merit for. the noble commonwealth whose re- 
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presentative I am, for her uniform devotion to the. union 
and democracy of these States—for her unwavering co- 
operation in all the efforts which have carried the nation 
to its present exaltation; she has done no more, and no less, 
than other -portions of our republic. But I will not re- 
cognise the right, claimed from what quarter it may be, 
to mar and deface the monument of our common labors; 
to tear down piecemeal, or-at a blow, the structure which 
every hand has equally and simultaneously contributed to 
erect; to prostrate and crumble into dust the fairest fabric 
ever yet reared by the energics and virtues of confederat- 
ed freemen. 

I trust that I shall not be misunderstood. My allusions 
have no particular direction. Standing, as it were, upon 
the soil of my native State, and surveying, with pro- 
found attachment and respect, the sister republics which 
encircle her, I can have, as shg can have, no interest, ob- 
ject, or desire, but for the gencral peace, prosperity, and 
happiness. It is in these only that Pennsylvania can de- 
light; it is in these only that she can find her own tran- 
quillity and content. Suppose, sir, for one moment, that 
she consented to address the respective sections of our 
country, with a view to inculcate or to beseech harmony 
and conciliation, how would she do it? By recurring to 
past errors of opinion, or misconduct in practice? By 
weighing the demerits of one with the merits of another? 
By adopting, and reitcrating, and enforcing every species 
of crimination and recrimination? No, site An error 
atoned for is forgotten; an injury repaired is a bencfit. It 
is wiser, it is better, to remember virtues and services, 
than to exasperate with the repetition of imagined or real 
wrongs. I think she would say to the Kast, you were the 
cradle of the infant liberties of America; your sons fought 
the earliest battles of independence; your prowess marshal- 
led the colonies from their vassalage; and your wise men 
toiled with indefatigable zeal to mould the existing form 
of National Government. Will you compress to destruc- 
tion that which bids fair to be an everlasting monument of 
your love of. freedom and of order? 1 think she would 
say to the South--our warmest affections are with you; 
we have sympathized in every diversity of political suc- 
cess and defeat; you have shed your blood profusely in 
asserting and sustaining our common honor and our com- 
mon rights; we know your patriotism, which, though, 
like the mariners needle, it may suddenly and casually, 
amid the boisterous waves of party contention, tremulously 
vibrate and depart from its true direction, will neverthe- 
less instinctively return, and steadily point to the pole of 
union and of concord; we still love you; we will still lis- 
ten to you with fond partiality; and we will submit to 
almost any sacrifice which can promote your welfare. 
Surely, you will not break, as an empty bubble, the orb 
which you so truly adorn, and to preserve which we have 
so long and unitedly labored. I tnink, sir, she would say 
to the West—you are the cherished offspring of the con- 
federacy, inheriting and exhibiting all the high qualities 
of your ancestry; you are destined speedily to surpass us 
in physical strength, and at least to equal, if you do not 
overshadow, usin the vigorous resources of intellect and 
of enterprise; you have a genial climate, a prolific soil, 
and a hardy ycomanry; do not, like an ambitious shoot, 
too unsparingly absorb the vital sap of your parent stem; 
repay, with magnanimous forbearance, the kindness which 
cherished your youth, and gave you the means of rapid and 
imposing maturity. Such, Mr. President, would be the 
tone of Pennsylvania; dictated by no selfish policy, and 
covertly aiming at no peculiar advantage; but profoundly 
and devotedly intent upon the restoration of fraternal 
feeling, upon maintaining the paramount and priceless 
blessing of our bond of union! iy 

If, sir, in the picture I have sketched of the condition 
of our country, shades have been omitted which really 
exist, they ought to be introduced; they ought to be 
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lating than any yet experienced. Every day, every hour, 
augmenis their force, enlarges their sphere, arid manifests 
their agency. Nor is their. onward march a sketch «of 
fancy, or the conclusion of plausible argument: itis a fact, 
discernible to every. eye, known to every’ well-informed 
man in the country, appreciated by every candid one, and” 
disputed by none. The delusion and mistake lie in consi- 
dering these ‘‘ other causes” as secondary and slight, in- 
stead of primary and’ powerful: in visiting upon a subject 
of political dislike, consequerices fairly ~and obviously at- 
tributable to specific, natural, sovial, or moral. agencies: 
in fasterling upon the- tariff, as fanatics are apt to fasten 
upon their reputed conjurer or wizard, the stori of thë 
elements, the barrenness of plantations; the debility aris- 
ing from constitutional disease, and the mysterious opera- 
tions of decay. , eet ; 

I have said that «other causes” exist, adequate to all the 
lamented distresses. Among these, is one which, alone, ùn- 
aided by co-operation from others, necessarily leads to re- 
sults of wide-spread, protracted, and-conspicuous embar- 
rassment and desolation.. The gréat Southern staple, 
Cotton, is. the product of an exhausting plant—a plant 
which feeds yoraciously upon the fertility and strength of 
the best soils. Every returning season finds the earth in 
which it is cultivated less competent to supply its exactions, 
and sustaining, therefore, aless hardy and generousgrowth. 
The ultimate dissatisfaction of the planter, whose produce 
thus annually diminishes, is inevitable. He struggles, per- 
haps for years, in fruitless efforts to revive the original fe- 
cundity of his farm; to arrest, at least, its gradual decrease 
from eight or six bales, by the hand, to two or three: and 
he submits to the reduction of his profits and many depri- 
vations, rather than abandon a home to which he has be- 
come habituated, a neigborhood in which he has acquired 
character and friends, and a social circle to which his fa- 
mily arè endeared and attached. But the final period of 
comparative sterility must arrive; the season. wherein la- 
bor will be unréwarded, granaries unreplenislied, and - 
means unrenewed, must come to him or to his ‘successor: 
and, when that period is at hand, the dejected and dis- 
appointed owner looks elsewhere for consolation and re- 
source.” Then it is, sir, the impelled and adventurous 
husbandman of North and South Carolina, while he has yet 
scarcely entertained the project of removal, casts his anx- 
ious eyes upon the immense region, in his immediate vici- 
nity, of land, much ‘cheaper than in his native State, of 
virgin soil, upon whose charms his favorite-voluptuary has 
not yet battened, of equal, if not superior, climate, and 
of ascertained fitness, in every respect, ‘for the -plant to 
which his skill and industry have long been ‘adapted. Is 
it surprising that this-boundless range of territory should 
attract capital and enterprise to the culture‘of cotton from 
all parts of the country? That the quantity of production 
should rapidly augment, and its relative value or price fall, 
or that it should offer temptations, irresistible by conscious 
industry and frugality, to abandon the comparatively spent 
farms heretofore tilled? i 

Men, sir, will change their abodes, under the circum- 
stances to which I have adverted, by an’ impulse which 
may almost be regarded as a Jaw of our nature. “Thè se- 
Tious concerns of life are not, cannot, and ought not to 
be regulated. by the amiable sentiments which connect 
themselyes with the recollections of ‘the past: We quit 
the homes of our ancestors, the graves of our ‘kindred, 
the hills and valleys of our childhood, with many a sigh, 
it is true, and with many a longing, lingering, look behind; 
but we quit them all, with proud and self-sustaining: reso- 
lution, in pursuit of subsistence, of settlements for. our 
children, of personal and pertnanentindependence. Such 
have been the coursé of human conduct, and the career 
of human action, in allages, and in every quarter of the 
globe. The land of promise was, and always will.be, the 
goal of ceaseless emigration. We, sir, especially, are a 


frankly met, and the assembled wisdom of the legislative 
bodies should anxiously devise remedies and relief.. The 
impressive and gloomy description of the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Haxynz,] as to the actual state and 
wretched prospects of his immediate fellow-citizens, 
awakens the liveliest sympathy, and should command our 
attention. Itis their right; itis our duty., I cannot feel 
indifferent to the sufferings of any. portion of the Ame- 
rican. people; and esteem it inconsistent with the scope 
and purpose of the federal constitution, that any majority, 
no matter how large, should connive at or protract the 
oppression or misery of any minority, no matter how 
small. I disclaim and detest the idea of making one part 
subseryient.to another; of feasting upon the extorted sub- 
stance of my countrymen; of enriching my own region 
by'draining the fertility and resources of a neighbor; of 
becoming wealthy with spoils which leave their legitimate 
owners impoverished and desolate. But, sir, I want proof 
of a fact, whose existence, ‘at least as described, it is dif- 
ficult even to conceive: and, above all, | want the true 
causes of that fact to beascertained; to be brought within 
the reach of legislative remedy, and to have that remedy 
of a nature which may be applied without producing more 
mischiefs than those it proposes to cure. - The proneness 
to exaggerate social evils is greatest with the most pa- 
triotic. Temporary embarrassmentis sensitively appre- 
hended to be permanent. Every day’s experience teaches 
how apt we are to magnify partial into universal distress, 
and with what difficulty an excited imagination rescues 
itself from despondency. Tt will not do, sir, to act upon 
the glowing or pathetic delineations of a gifted orator; it 
will not do, to become enlisted, by ardent exhortations, in 
a crusade against established systems of policy; it will not 
do, to demolish the walls of our citadel to the sounds of 
plaintive eloquence, or fire the temple at the call of im- 
passioned enthusiasm. : i f 

What, sir, is the cause of Southern distress? -Has any 
gentleman yet ventured to designate it? -Can any one do 
more than suppose, or argumentatively assume it? Iam 
neither willing nor competent to flatter. To praise the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina would be 

«To add perfume to the violet-- 
Wasteful and ridiculous excess,’ 

But if he has failed to discover the source of the evils he 
deplores, who can unfold it? Amid the warm and  indis. 
criminating denunciations with which he has assailed the 

olicy of protecting domestic manufactures and native 
produce, he frankly avows that he would not « deny that 
there are other causes besides the tariff which have con- 
tributed to produce, the evils which Ke has depicted.” 
What are those ‘other causes?” In what proportion 
have they acted? How much of this dark shadowing is 
ascribable to each singly, and to all in combination? Would 
the tariff be at all felt, or denounced, if these other causes 
were not in operation? Would not, in fact, its influence, its 
discriminations, its inequalities, its oppressions, but for 
these ‘other causes,” be shaken by the elasticity and 
energy and exhaustless spirit of the South, as dew- 
drops from the lion’s mane?” These inquiries, sir, "must 
be satisfactorily answered before we can be justly required 
to legislate away an entire system. If it'be the root of 
all evil, let it be exposed and demolished. If its poison- 
ous exhalations be but partial, let us preserve such por- 
tions as are innoxious. If, as the luminary of day, it be 
pure and salutary in itself, let us not wish it extinguished, 
because of the shadows, clouds, and darkness which ob- 
scure its brightness or impede its vivifying power. 

Sir, there are ‘other causes” than the policy of pro- 
tection, to which our Southern brethren might, and, in my, 
opinion, ought to impute the deplored evils under which 
they suffer. Some of these-are adequate to produce, and, 
if not providentially arrested in their progress, will! una- 
voidably produce, calamities far more extensiye and deso- 
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of their wealth and numbers augmenting, in its spite, stea- 
dily and surely. But the entire Union-~the whole people 
of the United States—cannot well be deemed injuriously 
affected by a process which -transfers the citizens of one 
commonwealth to dnother; which converts the unhappy 
and discontented planters of the Atlantic coast into thriv- 
ing and joyous settlers of inland regions; which, however 
much it, may depopulate and desolate the East, carries 
capital, industry, intelligence, and the arts, to develop 
the resources and ensure the felicity of the West. 

That other causes still, Mr. President, for Southern dis- 
tress, do exist, cannot be doubted. -They combine with 
the one I have indicated, and are equally unconnected 
with the manufacturing policy. One of these it is pecu- 
liarly painful to advert to; and, when I mention it, I beg 
honorable Senators not to suppose that Y do it in the spirit 
of taunt, of reproach, or of idle declamation. Regarding 
it as a misfortune merely, not as a fault; as a discase in- 
herited, not incurred; perhaps to be alleviated, but not 
eradicated, I should feel selfcondemned were Ito treat 
it other than as an existing fact, whose merit or. demerit, 
apart from the question under debate, is shielded from 
commentary by the highest and most just. considerations. 
Lrefer, sir, to the character of Southern Tabor, in itself, 
and in its influence on others. "Incapable of adaptation to 
the ever-varying changes of human society and existence, 
it retains the communities in which it is established, in a 
condition of apparent and comparative inertness. The 
lights of science, and the improvements of art, which 
vivify and accelerate elsewhere, cannot penctrate, or, if 
they do, penctrate with dilatory inefficiency, among its 
operatives. They are merely instinctive and passive. 
While the intellectual industry of other parts of this coun- 
try springs elastically forward at every fresh impulse, and 
manual Jabor is propelled and redoubled by countless in- 
ventions, machines, and contrivances, instantly understood 
and at once exercised, the South remains stationary, Imac- 
cessible to such encouraging ànd invigorating aids. Nor 
is it possible to be wholly blind to the moral effect of this 
species of labor upon those freemén among whom it €x- 
ists. A disrelish for humble and hardy occupation; a pride 
adverse to drudgery and toil; a dread that to partake in 
the employments allotted. to color, may be accompanied 
also by its degradation, are natural and inevitable, The 
high and lofty qualities which, in other scencs and for 
other purposes, characterize and adorn our Southern bre- 
thren, are fatal to the enduring patience, the corporal ex- 
ertion, and the pains-taking simplicity, by which only a 
successful yeomanry can be formed. When, in fact, sir, 
the Senator from South Carolina asserts that ‘slaves are 
too improvident, too incapable of that minute, constant, 
delicate attention, and that persevering industry which is 
essential to the success of manufacturing establishments,” 
he himself admits the defect in the condition of Southern 
labor, by which the progress of his favorite section must 
be retarded. He admits an inability to keep pace with the 
rest of the world. He admits an inherent weakness; 2 
weakness neither engendered nor aggravated by the tarifit 
—which, associeties are now constituted and directed, must 
drag in the rear, and be distanced in the common race. 

Sir, in further exploring the real causes of the distresses 
so pathetically delineated, I might call your attention to 
the general state of trade, domestic and forcign, through- 
outall christendom. The South cannot claim to be exempt 
from a universal visitation. Her staples must sink in com- 
parative value, as have sunk the staples of every other 
State or people. Her agricultural produce cannot alone 
command the high price of former years. She, too, must 


migratory : people. “With almost every range of climate, 
and an unlimited extent of land feet Broo to choose, ‘a 
world before.us, and Providence our guide,” our readi- 
ness to.improve. the.cdndition of life, by entering upon new 
scenes of activity, is at the same time unobstructed by the 
difficulties and doubts: which repel the inhabitants of other 
countries. < Qur. political. institutions. are everywhere 
throughout our continent the same. Our language, with 
inconsiderable and few exceptions, is uniform: our medium 
of exchange, money, coin, and even one species of bank 
paper, is identical; the-great practical hindrances are un- 
known to us; and we may -pass through every degree of! 
salubrious: temperature, and over thousands of leagues, 
changing in our. progress nothing but the sky and the soil. 
Hence it is. that we have long sitice turned our. backs 
upon the Atlantic andits shores, to.gaze.upon, and to bend 
our steps towards the ich plains, the lagghing valleys, the 
thronged rivers, and the health-inspiring hills, of the Ame- 
rican West. o oeo 0o ; B eee 

If, then, sir, the appalling picture of the honorable Se- 
nator from South Carolina be strictly true: and if, it be 
also frue,as no-one bas been or can be adventurous enough 
to deny; that the regions lying immediately to the west of 
those districts which his picture is designed to represent, 
are open and. still opening for a cheaper and more abun- 
dant growth. of the very. cotton to whose depreciated va- 
lue he ascribes Southern distress and complaint, I recog- 
nise, in the cause.to. which Ihave referred, an: adequate 
cause: a cause absolutely distinct from the tariff:.a.cause, 
in its origin and effects, transcendently beyond the course 
of any policy: a cause, out of the reach of legislative re- 
medy: a cause which human agents are utterly incompe- 
tent to control, arrest, mitigate, or modify. 

Sir, this incurable and impracticable cause made its ef- 
fects, toa certain extent, visible, before the tariif of 1824 
was enacted, and before that of 1816 could possibly have. 
been felt: notlong after Mississippi became a State, in 
1817: shortly after Arkansas became a territory, in March, 
1819: shortly after the acquisition of the Floridas, in Feb- 
ruary, 1819: and shortly after Alabama was embraced as 
a member of the Union, in December, 1819. An intelli- 
gent and observing traveller, in 1822 and 1823, could then 
see the deplored evils in progress. He could then notice 
that-the productiveness of cotton lands increased as he 
journeyed towards the setting sun; that the ability of each 
hand would double or treble its crop every hundred or 
two hundred miles; and that western Carolina, following 
the example of the eastern, was becoming comparatively 
neglected or deserted by a population which sought more 
fertile and rewarding soils. He could, then, in the lan- 
guage of the honorable Senator, ‘sec fields abandoned, 
the hospitable mansions of fathers deserted; agriculture 
drooping; slaves, like their masters, working harder and 
faring worse; and the planter striving with unavailing cf- 
forts to avert the ruin which is before him:” he could then 
see “the once thriving planter reduced to despair; cursing 
his hard fate, gathering up the small remnants of his bro- 
ken fortune, and, with his wife and his little ones, tearing 
himself from the scenes of bis childhood, and the bones of 
his ancestors, to seek in the wilderness that reward for his 

ndustry,” -of which the gradual exhaustion of his inherited 
soil, and the teeming richness of new and neighboring re- 
gions, “ had deprived him.” And even since then, this 
incurable and impracticable cause has been aggravated, 
ag the northern portions of Louisiana have become acces- 
sible to population, and subjected to agricultural pursuits. 
This incurable and impracticable. cause will long continue 


to operate, increasing in power as it enlarges in. scope; A s S 
but Whether ina konal spect it be, in the aggregate, | submit to feel the necessary and pervading influence ofa 
sil ‘ 


for good or evil, no human capacity can determine.. View- | long European peace, following upon a almost Sued 
ed with réference to the strictly Southern States alone, no rupted century of war; of a general anc eager panels D f 
one deplorės its effects: more. sincerely than I do. The of the primitive and productive- occupations of me ny 
Carolinas havefnobly stemmed it thus far; the general sum hundreds of thousands heretofore set. apart solely to con- 
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complished without some sacrifice to at least a part: but, . 
undoubtedly, the dangers and: inconveniences of évery 
scheme of legislation should be contracted to as narrow'a 
sphere as possible, should be anxiously mitigated as much 
as possible, and should ultimately be repaid as fully as pos: 


sume or ‘to destroy; of a consequent excess. beyond the 
wants of mankind, in all the articles essential to-our sub- 
sistence, comfort, or safety. The reduction inthe price 
of cotton, induced: by an over-production, not merely. in 
the United States, but in the. East Indies and elsewhere, 
is less than might ‘reasonably have been expected; and; | sibie. PS ck Borg s : , 
instead of ascribing to the tariff: that which has already} Sir, this is no selfish policy, in the odious sense of that 
occurred, it is, perhaps, owing to this denounced policy |epithet.. To the American people, as contradistinguished 
that. the reduction has not proceeded to. a much greater | from any and every other- people, itmay, be so. . Nature, 
extent. It is curious to remark, sir, that within the very |in the création of peculiar languages, various climates, and 
month, during which the Senator from South. Carolina | different forms of Government, has compelled distinct and. 
proscribed the protecting system as the root of all evil-~ | separate ‘masses..of men, communities, and fations, to be 
while he levelled the battery of his eloquent speculations | selfish. -It is their state of nature, liable to be. modified, as 
and ingenious‘deductions against this ‘‘accursed” destroyer | civilization leads to intercourse, barter, and reciprocity, by 
of cotton and its planter--that very cotton, inthe market of | convention and mutual agreément only. National selfish- 
New Orleans, wasraised in value by the positive and direct | ness results from necessity, and isbeyond reproach. With- 
operation of the tariff_in furnishing a domestic demand. fout it, independent existence is unimaginable: without it, 
I quote from the New Orleans price current, under date | we could have no country. . ' 
of Saturday, January 28, 1832: / A : But honorable Senators haye described this policy as 
‘*Corrox.--The market this week has not been sobrisk | emanating from, and exclusively useful to, rich capitalists, 
as it was last; purchasers for the European markets gene-| monopolists, and manufacturers. If it be so, let us aban- 
rally decline operating at the prices now asked, and the}don it. But, before acquiescing in the description, it is 
main dependence of sellers is on the demand for the At-|our duty to. reflect and.to.examine:, AEN 
lantic cities and the Northern manufactories. . Asa policy, sir, adapted to.the. welfare of any._nation, 
‘A lot or entire crop of fifty-four bales Tennessee was {it emanates from remote antiquity, and-has been, more or 
sold at the extraordinary price of eleven and a half cents. | less, cherished and practised by every people. Modern 
‘The staple is said to be decidedly the best that ever came | philosophy may sometimes be disadvantagéously contrasted 
from that section of. the country, (near Nashville, ) fully | with ancient wisdom, as -beautiful abstractions are often 
equal to the best Mississippi: its’ general appearance] disproved by a succession of experiments. Egypt, in her 
evinced the most careful culture and putting ‘up: it-is grandeur, Greece, inher brilliancy, Romé, in her omnipo- 
from the plantation of the President of the United States.” | tence, deduced their magnificence and vigor, at least in 
, 1 acknowledge, Mr. President, that a single, practical | part, from this « accursed” policy., It was Known to them 
illustration of this kind outweighs, in my mind, the most{all; it was enforced by them all; and it aggrandized them 
_ plausible theories and the longest train of artificial logic..Jall.. These are gréat names! and, the annals.of history 
Give, then, sir, to the undoubted and comprehensive causes | tender for enumeration many .others familiar to the learn- 
of Southern distress to which I have referred, their true ing of those whom I address. It. is true, as. the. Senator 
importance, and ascribe to them reasonable effects, such] from South Carolina has said, that the political economy 
effects as candor and good.sense cannot fail to ascribe;| of free trade, however -captivating in theory, is, indeed, 
and how little, if any, of the mischiefs depicted and de-| ‘a discovery, of. modern times.” It has no existence but 
plored ean we justly impute to the popular policy of pro-|in books. It never has been tested, and it. never can be 
tection? It is possible that, like. most human arrange-| tested, without the Utopian resort to a Congress of nations 
ments or projects, its advantages may be accompanied by | —a resort recommended by some pamphleteer, whose 
correlative, disadvantages; many imperfections may exist] treatise, laid upon our tables within a few weeks past, seems 
not discernible to our limited apprehensions, which work} to come in aid of this ‘‘discovery. of madern times”--à 
ue sent inefficiency, and mar the general tendency of} resort, which like another Congress, that of Panama, will 
© systems; nay, some positive and partial injury may be] prove ‘‘introuyable,” anxiously -and pompously sought, 
occasioned, while the universal good is steadily -accom- ae sae. aa 


ire y : , but never found. : ; mari RELI panien 
plishing. But Southern distress is explainable upon prin-} Let us, however, Mr. President, quitting the too ample 
ciples and from causes wholly independent of'the tariff, ; , vie 


3 acticable to thehi l t of range of foreign history,, come home; and, with a view 
impracticable to. the highest energies of legislation; always|to reason. best from what I may be. presumed. to know 
to be lamented, but irremediable at least by-us. $ f 


Having th AN i best, let me speak of Pennsylvania. Whence, and when, 

ing thus, sir,, removed from debate, or from my | did this policy of encouraging our own manufactures ori- 
own mind, the oppressive weight of so much of the argu-| ginate there?’: Its source was in her people, as contradis- 
ment of the Senators opposed to me, as consists of glowing ; 7 


tn > oenetorsoy tinguished from her rulers or politicians, and it- sprung 
and gloomy pictures of human wretchedness and local de-| forth in the earliest days of her settlement. Its fathers 
solation, I must be permitted to state my impressions of 


: ) ; were the frugal, self-poised, sagaci rli 
what this great national policy, rather disingenuously Germane-Ahosa ar pina e r rearea r TE 
termen gur or the American system, truly is. whom certain partisans of certain official candidates, dur 
its oun son; Mr. President, is the broad and impreg- | ring a recent canvass, seemed specially ‘to delight in cari- 
TDI princip e of national independence; and its object] caturing and libelling.. They started it; their practical 
a a p are to give to the American people, the en-| wisdom fostered it; their stubborn attachment to indepen- 
ie p op ee eee asa masg, and in detail, employ-|dence, in every shape, inculcated and taught it; their in- 
ee, ae n, resources of their. own, strength of|genuity,. thrift, economy, and invincible perseverance 
their ow ns and happiness.of their own; which cannot be | planted the seed, reared the tree, and ripened ‘the fruit. 
injur ions y peted in war or peace, through stratagem |Our German. emigrants, sir, brought with them habits of 
ae lesign, D y ae gas people. . Such. are its cardinal enlarged observation and sober thought, - They found their 
eit ee j. : here be any portion: of the means for adopted home teeming with all thatthe necessities or tastes 
e Fec me oh po iey which does not square with these [of men could require. They- set their creative skill and 
aes ea 5 n t iat Tam opposed. If, an attaining these |industry to work, unshackling their occupations and 
undamen al and invaluable objects, partial, occasional, | wants, as- they had freed their souls, from subserviency to 
or tape injury be inflicted, that would remedy or | distant Europe.: If. gentlemen will term this policy ‘the 
r ross, y exerting the force of-all our institutiotis as American. system,” let it be known and acknowledged 
est I can. The good of the whole is rarely, if ever, ac-|that its first American rudiments emanated from ‘Pennsyl- 
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vania Germans, then in the Condition of mere “ servants;”* 
that its tendency tó emancipate their new abode from so- 
cial thraldom was indicated by them; and that they never 
have; and probably never will abandon ìt, Iturn, in illustra- 
tion and confirmation of what I say, to a passage in ‘ Gor- 
don’s History” of the commonwealth to which I belong: | 
;, “The same jealous spirit which confined the commer- 
cial energies of the colonies, restricted their advancement 
in manufactures and the arts. The handicrafts which were 
indispensable for the supply of agricultural implements, 
the purposes of simple architecture, and other primitive 
wants, took vigorous root in Pennsylvania immediately 
on the foundation of the city. Many of ‘the first settlers 
were méchanhics, who found ample employment in supply- 
ing the wants generated by the rapid progress of the infant 
city. ‘Phe Indian trade supplied furs for hatters, and skins 
soon became abundant for the workers in leather. The 
wood of the country, its walnut, maple, oak, ash, and 
cherry, furnished materials for carpenters, joiners, wheel- 
wrights, and wagon-makers; and, in the skill of their im- 
ported servants, especially the Germans, the colonists soon 
found the means to supply almost all their wants of first 
necessity, with many of the comforts and some of the luxu- 
ries of the mechanic arts. So remarkable were the indus- 
try and success of the colonists in these branches, that 
complaints were made to Parliament by interested indivi- |of the then: freshly excited repugnance to English pre- 
duals, ‘that their progress was detrimental to Great Britain. {tension and intercourse. g . 
The parerit State, with great maternal kindness to her |. Perhaps, sir, the honorable Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
children at’home; biit with the indifference of a stepino-|Tyzen] may perceive in this review of the course of 
ther for those abroad, rapidly adopted measures to check | Pennsylvania an explanation of her present unanimity— 
their envied prospérity. a unanimity which he insinuates has resulted from a want 
*€ So early as 1699, the wool, yarn, and woollen manu- of reflection and examination. ‘That State has reflected 
factures of the colonies were forbidden ‘to be shipped jand examined fora century: The recent resolution of her 
there, or even laden in order to be transported from thence | General Assembly is but the last sound of a voice which 
to any place whatever; and in 1719, the Commons de- has uniformly uttered the same doctrine and conviction. | 
clared, ‘that the erecting manufactories in the colonies} I have said that once the patriotism of Pennsylvania 
tended to lessen their dependence on Great Britain.’ ' Injsided with her policy: and I agree that now her interests 
1732, hats were subjected to the same restrictions as jare involved in its steady prosecution. She has incurred, 
woollen manufactures, and hatters were forbidden to em- | within a few years back, a greater public debt than the ex- 
ploy morë than two apprentices at onoe, or any black or isting one ofthe nation. Her internal improvements, 1m- 
negro, at their trade, or to make hats, unless they hac |mense and inestimable, have been mainly and vigorously 
served an appretiticeship of ‘seven years: In 1750, whilst |directed, under the auspicious shield of your protective 
pig and bar iron were allowed to be imported duty. free |system, to the development of her own resources and 
to Great Britain, the colonists were denied the privilege |the encouragement of her own industry. Her legal code 
of erecting any mill orother engine for slitting or rolling has given every facility to the attainment of public conve- 
iron, or any plating forge to work with a tilt hammer, or |nience, free intercourse, and safe transportation. The 
any furnace for making steel, under the penalty of two noble turnpikes, broad highways, countless canals, solid 
hundred pounds.” i bridges, and splendid railways, which intersect and unite 
This historical: extract, Mr. President, developing the [all parts of her territory, are the products of a full reli- 
spirit in which the policy commenced, and the counteract- jance inthe stability and excellence of the policy. Do you 
ing spirit with which Great Britain endeavored, success- suppose that she would have'gone thus far in expenditure, 
‘fally, to repress it, will be elucidated by a note subjoined merely to become the recipient and channel of exotic fa- 
to one of the celebrated and patriotic ‘ Farmer’s Letters” | brics—of European husbandry and manufactures? No, 
of John Dickinson, written in 1767. ‘It purports to be ajsir. Her purpose has been to scatter her own rich ores 
quotation from “ Tuckeron Trade.” 7 among her laborious people: to bring into operation her 
“Tf wé are afraid that one day or other the .colonies | water power: to supply her mechanics and her poor with 
will revolt and set up for themselves, as some seem to ap- her various woods, her inexhaustible fuel, her salt, her 
prehend, let us not drive them to a necessity. to feel them- minerals: and to carry comfort and independence to the 
‘sélves independent of us, as they will do the moment they homestead ofevery farmer. i ASTO 
perceive that they can be supplied with all. things within] What are the fruits of this Pennsylvania policy? I will 
themselves, and do not need our assistance. If we wouldjillustrate them by recurring to the single article of her 
keep them still dependent upon their mother country, | own, iron. Its quality is unquestionably equal, if not su- 
and, in some respects, subservient-to her views and|perior, to that of England. Its cohesiveness is greatere 
welfare, let us make it their interest always to be. s0.” chain ofan inch and a half.in diameter not breaking till 
Sir, these extracts attest alike the source and the wisdom burdened with a weight of sixty tons, while a similar 
of the policy. Nature herself, in unfolding the exhaust-| English one yielded to forty-three tons only: one of an 
Jess stores of her bounty, inf our forests, our minerals, our inch and an eighth broke not, till oppressed by full forty- 
ores, añd our quarries, invited and impelled Pennsylvania] one tons. For welding also, it is superiors superior for 
to its: adoption, With her, it never bore the artificial | spikes and bolts employed in constructing ships; superior 
character ascribed by the Senator from Virginia. She|for wheel tires; and at least equal for use on Tailways- 
felt it to be instilled in the all-persuasiye language of a 


felt it to be'a boundless resource for her faithful, hardy, 
and generous population, to be kindred with their sturdy 
independence, and to be commensurate with their ardent 
and ennobling Jove of country. True, it was early and 
long checked by the ungracious and jealous stepmother; 
true, this now powerful’ commonwealth was made to re- 
semble the Indian papoose, conscious of vital energies, 
and struggling to exert them, yet bandaged, restricted, 
and confined, that the wandering agility of a mercenary 
parent might be undiverted, unobstructed, and ‘unimpair- 
ed; but she’ never lost sight of it, nor wavered in her 
partiality. It has grown with her growthand strengthened 
with her strength. ` Her illustrious Franklin, second to no 
one, justly represented, in his examination before the 
House of Commons, both her disposition and her aptitude; 
and her sons have kept'and still keep it steadily in view. 
Even the vapid insurrection of her whiskey boys, in 1794-— 
a partial movement in hostility to an odious tax, and never 
countenanced, as the Senator from Virginia seemed to 
imagine or imply, by any department of public authority —~ 
may be regarded as evidence of her deeply seated solici- 
tude to encqirage and protect domestic factories. During 
the war of 1812, her patriotism, surpassed by none of 
her confederates, sided with het policy; and she has, per- 
haps, clung to it since with the greater tenacity, because 


Our iron-workersare willing to give, and actually do gives 
blessing Providence. - Nor ig it with her “a modern dis- | twenty-five per cent. more for the American than the Eng- 
covery,” designed for monepolists or rich capitalists. She | lish article. 
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The effect of our policy on this essential metal has been 
strikingly evinced, first, in augmenting the number of its 
factories and its quantity: secondly, in reducing the prices 
of its manufactures: and, thirdly, in disseminating widely, 
through its agency, the-means of subsistence and comfort. 

1. Since the year 1824, thirty-four new furnaces have 
been erected in Pennsylvania, west of the Alleghany moun- 
tain—each forming, not a mine of wealth for the rich mono- 
polist, but a nucleus fora busy, thriving, and. joyous village. 

During the years 1829 and 1830, the quantity of iron 
rolled at Pittsburg alone increased from three thousand to 

’ more than nine thousand tons. ~ $ a 

2. The reduction of the prices'was a necessary conse- 
quence of the domestic competition, created and excited 
by the policy- Since 1818, 1819; and 1820, the imple- 
ments of husbandry have sunk in price thus: - Axes, from 
twenty-four dollars to twelve dollars by the dozen: scythes, 
spades, and common’ shovels, fifty per cent. Iron hoes, 
at nine dollars by the dozen, have given way to steel 
ones, at four dollars by the dozen: socket shovels, once 
sold at twelve dollars by the dozen, now sell at four dol- 
lars and fifty cents: iron vicés, once at twenty cents by the 
pound, now at ten cents: braziers’ rods were, in 1824, 
imported at three hundred and thirteen dollars by the ton, 
and now are made at one hundred and thirty dollars: and 
steam engines have actually, since 1823, fallen fifty per 
cent. in price, while at the same time thé amount of mate- 
tial and labor of which they are composed, ‘has nearly 
doubled. . i fens 

3. The extent to which the manufacture of this sub- 
stance contributes to diffuse the means of support and 
comfort, cannot be precisely estimated:as to any particular 
district of country. The proportion of its effective action 
upon Pennsylvania may alone be presumed from a fair cal- 
culation of its aggregate value in the Union; and a general 
knowledge of the numerous and important establishments 
scattered throughout that State. It is ascertained, with 
reasonable certainty, that, in the small county of Delaware, 
about two hundred and thirty-five persons annually pro- 
duce a value of two hundred and seven thousand one hun- 
dred and seventy-five dollars, which undergoes its local 
and natural distribution. In the large counties of Centre 
and Huntingdon, extensively engaged in the business, the 
computation necessarily rises much higher. Now, it is 
believed, from such returns as have been collected, that 

in the United States there are no fewer than twenty-four 
thousand niné hundred and seventy-nine iron workmen, 
each having, on an average, four: individuals dependent 
upon his labors: one hundred and ‘twenty-four thousand 
eight hundred and ninety-five human béings are therefore 
provided with adequate livelihood. by this single branch 
of industry in its earliest stages. Supposing each work- 
man to receive the modicum of one dollar a day, or say 
three hundred dollars a year, and there are disseminated 
in wages no less than seven million four hundred and 
ninety-three thousand seven hundred dollars: their fa- 
brics, finding their way to various markets, scatter, as they 
advance, the charges of transportation, computed to ex- 
ceed one million two hundred and fifty thousand dollars: 
and thus the entire process furnishes, for diffusion among 
the laboring, meritorious, and most useful. masses of so- 
ciety, an annual sum little short of nine millions of dollars. 
The proportion of this imposing value which falls to the lot 
of Pennsylvania, may be imagined, but cannot be asserted. 

My effort and object, Mr. President, are to avoid de- 
tails. Those which Ihave ventured to state, from the best 
sources of information accessible to my inquiries, are 
merely meant as illustrative of the policy, in its operation 
upon Pennsylvania. ‘Those parts of the States particular- 
ized are heither the Birmingham, so called by the honor- 
able Senator from’ Tennessee, nor the other city, which 
perhaps he would designate as our ‘Liverpool—they arein 
the interior, and are mainly devoted to the primaryang es- 
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sential pursuit of agriculture. Her interest in the system, 
I repeat, sir, is undeniably great. She will be thrown 
back a century by`its rélinquishment. What isto becotne 
of her vast investments in internal improvements of every 
description, if her citizens are to be deprived of the means 
and the motives which make them productive? What is 
to become, let me‘ask, of the investment of her people of 
twenty millions in the coal interest, if foreign, Nova Sco- 
tia, or other coal seizes upon and gluts her markets? The 
gentleman from Virginia might. well haye rémembered 
that the duty upon imported coal’ was ‘devised and impos- 
ed originally for the benefit, and. by the representatives of 
the ‘* Ancient Dominion;” and we have heard recently **a 
still, small voice” (which ‘‘still,small voices,” by the bye, I 
honestly respect) from the coal regions of that patriotic 
commonwealth, in the form of two ably written memorials, 
lying upon our desks, and addressed to Congress, praying, 
unlike their Senator, for the unflinching continuation of 
the protecting duty. i j 
Emanating, then, sir, as this policy has, in Pennsylvania 
at least, during her earliest days, and from her people, 
how is it to be considered exclusively beneficial to mono- 
polists and rich capitalists? Gentlemen appear to me to 
fasten upon the accidents of a system as the systeih itself, 
andsto appeal to prejudice more than to réason. This is 
neither a fair nor candid course of argument. ` Capitalists 
are to be found in every occupation. The disparity of 
pecuniary means necessarily creates them. Superfluous 
capital—capital which its possessor finds idle upon his 
hands, or unprofitably employed—will be anxiously and 
hastily embarked in promising pursuits. Itis certainly bet- 
ter for the general prosperity that it should be thus actively 
used, no matter how rapidly it may accumulate, than that 
it should remain inert, as a mere miser’s hoard. . The fact, 
therefore, that your policy puts itin requisition, brings its- 
dormant faculties into action, and makes it a part of the 
common working material of the country, isone on which 
the friends of the manufacturing system may, and do justly 
repose. The notion is alike novel and unfounded, that, 
because modes of employing wealth arise from the execu- 
tion ofa law, therefore the law is enacted for the benefit 
of the wealthy only. If the commercial system, ‘so zeal- 
ously and exclusively sought by some, be preferred, as for 
Tany-years it was, do not your merchants become appa- 
rently nabobs and monopolists? Senators may perhaps 
recollect the period when palaces, equipages, and sump- 
tuous splendors were enjoyed, if indeed they be.deemed 
enjoyments, by no other classes of our people. Some iin- 
mense landed proprietors, holding in subservience a nume- 
rous tenantry, occasionally vied with the luxurious displays 
òf successful trade: but the mass of our citizens, the small 
farmers,mechanics and laborers, groped their way through 
life as well as they could, humble, simple, and undistin- 
guished. Yet, sir, should T not subject myself to the im- 
putation of drawing an unjust inference, were I to say that 
the Congréss of the United States, from 1789 to 1816, 
proceeded upon the desire and the design of legislating 
exclusively to make rich. merchants and traders? They 
were made rich—their profession engaged the ‘controlling 
partiality; but I am far from suggesting that what contri- 
buted to individual advancement, bad no relation or ten- 
dency whatever to the common good., HEA . 
The capitalist, Mr. President, in any general and acces- 
sible occupation, is as one to ten thousand. He alone càn- 
not be the object of any law, made in a free andintelligent 
country. ‘The accident of his superior resources or op- 
portunities is neither known nor regarded. Why do you 
create a navy? Certainly not for the sole purpose of ap- 
pointing officers to a fleet. Why do you organize an 
army? Certainly not to invest with ornamental epaulettes 
and shoulder knots your génerals, colonels, and majors. 
Why do you construct a bank? Clearly not for the bene- 


At of directors or eyenstockholders. These are illustra- 
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tive, though not, precisely analogous cases. - The objects 
in each are the security, honor, and interest of the whole 
community: and. yet in each. you must be content. to-at- 
tain that object in the ušúal manner—with incidents inse- 
parable, in the nature of ‘things, from its, pursuit. You 
might as readily attempt to bring the ocean under the sway 
of yotir stars and stripes, without the agency of Hulls, De- 
caturs, Bainbridges, and Perrys; or to defeat your ene- 
mies on the heights of Queenstown and the plains of 
Plattsburg, without your Scotts and Macombs, as to call 
forth the salutary energies and independent powers of do- 
mestic industry, without moneyed capital, contributed un- 
der the pledge of your protecting policy. We have heard 
much, sir, of the fifty Eastern monopolists, and the seven 
hundred Louisiana planters. Who. would legislate for 
them? They come to the policy after you establish it: but 
the policy neither goes to, noris it made for them. It is 
uncandid and disingenuous to single out odious or unpopu- 
lar phrases or epithets, and applying them to some con- 
comitant parts of our system, to raise the cry of ‘‘mad dog,” 
while the imménse multitude, and the universal objects it 
contemplates and desires, are studiously overlooked. 

Sir, the honorable Senator from Temnessce (Mr. GRUN- 
vx) has alone seemed, though but partially, to recognise 
this error of their argument, by denying that the operative 
manufacturers were benefited by the policy. He advan- 
ces one step beyond the capital.sts, and admits a design, 
though he disputes its practical accomplishment, of giving 
resources and aid to the hundred of. thousands of work- 
men stibordinately engaged. Here, permit me to say, the 
reply is obvious and conclusive. If they be not benefit- 
ed, why do they steadily adhere to their occupations, and 
why do their numbers constantly increase? Surely men 
are notapt to cling tenaciously to a losing business, or to 
crowd towards employments already injuriously overstock- 
ed. Surely, rather than undergo the curtailment in their 
means of subsistence, the slow progress towards want and 
starvation described, they would prefer embracing the 
generous invitations of Western hospitality,and settle upon 
these boundless and fertile lands, upon which only the 
gentleman conceives true independence and content are 
tobe found. It is something, sir, to obtain for their labor 
and steady wages throughout the year: wages uninterrupt- 
ed by the seasons: wages unaffected by the fluctuations 
of weather: wages paid with a punctuality almost exactly 
proportionate to their own attention and desert. And it 
is something, agreeably to the views of the Senator from 
South Carolina, to have the option at least of continuing, 
without incurring the risk of utter destitution, among 
their friends and families, in the places of ‘their birth or 
choice. H, indeed, the assumption be well founded, that 
these operatives are worse off with, than without, the po- 
licy, honorable, Senators might spare their eloquent de- 
nunciations, and suffer its- downfall to be achieved by it- 
self: a short experience of its palsying effects would be 
followed hy general abandonment, and it would be left to 
die a natural death, by those without whom its existence 
is impossible. Let me, however, add, that were it even 
conceivable that the policy should be maintained and en- 
forced while its essential*agents suffered constant and re- 
newing injury, still it is broader in its scope: pausing not 
within the narrow sphere of its workshops, but coursing 
into the ramifications of the community: intended for no 
particular class, but for all society. 

Two suggestions, sir, have been made from the same 
respected quarter, the Senator from Tennessee, which 
require notice. - They are not new, and haye often been 
refuted; but their present parentage entitles them to pre- 
sent respect. J refer to the allegations that the manufac- 
turing policy is accompanied, first, by demoralizing effects, 
and, secondly, by dangerous political tendencies. If either 
of these were true, the last place in which I should expect 
to find the policy establishéd or adyocated, would be that 


State—the one, sir, whence Icome—whose whole history 
‘manifests an unremitting and sedulous solicitude to pro- 


‘tect and. promote the-moral and political purity of her 


people. — . : ; 

. -The dreaded demoralization is anticipated, as to female 
operatives, ftom their early and prolonged separation from 
natural guardians., The practical routine, sir, is other- 
wise. The erection. of an appropriate factory in ‘the 
neighborhood affords a means to retain them within the 
reach, and under the admonitions of their parents, It su- 
persedes the necessity of resorting, as has heretofore been 
usual, to cities or large towns, in the capacity of nurses, 
seamstresses, or servants. I need not depict the danger- 
otis temptations which always surround the latter course; 
the hardships of domestic servitude; the allurements to 
thoughtless or depraved associations; the unavoidable risks 
of character, principle, and deportment. A recent illus- 
tration, whose aptness must constitute my excuse for its 
introduction, fell within my own personal knowledge, and 
proves both the hazards of the former practice, and the 
salutary efficacy of the one engendered by manufacturing 
establishments. About three years ago, the daughter of 
an honest and laborious farmer of Montgomery county—of 
Valley Forge—one of no less than cleven children, intel- 
ligent, amiable and virtuous, left her family with the Jaud- 
able wish to relieve, by her own exertions, the scanty re- 
sources of her father, and came to the city of Philadelphia 
in search of menial employment. The caprice of mas- 
ter or mistress often obliged her to change her place of 
abode; until she at last unfortunately enlisted in the ser- 
vice of a heartless and mercenary wretch, who, with the 
expectation of extorting from her terrors the little earn- 
ings of her industry, or from her relatives the reward of 
silence, deliberately planned the appearances of alarceny, 
anda formal accusation. He affected to have been rob- 
bed of, Ido not remember how much--violently taxed her 
with the crime--and, with the show of a pistol pointed at 
her, forced a bewildered and almost senseless confession. 
She, in vain, implored that ber brother or her parent should 
be sent for: no mercy, no pity was even affected, until her 
torturer presumed his object attained by her acknowledg- 
ment of guilt. Then, indeed, compromise, commisera- 
tion, repayment, and finally hush-money to a large amount, 
became matters of conversation and intimation. inte- 
grity, however, had regained its firmness, as the apprehen- 
sion of personal violence was dissipated. An affectionate 


relative came to her aid: she steadily resisted all further 


appeals injurious to her innocence; and, having stated the 
circumstances under which her confession had heen com- 
pelled, she put her persecutor at defiance, and challenged 
a public prosecution. It wasinstituted. On the trial, her 
employer and his family appeared as witnesses, and mani- 
fested the most deliberate and persevering determination 
to consummate her ruin: but the sagacity of a jury detect- 
ed the falschood, and the triumph of truth ensucd. She 
returned to her rural home, after having undergone months 
of deep anxiety, of doubtful reputation, of unremittedago- 
ny. During her absence, a factory had sprung up in the 


‘vicinity of her humble birth-place; and thither, sir, she 


fled with delight, to seek the livelihood her spint impel- 
led her to acquire; away from scenes whose dangers she 
shrunk from again encountering; and in daily intercourse 
with those whom she loved, honored, and obeyed! ‘The 
narrative exemplifies a pervading consequence of our po- 
licy, totally at variance with the speculative demoraliza- 
tion so fervently, though unfoundedly, attributed. 

But, says the honored Senator, your system is fraught 
with tendencies poisonous to pure and independent poli- 
tics: endangering or subverting the elective franchise: 
subjecting the numerous operatives.of your factories, at 
the hazard of forfeiting favor and subsistence, to vote at 
elections as their employers may prescribe. I do not 
think the argument quite American: it underrates the 
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sistance to the revenue acts, and the establishment-of our 
own factories, were simultaneous and associating ideas. 
The import of the phrase “toregulate commerce,” em-~ 
ployed in the constitution, ceases to require comment or. 
elucidation, when we advert to the writings of contempo- 
raneous statesmen; ‘to which I turn, rather, however, to 
show the seeds of our policy to have been planted prior to 
the revolution. ae py Roy ag 
John Dickinson, sir, the author of those -** Farmer’s 
Letters,” to which I have once before’ called thé attention 
ofthe Senate,’penned them in 1767, nine years prior to the 
declaration: of independence, and was a'member ‘of that 
aligust. convention which ‘framed the ‘constitution of the 
United States, im 1787, to which instrument he:affixed his 
signatures In his “letters,” and in our constitution, itis not 
unreasonable, nor unimpressive, to find the same language 
employed with the same meaning. In one, he wrote thus: 
- “Great Britain has prohibited the manufacturing iron 
and steel in these colonies, without any objection being 
made to her right of doing it. ‘The like right she must 
have to prohibit any other. manufacture among us? Thus 
she is possessed of ah undisputed precedent on that point: 
This’ authority, she will say, is founded on the original 
intention: of ‘settling these colonies; that is, that she 
should manufacture for them, and that they should supply 
her with materials. The equity of this policy, she will 
also say, has been universally acknowledged ‘by the colo- 
nies, who never have made the least objection to statutes 
for that purpose; and will further appear by the mutual 
benefits flowing from this usage, ever since the settlement 
of the colonies. ` j 
. § Our great advocate, Mr, Pitt, in his speeches in the 
debate concerning the repeal of the stamp act, acknow- ` 
ledged that Great Britain could restrain our manufactures. 
His words’are these: This kingdom, as the supreme go> 
verning and legislative power, has always bound the colo- 
nies by her regulations and restrictions in trade, in naviga- 
tion, in manufactures—in every thing, except that of tak- 
ing money out of their pockets without their consent.” ” 
In another letter, sir, he employs similar phraseology, 
and manifests asimilar attention to the subject. Speaking 
of the course of the “parent country,” he proceeds: 
“She made laws, obliging her colonies to carry to her 
all those products which she wanted for her own use;-and 
all those raw materials which she chose. herself to' work 
up.. Besides this restriction, she forbade them to pro- 
cure manufactures from any other part of -the globe, or 
even the products of European countries, which alone 
could rival her, without being: first brought to her.- In 
short, by a variety of laws, she regulated-this trade in such 
a manner as she thought most conducive ‘to their mutua 
advantage, and her own welfare.” tgs 
It is impossible not to perceive the vast importance at- 
tributed by this writer and patriot to the exercise of the 
power of protecting manufactures through the means of 
commercial regulations; it is impossible not to perceive 
that he treats it as an essential ingredient of sovereignty; 
and it is impossible to impute to him a desire for the inde- 
pendence and sovereignty of his-own countrys; which did 
not involve the possession and exercise of this power. It 
was high in his meditations, and perhaps equal, in -his 
esteem, tò any other object of his labors. © 
During the debates, m the convention of Virginia, on 
the adoption of the constitution, Patrick Henry; sir, though 
inflexibly hostile to the proposed plan, acknowledged, in 
no unequivocal manner, that this policy had been contem- 
‘plated—had been a leading and pervading inducement— 
during the revolutionary struggle.- Notwithstanding the 
frequent and lucid assurances then made by Mr. Madison 
rand others, he-warmly protested against the system, be- 
cause it did not expressly provide the protection to do- 
mestic industry, which we deemed adequately secured by 
plain and hecessary implication. ee 


fears? Is there a standard for measuring American pub- 
lic: virtue graduated according to the private pursuits of 
life? The honorable gentleman, I- believe; did tell us 
what he conceived necessary to safe and substantial poli- 
tics;a forty acre frechold! an interest in the soil! and 
he gravely enunciates his preference of one Western yeo- 
man, with his plot of earth to stand on, over {hundred ar- 
tificers. It is fairly presumable that, if forty acres make 
the patriot, forty thousand acres will make a thousand 
times better one: the greater the estate which imparts re- 
publicanism, the better‘the republican. I regret, Mr. 
President, to hear. these exploded-freeholds eulogized 
from sucha quarter. Thad thought that I'might have 
taken my political creed from the Senator from Tennessee 
as confidently and safely as from the lipsof anyone. But 
itis otherwise—at least upon this point. Sir, the doctrine 
of frecholds is not democratic. It was repudiated and 
branded as utterly untenable by Mr. Jefferson: ithas long 
since, after some signal struggles, received its death-blow 
and interment in Pennsylvania. We do not allow that 
property confers patriotism, or that money makes the man: 
and if such is the reasoning with which you assail the in- 
stitutions of domestic manufactures, we warn you that you 
are using against friends the threadbare arguments and im- 
potent weapons of the old federal phalanx~—arguments and 
weapons which must in time induce the belief that your 
cause and spirit are identical with theirs.- I put it, sir, 
emphatically, to. the gentleman to whom I am replying, 
whether, in principle or in practice, fromthe earliest hour 
to the present day of this Government, any one of the con- 
federated sisters can pretend to have ‘surpassed, or even. 
matched, the commonwealth of Pennsylvania in sterling 
and sturdy democracy. His ‘candor’nods assent, I per- 
ceive, to the justice of the pretension. Yask him, then, 
whether that political poison’ must not be an extremely 
slow one indeed, which, in the very central region and 
hotbed of its virus, has failed for fifty years--rather one 
hundred—to affect injuriously, in the smallest perccivable 
extent. Sir, there are no safer or sounder republicans 
than the German and Trish farmers and manufacturers of 
Pennsylvania: and permit me to remind the Senator from 
‘Tennessee, that, as far as the recent reformation in our 
Government be a satisfactory index, none are more inflex- 
ibly true to their country and its fundamental principles. 

Unable, then, Mr: President, to consider the policy às 
odiously selfish, or as emanating from and exclusively be- 
neficial to monopolists or rich capitalists; I recur to its ori- 
gin and objects nationally.’ ‘ 

How has it become incorporated, almost inseparably, in 
our code of legislation? The answer may seem to carry 
me somewhat further than any of its advocates. have yet 
gone: but my refiections lead me to the conviction that it 
1s a legitimate scion of the revolution; that the encourage- 
ment and protection of our own manufactures were ob- 
jects contemplated by the sages and soldiers of that great 
epoch, as alike the proof and the security of independence. 

The power to regulate cormmerce, and thusto ‘keep our 
industry and resources subservient to her, was conceded 
by the colonies to the mother country. It was, however, 
one of the leading powers of sovereignty, the efficiency of 
which underwent frequent canvass, and to the enjoyment 
and exercise of which they aimed, the moment the word 
independence was uttered. - The design of Great Britain 
was to extort revenue on articles exported thence to the 
colonies here, and which she prohibited the colonies from 
manufacturing forthemselyes. Hence, independence, re- 
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‘Let me inform the honorable. gentleman, said he, that 
no nation ever paid its debts. by.4.change of government, 
without the aid of industry.: You nevet will pay your debts 
but by a radical change of:domestic economy. At present, 
you buy too much, and make too little, to pay.. Will this 
new system promote manufactures, industry, and frugality? 


If, instead of-this, your hopes and designs will be disap- 


pointed, you relinquish a great cleal, and hazard infinitely 
more, for-nothing.. Will it enhance the value. of’ your 
lands? . Will it lessen your- burdens? Will your looms 
and wheels go to work by the act of adoption? If it will, 
in its consequences, produce these things, it will, conse- 
quently, produce a reform, and enable you to pay your 
debts. “Gentlemen must proye it. Iam a sceptic, an in- 
fidel, on this point! I cannot conceive that it »will have 
these happy consequences. I cannot confide in assertions 
and allegations.” ete : A 3 

These +4‘ happy consequences,” Mr, President, were 
unattáinable under the articles of. confederation: but the 
instant that the present constitution went into operation, 
the policy by which alone they. could be attained, was 
formally and expressly announced, avowed, and impelled. 
The preamble to the act of Congress approved by Wash- 
ington on the appropriate day for every measure of na- 
tional independence, the 4th of July, 1789, has been 
already read, and firmly fixes, as one of the corner-stones 
of. American legislation, ‘‘the encouragement and pro- 
tection of domestic manufactures.” An honorable Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Maxeum] indulges the supposi- 
tion that this disrelished phrase was probably introduced 
inadvertently or artfully, and passed without due considera- 
tion of its import. Not so, sir; for, by examining the 
statute book, he will discover, that it was carefully re- 
peated, at the next session of Congress, at the commence- 
ment of an act, approved again by Washington on the 
10th of, August, 1790. 

These remarks are not made to establish specifically 
the constitutionality of the policy; an effort on that score, 
I leaye.to those who think that a doubt may be reasonably 
entertained about it: I go further, and trace it as an ob- 
ject of the revolutionary contest—a secondary one, if gcn- 
tlemen please—but a well. remembered and powerfully 
attractive one. 

Sir, no single State could or can effectuate this system. 
It involved then, as it involves now, ‘domestic tranquilli- 
ty,” “ common defence,” and “general welfare.” Any 
separate member of the Union is incompetent to it-~a com- 
mon sovereignty, whose enactments will command com- 
mon obedience, is absolutely necessary. Local laws, while 
the intercourse between the States remains free, could 
accomplish nothing; a project of bounties could lead only 
to wasteful expenditure; while adjoining and surrounding 
States, pursuing opposite views and counteracting schemes, 
would.unavoidably come into conflict, disturb the general 
harmony, and effectually unclermine or defeat the policy. 
Our revolutionary statesmen perceived all this, and pro- 
vided the only resource--siich a Government ag the one 
we enjoy. 1f that Government now halts--if it ever shall 
halt, it will fail to carry out the designs of the revolution 
to their true results; it will fail to achieve social, in con- 
nexion with political, independence. 

I feel persuaded that the sentiments which I have ex- 
pressed coincide with those by which the chosen states- 


men of our country have been animated, when divested of: 


partisan feelings. Names, indeed, no matter how great 
or glorious, sir, furnish little force to reasoning. Political 
infallibility is ascribable to no man. It tends, however, to 
make modern navigators in the wide ocean of legislation 
more confident of their covirse, when they ascertain it to 
have been approved by fortner pilots. The opinions and 
conduct of many of our most admired predecessors have 
been sufficiently dwelt upon by others who preceded me 
in this debate. I shall resiirict my remarks on this head 
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to afew words.as to the first-and the last President of the 
United States; and this Ido the more cheerfully, because, 
of all the éminent personages who have adorned our an- 
nals, I solemnly believe these two to have imbibed and ex- 
hibited more of the true spirit of the revolution of 1776, 
than any others. `. 7 ; = ; 

Of General Washington, little need be said, beyond ad- 
verting to the fact of his' being fairly considered the prac- 
tical founder of the policy, by approving, as Executive 
Magistrate, the leading acts of Congress of 1789 and 1790. 
He did nothing so distinct and important, without full de- 
liberation, and entire acquiescence: nor is it possible to 
reconcile with his known caution, his sanctioning laws, de- 
claring an intent ‘to encourage and protect domestic ma- 
nufactures,” upon any other grounds than his favorable 
judgment and feelings. There is, however, an incident 
connected with his personal and political history, which 
leaves still less room for doubt as to his fixed sentiments. 
It is an incident recorded within a month after it occurred, 
in an address of a contemporary, the late distinguished 
Cæsar A. Rodney, of Delaware, delivered in the city of 
Philadelphia. At the very moment when his influence 
upon the. destinies of his country, and upon the delibera- 
tions of its Legislature, would be most powerful: when he 
would naturally strive to give to his fellow-citizens the 
plainest and most direct pledges as to his future course: 
when he would most solicitously study to accommodate 
his actions to the known principles and wishes of the whole 
American people—at that moment, about to take the oath 
of office, as the first President under the new constitution, 


‘in New York, he announced himself as clothed, from head 


to foot, in the produce and manufacture of American in- 
dustry! Sir, this indisputable fact, preceding but a few 
days the action of Congress, is too eloquent in itself to 
require comment. 

Of General Jackson I have somewhat more to say, be- 
cause of the remarks made by Senators on both sides of 
this interesting and vital subject, tending, as I believe, to 
produce impressions altogether erroneous and unfounded. 
An honorable gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Trzer,] with 
apparently peculiar reference to the representatives of 
New York and Pennsylvania upon this floor, has describ- 
ed asmall portion of the Jackson party as separating them- 
selves from the main body on this question. Sir, it is not 
a party question: it involves none of the principles or mea- 
sures of party: it is akin to other high topics for legislative 
deliberation even now before us, in character, operation, 
and result purely patriotic. On this, as on the others al- 
luded to, I will take counsel from a sense of national honor 
and interest only. 

The people of Pennsylvania, Mr. President, with an un- 
paralleled majority, exceeding fifty thousand voters, and 
with all the moral force of a united democracy, [placed 
the President at the head of the Government, in gratitude 
to his eminent services, and in reliance upon his avowed 
principles. They were not mistaken, and have not been 
disappointed. Of his services, known and appreciated by 
all who hear me, it is unnecessary to speak. Of his prin- 
ciples, in special allusion to the policy under discussion, I 
assert, with entire confidence; and willimmediately prove 
the assertion, that they coincide now, as they coincided 
prior to his election, with those of the commonwealth 
whenceI come. If, indeed, the Senators from New York, 
with my colleague and myself, have separated from the 
Jackson party, we are in excellent company; associated 
with several representatives from the sound and orthodox 
small States of the West, and cheered onward and led by 
the chief himself of that party; by the chief, under whose 
banners the victory was accomplished; by the chief whose 
political doctrines organized and rallied the party; by the 
chief, of whose conduct and practices the party is justly 
proud. i 
Sir, the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Grunpy,] an able 
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and determined opporient of ‘our policy, than whom none| desired, the people have a right to demand, and::have 


of us can pretend better to understand the enlarged views 
and principles of the Chief Magistrate, candidly: confessed 
the truth of my. position, and regretted the difference of 
opinion between himself-and hisexalted friend. He frankly 
read you a letter writtén in 1824, and then. published 
for the satisfaction of an eagerly inquiring: people. That 
letter furnished a pledge which has never -been denied; 
which has been signally redeemed; nay, which has been 
renewed, from time to time, with. the mingled sincerity 
and forbearance characteristic.of the man and-the public 
functionary. ‘There lie before me the three messages ad- 
dressed, at successive sessions, to Congress, by President 
Jacksons and, in confirmation of what Ihave said, I beg 
to be indulged while I read an’ extract er two from each 
of them: j : j 

Message of 8th December, 1899: < We must ever 
expect selfish legislation in other nationss. and are, there- 
fore, compelled to adapt our-own to their regulations, in 
a manner best calculated to- avoid serious injury, and to 
harmonize the conflicting interests of our agriculture, our 
commerce, and our manufactures.” 

*«The general rule to be applied in graduating the duties 
upon articles of foreign growth or manufacture, ‘is that 


which will place our own in fair competition with those of 


other countrics; and the inducements to advance even a 
step beyond this point are controlling in regard to those 
articles’ which are of primary necessity intime of war. 
When we reflect upon the difficulty and delicacy of this 
operation, it is important that it should never be attempted 
but with the utmost caution. ‘Frequent legislation, in re- 
gard to any branch of industry, affecting its value, and by 
which its capital may be transferred to new channels, must 
always be productive of hazardous speculation and loss.” 

‘Looking forward to the period, not:far distant, when 
a sinking fund will no longer be required, the duties on 
those articles of importation which cannot.come in com- 


petition with our own productions, are the first that should | 
engage the attention of Congress in the modification of 


the tariff. Of these, tea and coffee are the most promi- 
nent; they enter largely into the consumption of the coun- 
try, and have become articles of necessity to all classes: 
A reduction, therefore, of the existing duties will be felt 
as a common benefit; but, like all other legislation con- 
nected with commerce, to be efficacious and not injurious, 
it should be gradual and certain.” 

- Message of 7th December, 1830.. ** The power to 
impose duties on imports originally belonged to the seve- 
ral States. The right to adjust. those duties, with a view 
to the encouragement of domestic branches of industry, 
is so completely incidental to that. power, that itis difficult 
to suppose the existence of one without the other. The 
States have delegated their whole authority over imports 
to the Gencral Government, without limitation or restric- 
tion, saving the very inconsiderable reservation relating 
to their inspection laws. ‘This authority having thus en- 


tirely passed from the States, the right to exercise it, for 
the purpose of protection, does not exist in them; and, 
consequently, if it be not possessed by: the General Go- 
vernment, it must be extinct, 
thus present the anomaly of a people stripped of the right 
to foster their own industry, and to counteract the most 


tended interests it involves; ás to 
touched with the utmost cautio 
onment ofthe policy in which. 
eval with our Government; through suc- 
ssive administrations~-is- neither tó bè- expected: or 
Vou. VIEL--31 T 


require that it should be 
‘that, while an aban- 
inated—a policy 


-in relation: to all our national: interests, and t 


demanded, that itbe so modified as to’ corréct abuses‘and: 
obviate injustice.” — ~ - fae eat 
Message of the 6th of December, 1831. “A modifica: 
tion of the tariff, which shall:produce a reduction. of our 
revenue. to the wants of ‘the Government, and an-adjust~ 
ment of the duties‘on imports, with a view to equal justice 
i “the coun- 
urióus tó 
ti 


teraction of foreign policy, so far‘as it-may b 
those interests, isdeemed to be one of the princi 
which demand the consideration ofthe present Congr ; 
Now, sir, these: passages, extracted from’ the highest: 
and most authentic evidence we possess of the opinions of 
the Chief: Magistrate, when fairly considered, in çon- 
nexion, and in reference to his ‘station, ‘contain a broad: 
and ample confirmation of the policy of encouraging and. 
protecting domestic manufactures. They are strictly con- 
sistent with the ‘judicious tariff” ‘to which he openly: 
proclaimed himself decidedly partial in 1824. They assert, 
unequivocally, the doctrine and the right of protection.: 
They inculcate a paramount attention to great national 
interests, and an adherence to measures countéractive of 
any foreign system injurious to those interests; ‘and: they 
impressively suggest extreme caution inadopting charges, 
at the same time that they designate imported. articles: 
which do not come into competition with any products or: 
fabrics of our own, as the proper ones upon Which first to 
commence a reduction of the revenue. ` It is: also to bé 


remembered that any variation in the tariff, within the pur 
view of the Président’s recommendation, was always ac»: 
companied with the expectation that a surplus of revenue’ 


would be collected. `- 
Beyond these just, and wise, and candid 


conceive, in communion with Washington, in favor of. our 
policy. Bt SP Esai ae DA 
The relation, Mr. President, of the observations which 
I have had the honor to:submit to the consideration ‘of the. 
Senata; to the two resolutions before-us, is obvious and 
irect, ae Te Bae Be . 
The first resolutionthat of the Senator: from Kentuce 
ky—presupposes the ‘national debt paid; atid proposes to 
reduce the duties on articles imported; as far at least as is 
consistent with the principle and practice of protecting the 
great national interests involved in domestic manufactures. 
The second resolution—that of the Senator from South 
Carolina—proposes to reduce the revenue to thé expenses 
of Government, and to abandon, gradually, but certainly, 
the principle and practice of protection. s fe 
„The first asserts protection, but is perfe 
with modificatigas in detail: the second, iva 
spirit, repudiates modification wholly, and insists upon eñ- 
tire reiinquishment. “It is possible ‘and proper- for any 
ané to vote for the adoption of the first, and yet feel at 
perfect liberty. to acquiesce in just aiid ‘reasonable altras 
tions of the polity. “It is imipossiblé and improper for any 
one to vote for the second, whois not 4 iret to lay’ thé 
axe to the root, and to demolish the edifice of pro- 
tection, to deny the existence ör sa y nature of the 
power, in the federal. systém, to pronounce a séntence of 
condemnation and usurpation upon’all'who have preceded 


üs; and to throw back upon the separate States; as tùfit or 


unworthy of retention; the ‘delegated and impoftant ai 
th of fostering the industry of the American people, 


~ Beheving, sir; as 1 do, that, whatever iay -havé been 
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the character of its origin, this Govérnment-actually ema- 
nates, under the. forms..of an adopted ‘constitution, from 
the people of the United States, and is éssentially as well 
natiorial as federative: that the powers to levy imposts and 
to règulate commerce: are -powers not merely: expressly 
granted by the States, but are powers without which the 
Government ought not and cannot exist: that the grant of 
those powers was accompanied with the full knowledge 
that they had been universally, and would be here, made 
the means of protecting domestic produee and manufac- 
tures from ‘the. injurious courses and incursions of other 
countries: that, in ‘fact, such protection was one of the 
moving objects of the revolution, of the Union, and of the 
explicit delegation of those powers: and that a policy was 
promptly established in conformity with these views, and 

as unceasingly been pursued. Fam unwilling, and, con- 
sistently with my understanding of the senatorial oath, F 
am unable, to sanction the proposition of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, by which all this is virtually, if not 
directly, repudiated and denied. 

The resolution of the Senator from Kentucky is, per- 
haps, in itself unsatisfactory. Prevented as we are byf 
the constitution from originating any revenue bill, I enter- 
tain some doubt as to the propriety of instructing & com- 
mittee to report what we may be ultimately obliged to 
dismiss as out of our competency. On this suggestion, 
however, I shall wait for explanation, giving my approba- 
tion to what is before us, merely asa resolution testing the 
sense-of this body on a principle by which our. future le- 
gislation is to be governed. I prefer it, then, sir, for two 
reasons: first, because the reduction of the revenue which 
it proposes to effect, is, at least pro tanto, right and proper: 
and, secondly, because it leaves us free to conciliate and 
concede, upon stricter examination of this complicated 
and multifarious subject, in the details of an adjustment. 

1. The proposed reduction of revenue is protantoright. 
Agreeably to the estimates furnished by the head of. the 
Treasury Department, in his annual report to Congress, 
the.amount to be raised from imposts for the year 1833 
is $15,000,000., Supposing, as we reasonably may, that, 
at the present yates of duties, the customs for 1833 will 
yield asum similar to the one they are estimated to yield 
for 1832, to wit, $26,500,000, there would be an excess, | 
beyond the amount desired, of $11,500,000. But the 
amount of reduction to be produced by carrying into ef- 
fect the objects of the resolution, is, according to belief, 
about $8,000,000: leaving then, in fact, a surplus of re- 
venue for 1833, not exceeding $3,500,000. Iam aware, 
sir, that I exclude from this caleulation the annual pro- 
ceeds.of the sales of the public lands, and dividends on 
bank stock; and Ido so, upon the suggestions and propo- 
sals made and enforced in the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. i 

‘It is advancing pretty far, in relief of the people from a 
system of impost duties which they really feel but little, to 
reduce at one blow to the extent of $8,000,000, and to leave 
for further and more cautious reduction only $3,500,000. 

The objections, sir, made to advancing thus far, upon 
the plan of the resolution, do not appear to me sound or 
valid, Why, it is asked, will you diminish your taxes upon 
luxuries, and leave the necessaries of life burdened? The 
question involves a mistake in fact, applying tè two-thirds, 
perhaps three-fourths, of the objects on which the reduc- 
tion of duty willoperate. Tea, coffee, indigo, drugs, and 
some others, cannot be classed as luxuries; they. ought to 
be considered necessaries. But suppose otherwise: and 
Jet me ask honorable Senators, what, of all American pro- 
duce, is more entitled to legislative protection than a ne- 
cessary of life? And what is less entitled to it than a mere 
luxury? “Admitting the allegation that the manufactures 
of England, or of Europe, are necessaries of life to the 
American people, are we to be forever dependent for the 
absolute and essential means of subsistence and comfort, 


upon the labor, the seasons, the market, and the good- 
will of a distant country? Has, indeed, the argument come 
to this? Are we required to go back into a worse than 
colonial bondage? to look for the boon of prolonged ex- 
istence to foreign trade only? to confide in rivals or ene- 
mies, nay, on winds.and waves, for the necessaries of life? 
Sir, it cannot, it must not be. Imposts and internal taxes 
are essentially different in the objects they are intended 
to reach, and in the rules by which their imposition is di- 
rected. The rule of taxing luxuries rather than the ne- 
cessaries of life, is inflextble:in any system for raising’ 
internal revenue: but, in drawing revenue from objects of 
foreign commerce, the rule is reversed, not for the pur- 
pose of favoring luxuries, but to shield from destruction 
the native necessaries of life. To say that the dutiable 
articles are necessaries of life, presents the strongest pos- 
sible reason for preventing their coming into ruinous com- 
petition with similar articles of our own growth or forma- 
tion... If we cannot do without them, we must cultivate 
or make them for ourselves: and our means of cultivation 
or manufacture must be protected from the undermining 
and desolating effects of intrusive supplies from abroad. 

The honorable Senator from South Carolina admits of 
one exception to his rule of free trade, in favor of articles 
4t strictly necessary to national defence.” Should not the 
same breath which characterized the manufactures of 
Europe as necessaries of life have sanctioned another ex- 
ception? Or does he deem the defence of the nation a 
higher purpose than the existence of the people who come 
pose it? Sir, if our country be worth inhabiting, it can 
abundantly produce, within itself, shiclded from exotic 
interference, all that is requisite for the life and comfort 
of man. I would disdain it otherwise. 

But while you foster and protect the means of produc- 
ing the necessaries of life, what is the effect of abolishing 
the duties now exacted upon the imported luxuries? Cer- 
tainly, bring those luxuries within the poor man’s reach, 
if he has them not already: or, if he has them, as is the 
case generally with tea and coffee, to augment his fund by 
which to produce other articles of necessity or comfort, 
to the extent of the before existing duty. To that extent, 
at least, he is benefited and relieved. 

But we are told, the proposition stops too suddenly 
short, and contemplates, nay, makes tmavoidable, a surplus 
of revenue; and the oppression of drawing money out of 
the pockets of the people for nothing, merely to accumu- 
late it in the treasury, has been glowingly imputed. ‘This 
argument, sir, plausible and proper as it may scein, begs 
the whole question at issue. Prove the protection of your 
manufactures to be nothing; prove the national interests 
of domestic industry to be nothing; prove social indepen- 
dence, without which political independence is almost a 
shadow, to be nothing; prove these nothings, and then 
you may triumphantly retain in the pockets of the people 
the twenty-five cents a head which we propose to devote 
to nothing. Sir, these nothings constitute a great equiva- 
lent for which the American people will freely and cheer- 
fully pay. Pay twenty-five cents each! Ay, pay quad- 
ruple the amount, and feel, as they in reality would 
become, tenfold richer by the payment. 

The idea of a surplus is not a novelty; nor should it in- 
spire alarm. It was long since foreseen, as the practical 
result of any modification of the policy reasonably to be 
expected, by the present Chief Magistrate, and he frankly 
laid before his countrymen a plan for its distribution. For 
my own part, sir, whatever modes of applying it might be 
adopted, I entertain no fears about a full, an overflowing 
treasury, while it continues, as now, under the control of 
the representatives of a prudent, sagacious, and virtuous 
people. It would be liable to no misuse or perversion, to 
which ordinary revenue is not liable. Its appropriation 
must pass through the same forms; be devised, debated, 
and directed by the same men; ang. be protected under 
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exactly the same responsibilities. I can readily, indeed, | I to abstain from expressing the decided sense and ee 
conceive that a common treasure, locked up, if you will, sentiments of the patriotic community who sent me here. 
as resource in sudden emergencies, might operate, asdoes} Sir, I have nothing so much and so deeply at heart, as. 
even now the possession of the public lands, to preserve] the maintenance’ of the harmony and perpetuity of 7: 
the confederacy, when mere patriotism réstricts its ener- Union...Whatever may be the contrary and irreconcila re 
gies and virtues to the narrow sphere of a State. . {appearance of opinions, no danger is to be apprehende 5 

2. But that which principally recommends the original/ and. no difference.can be contemned, while the preserva- 
resolution to my preference, is the fact of. its leaving me| tion of our constitution, and the good of the country, ae 
at liberty to concede any just and reasonable modifications] the leading and paramount objects of us-all. If there | € 
or changes in the details of the policy, which maybe satis-| any—certainly there are. none, upon-this floor--who seek. 
factorily designated. , to distract the peace and dissolve the bonds of our federa- 
. Lam inflexible, sir, as to nothing but adequate protec-] tive Governament; who would put at hazard, in pursuit of 
tion. The process of attaining that may undergo any temporary projects, or to indulge ambitious aspirants, the 
mutation. Secure thatto the home labor of this country, į repose and institutions of the republic; who contemplate 
and our opponents shall have, as far as my voice and suf-| change and revolution; I beseech such men to extend 
frage can give it to them, a ‘carte blanche” whereon tol their forecasting vision into the fature, and to confront 
settle any arrangement or adjustment their intelligence] posterity. Let them be warned, by anticipating the judg- 
may suggest.. It might. have been expected, not unrea-| ment of that tribunal. “The excitements of the day may. 
sonahly, that they who desired change should tender their] be gratified: they may delude themselves into the belief 
projet; that they would designate noxious particulars, and] that they are laboring to vindicate the constitution, or to 
intimate their remedies; that they would invoke the skill] uphold the principles of human liberty; but if they reck- 
and assistance of practical and experienced observers on a lessly involye the American people in the horrors, uncer- 
subject with which few of us are familiar; and point with} tainties, and fatal consequences of civil war, and of violent 
precision to such parts of the extensive system as can be disruption, they must be content to receive, as a merited 
modified without weakening or endangering the whole reward, an immortality of detestation., Their party and 
structure. They have forborn to do this. They demand paltry pretexts willbe forgotten; their refined discrimina- 
an entire demolition. Free trade is-the burden of their] tions in theory, and their high-wrought declamation, will 
eloquence; the golden fleece of their adventurous enter-| be forgotten; even their virtuous passions will cease to 
prise; the goal short of which they will not pause even to] extenuate their offence; and all posterity, struggling in: 
breathe. [cannot join their expedition for such object. | vain to recombine the elements, and to rebuild the edifice 
An established policy, coeval, in the language of President] of our great, and glorious, and happy confederacy—~amid. 
Jackson, with our Government; believed by an immense] the desolation of perpetual conflicts, and in the darkness 
majority of our people to be constitutional, wise, and ex-| of sectional bondage—-will doom them to loud, .deep,. and: 
pedient; may not be abruptly abandoned by Congress, with- everlasting execration.. Let no man, sir, seek elevation 
out a treacherous departure from duty, a shameless derelic-| or renown, at the price of the National Union and tran- 
tion of sacred trust and confidence. ` To expect it, is both | quillity. He will never find it. Failing, he must rank, 
extravagant and unkind. But show us your scheme: call during life, among the few outcasts whom we have. yet 
it one of revenue exclusively, if you will: names and epi-] engendered; and if he achieve his country’s ruin, when 
thets are immaterial: let it accommodate our policy with} dead, the burning lava of universal hatred will roll hissing’ 
the new fiscal attitude of the nation, and with your wishes; | over his grave; and, though like ‘the aspiring youth who 
and, for one, I will give it the favorable hearing and con-| fired the Ephesian dome,” he should acquire fame, it will 
sideration to which the purity of your motives and your} be the fame of bitter.and boundless abhorrence. 
alleged sufferings certainly entitle it. It is not impossible, 
sir, (though I confess myself a very feeble instructor on 
this vast business) that some rational project may spring 
from sober and analytical inquiry, to reconcile usall. I 
have heard intimated that new regulations in collecting 
the revenue might make the protection to manufactures Soe f ; 
even more effectua] than it ae is, and yet remove every]. Mr. DALLAS resumed, and occupied about two hours 
cause of complaint. Let gentlemen set them forth for (ahh are ae Sealer cece. commenced yesterday, 
candid scrutiny. Shall it be by exacting the payment of é A i . i 
duties in cash? By a system of licenses to auetinzer? By| Mr. FORSYTH then took the floor, and commenced à 
abolishing the assessment of duties on minimum values? | Speech against the resolution. After speaking a shor 
Develop the scheme, and enable us to judge. Do you] time, he yielded to a motion for adjournment; and 
prefer attaining your purpose by specific reductions of| The Senate adjourned. 
duty? On what articles, then? to what extent? by what 
gradual decrease? All we desire, to enable us to prove 
our readiness to accommodate this entangling and distract- 
ing theme of legislation, is, that generalities may be relin- 
guished; that an unconditional surrender to the Utopian 
theory of free trade may not be invoked; and that such 
modifications of the existing policy may be chalked out as 
will be useful to our opponents without being destructive 
to the policy itself. oes : l 

i lament, Mr. President, having been öbliged, in the 
discharge of a supposed duty, to trespass so long upon 

ne indulgent attention of the Senate. I would close cheer- : 4 

fully, and forbear, in conformity with my original deter-| - The Senate having again proceeded to the special. order 
mination, adverting to any topic not directly connected | of the day, being Mr. Crar’s resolution, : 
with the subject of discussion. One matter, however, has} Mr. FORSYTH concluded his remarks against the ree 
been incidentally introduced, and has, in truth, been often {solution in a speech of two hours; after which, 
vehemently urged upon our reflection, as to which I might} Mr. ROBBINS took the floor; and 
be deemed a faithless and unfeeling representative were! The Senate adjourned. 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 28. 
THE TARIFF. 
The Senate having” again taken up Mr. Crav’s resolu: 
tion respecting the tariff, : : 


N 


Wenvnespay, FeErrvary 29. 


The bill reported from the Committee on Public Lands, 
authorizing a reduction of the ptice of said lands, was 
taken up, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The amendments to strike out the Sd and Sth sections, 
and to strike out seventy-five and insert fifty cents as the 
price per acre, were adopted; and, after some remarks by 
Messrs. BUCKNER, KING, and JOHNSTON, it was or- 
dered to be engrossed. for a third reading. lane 
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cate question for the Senate to act upon; for it respected 
the disposition of political power among the States of the 
Union. It settled the number of representatives from 
each State, and the number of electors of President and 
Vice President to be assigned to each State. Under our 
system of Government, this was always a delicate ques- 
tion, and to the Senate it presented peculiar difficulties, 
since it affected States which were here all equally repre- 
sented. | Though it might seem simple to assign members 
according to numbers, yet, in this case, it was attended 
with some embarrassment. ‘The ratio assumed by the bill, 
as it now stands, is forty-seven thousand seven hundred— 
giving, when applied to the population of the Statcs, two 
hundred and forty members to the House of Representa- 
tives, and leaving fractions considerably large. The ad- 
ditional seven hundred produced no relative effect.what- 
ever. It neither augmented nor diminished the number 
of the House of Representatives, nor affected the number 
of representatives of any one State. Forty-seven thou- 
sand gives the same number, and from the same States 
with forty-seven thousand seven hundred. ‘The only ef- 
fect of the seven hundred was to diminish the apparent 
amount of unrepresented fractions. He had come to the 
conclusion that the bill, in its present form, was liable to 
invincible constitutional obligations; but, before he consi- 
dered them, he would draw the attention of the Senate to 
the inequality of.the bill, since.it was impossible that any 
individual should have a representative: perfect equality 
of representation was unattainable; but it was the object 
of Congress to attain to the nearest possible degree of 
equality. In this matter, equality was justice. This bill, 
assuming 47,700 as a ratio, leaves large fractions in the 
small States; it leaves large fractions in contiguous States, 
The three Southwestern States, Louisiana, Alabama, and 
Mississippi, had very large fractions; New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, and Vermont had cach a large fraction; 
New Jersey had a very large fraction. A little com- 
parison will show how unequal the bill is as to these 
States. Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Vermont, and 
New Jersey had 51,180 persons for cach represen- 
tative, while New York had a representative to 47,800 
inhabitants; New York and Pennsylvania had fractions 
amounting together to only seventeen thousand. Ver- 
mont and New Hampshire, with ten members of Con- 
gress, had fractions of seventy-three thousand. A cor- 
rected return from the southern district of New York 
gives to that State five thousand more inhabitants, which 
diminishes the disparity referred to, pro tanlo. Massachu- 
setts, Vermont, New Hampshire, and New Jersey had 
fractions amounting, in the aggregate, to 144,168. Ano- 
ther illustration of the unequal operation of the bill was 
this. New York had two members more than New Eng- 
land with a population less by forty thousand than that of 
New England. Six States, with 110members, hada fraction 
of only forty thousand. To those, if you add North Ca- 
rolina, you have seven States, with a majority of the whole 
number of members, and a fraction of only 53,000. Ver- 
mont alone had a fraction of forty thousand; New England 
had a fraction of 120 or 130,000. New Jerscy and Ver- 
mont, with eleven members of Congress, had a fraction of 
75,000, which was more than the whole unre presented 
population of those States whose members Constitute a 
majority of Congress. New England had forty thousand 
more inhabitants than New York, and New York had two 
more representatives than New England. ‘The bill also 
threw large fractions upon new States——upon Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana; which States, before the next 
census, will be vastly increased in population. In many 


Tuorspay, Manon 100-7)” 

ie eee, .. PATENT. OFFICE.. : i : 

The resolution from the House of Representatives for 
recording patents for useful inventions, was, on motion of 
Mr. SMITH, taker up for consideration. es 

“Mr. BENTON said the resolution passed the House 
seven or eight weeks-ago, and was of an urgent nature. 
Patentees allege great losses on account of the delay and 
difficulty which occur in procuring copies of their patents. 
The papers have not been recorded for forty years; and 
the files must be overlooked, in search of each particular 
-papers The- Patent Office, so far from being a charge 
on the Government, had paid into the treasury, over and 
above its expenses, one hundred thousand dollars and 
upwards, n EIR ae è ` 

Mr. RUGGLES asked how many clerks were .now in 
the Patent Office, and what were their duties. 

Mr. BENTON could not say how many clerks there 
were, but it was stated by the superintendent that the re- 
cords were forty years behindhand, and could not be 
brought up without the employment of extra clerks. 

“Mr. SMITH stated that the number of clerks was small, 
and hardly equal to the performance of the current busi- 
ness of the office, without attending to the arrcarages. 

Mr. BENTON read from the National Calendar the 
names of the clerks and their salaries, and made further 
explanations. It was never contemplated, he said, that 
the ‘Patent Office should be a source of revenue; and, at 
present, it was one hundred and three thousand dollars in 
advance to the treasury. 

A report on the subject, from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, was then read. 

The resolution was then read a third time, and passed. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


-On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill from the House to apportion 
the ‘representatives among the scveral States according 
to the fifth census: 

Mr: WEBSTER offered the following amendment to 
the bill; - f 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

“That, from and after the 3d day of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-three, the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be composed of members, elected agreea- 
bly to the following ratio: that is to say, one representa- 
tive for every forty-seven thousand persons in each State, 
computed according to the rule prescribed by the consti- 
tution of the United States, and one additional member 
for cach State whose fractional numbers, remaining after 
dividing its. whole. numbers by forty-seven thousand as 
aforesaid; shall exceed twenty-five thousand persons, the 
said number of representativesin any State not exceeding 
one for every thirty thousand persons; that is to say, with- 
in the State of Maine, eight; within the State of New 
Hampshire, six; within the State of Massachusetts, thir- 
teen; within the State of Rhode Island, two; within the 
State of Connecticut, six; within the State of Vermont, 
six; within the State of New York, forty-one; within the 
State of New Jersey, seven; within the State of Pennsyl- 
vania twenty-nine; within the State of Delaware, two; 
within the State of Maryland, nine; within the State of 
Virginia, twenty-two; within the State of North Carolina, 
fourteen; within the State of South Carolina, ten; within 
the State of Georgia, nine; within the State of Kentucky, 
thirteen; within the State of Tennessee, thirteen; within 
the State’ of Ohio, twenty; within the State of Indiana, } ) i 
seven; within the State of Louisiana, four; within the} other statements and views Mr. W. illustrated the inequa- 
State of Missouri, three; within the State of Alabama, six; | lity of the bill. “He next culled the attention of the Senate 
within the State of Mississippi, three; and within the State | to the means of remedying this inequality. A just and 
of Hlinois, two.” practicable remedy was to allow representatives for large 

Mr. WEBSTER said this was an important and deli-|fractions. The constitution prescribed that the represen- 


489 


Manca 2, 1832.] 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 
3 The Tarif. 


490 


[SENATE 


& 


tatives should be apportioned among the several States ac- defy any body-to find in the rejected bill what General 


cording to their population, meaning as near as may be. 
That there should be a precise ‘distribution, was impos- 
sible; but it should be as nearly precise as may be. 
There was no. greater inequality in allowing something 
more, than in allowing something less than a number which 
an accurate apportionment would require. We move to 
seek the greatest attainable degree of equality. It had 
occurred to him that, throwing aside seven hundred as 
immaterial to the effect of the ratio, and allowing a repre- 
sentative for fractions exceeding a moiety of the ratio, 
would produce greater equality, and do more justice 
than any other practicable mode. The present bill gives 
240 members. The ratio of 47,000 would also give 240 
members, while each State will send the same number to 
which 47,700 would entitle it. There are fifteen States 
whose fractions exceed a moiety of the ratio. The amend- 
ment fixes the fraction to be represented at 25,000: of these 
are fifteen States, whose fractions amount to 25,000. 
These are distributed throughout the United States with 
a respectable degree of equality. There are three in the 
East: Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Vermont. Four 
in the middle States: New York, Pennsylvania, New Jer- 
sey, and Delaware. Four in the South: ‘Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, North and South Carolina. Two in the West: Ohio 
and Missouri; and two in the Southwest, Alabama and 
Louisiana, It leaves unrepresented no fraction greater than 
16,000, except that of Maine, which is 23,000. It is not 
fair to consider that as a large fraction which falls short of 
a moiety of the ratio. The recommendation of the amend- 
ment was, that the time would come, by the natural ope- 
ration of events, when the old States must consent to part 
with a considerable portion of their present representa- 
tion. He confessed that he thought it an object not at 
present to anticipate this state of things, by depriving any 
old State of a positive degree of power.” He would pro- 
pose the reduction of the present number until it became 
necessary. Between the number 240 and the number 
255, as the number of the members of the House of Re- 
presentatives, there was no difference in principle. He 
had heard many say that the principle of his amendment 
was just, but that it was liable to some constitutional ob- 
jections, which had their origin in the message of General 
Washington, returning the first apportionment bill, in 
1792. Mr. W. had come to the conclusion that the prin- 
ciple was constitutional, if the bill, in its whole frame, was 
constitutional). The bill of 1792 was réjected, because, 
instead of apportioning the representatives among the se- 
veral States according to a ratio, it assumed a certain 
number of representativés, and distributed them among 
the several States, assigning to each State its number of 
representatives, without ‘laying down the rule. Mr. W. 
here read the passage, which objected to the bill, that 
there was no one number, on division, which would yield 
the number of members in this bill, and that it allotted to 
eight of the States more than one representative for every 
thirty thousand, contrary. to an express provision of the 
constitution. There was a strong disposition on the part 
of Congress at that time to increase the number of the 
House of Representatives. None of the objections urged 
in the message apply to this amendment. It gives to no 
State a number of representatives exceeding one for each. 
thirty thousand. The objection, that there is no one divi- 
sion which will yield the number of members proposed, 
does not now touch the amendment. “General Washing- 
ton did not mean such a division as would divide the re- 
presentative numbers of each State without having any 
remainder. His objection, he understood, went to the 
fact that there was no equal ratio aptheable to all the 
States. Ifthe bill had said there should be one member 
for every ferty thousand, and one for every fraction of 
25,009, it would have had a ratio which, though complex, 
was equal in its operation upon all the States. „He would 


Washington said he could not find—the principle on which 
the bilt was drawn; for it was not there expressed. ‘The 
number assumed in that bill was probably obtained by di~ 
viding the whole representative number by thirty thou- 
sand, which dividend was then apportioned among the 
several States. General Washington’s objection went to 
this extent, and not further, that the bill seemed to apply 
no uniform principle to all the States, for he could find no 
division which would mark out the same results. How, 
then, was the amendment unconstitutional?’ ,. The consti- 
tution looked to a division as equal ‘as possible, and hebe- 
lieved that the proposition was strictly conformable to the 
constitutional requirement. He would now make some 
suggestions which would satisfy the Senate that the bill, in 
its present form, was unconstitutional. It was a mere 
mathematical question. The constitution says that © re- 
presentatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among 
the several States according to their respective numbers.” 
These two hundred and forty members were not appor- 
tioned according to the respective numbers of the States. 
The members from each State should have'the same pro- 
portion to the whole number of members, as the popula- 
tion of the State bears to the population of the United 
States. The whole representative population of the Unit- 
ed States was 11,923,483. The bill proposes two hun- 
dred and forty members.. Let us apply the rule to the 
bill: as the whole population of the United States is to two 
hundred and forty members, so should the population of 
New York be to her forty members. But, according to 
this proportion, New York would be entitled to, but thir- 
ty-eight members. It is evident that what New York 
gains, other States must lose. Suppose, instead of two 
hundred and forty members, it was a tax of 240,000 dol- 
lars, to be assessed upon the several States; would you put 
forty thousand dollars on New York, when her fair pro- 
portion was only thirty-eight thousand? 

Mr. W., after some further observations, touching the 
unequal operation and. the unconstitutional character of 
the bill, moved that it lie on the table. At the same time 
he gave notice that he should call it up on Monday next, 
even at the risk of breaking in upon another important 
debate. Several State Legislatures, now in session, were 
waiting for the bill. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


.Fripay, Marcy 2. 
THE TARIFF. 

The Senate then again proceeded to the consideration 
of Mr. Cray’s resolution, together with the amendment 
proposed thercto by Mr. HAYNE. 

Mr. ROBBINS, of Rhode Island, rose, and addressed the 
Senate as follows: To 

The question before us, as I take it, is one of expediency. 
Is it expedient to give to the industry of the country the 
market of the country, by means of protecting duties, in 
preference to leaving that market open to the equal com-, 
petition of foreign industry without restriction? = 

-I know it has been urged here, and much insisted on 
elsewhere, that the expediency ig not the only question; 
that a prior and paramount question is, has Congress the 
power, the constitutional power, to do this? f 

- Ht is not denied that Congress has claimed and exercised 
this power, from the commencement of the Government 
to this hour; that itis now in practical operation; and that 
never, till since 1828, has it been seriously, if at all, ques- 
tioned, by any party, at any time. 

There are two or three reflections, which, if duly weigh- 
ed, I should think would satisfy every reflecting mind that 
Congress, in exercising this power, has not usurped un- 
delegated power. 

If the power of taxation, ad libitum in amount, be in 
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Congress, the exercise of that power must be discretion- 
ary with Congress; and whether, in any. given instance, it 
shall be exercised, or to what extent it shall be exercised, 
must always be a question of expediency, and never. can 
bea question of constitutional right. - Now, the power of 
taxation is expressly given to Congress, and given without 
limitation as to the amount of revenue to be raised by it. 
That amount is left to the discretion of Congress. 

Again: The regulation of commerce with foreign nations’ 
is expressly’ given to Congress, and given without restric- 
tion. Now, a tariff of duties on imports is strictly and 
literally a regulation of commerce with fareign nations; 
and whether that tariff shall be higher, or lower, or what 
it shall be, must.be a question of expediency, and cannot 
be a question of constitutional right. 

Besides, this: power, as has been well stated, and ably 
argued by the honorable gentleman from. Tennessee, * is 
essential to national sovereignty; and to deny it to our Go- 
vernment, would be, so far, to lay our country prostrate at 
the feet of every other sovereignty in the world. If all 
other sovereignties could wield this power against us, (as, 
undoubtedly, they can, and do,) and we could not wield it 
_against them in self-defence but the supposition isintole- 
rable, and I will not carry out the idea, and depict the con- 
sequences. 

For what American, justly proud of his nation, could 
brook, for a moment, the idea of a crippled and subordinate 
sovereignty, that could not meet any other and every other 
national sovereignty, with power against power, with pre- 
rogative against prerogative, as an equal? National sove- 
reignties, whatever may be the form of the National Govern- 
ment, have all the same attributes; otherwise, they would 
not be equal and independent sovereignties. God forbid 
that this Government should ever admit the idea, or act 
upon the idea, of being an inferior, and, therefore, a de- 
graded sovercignty! If, then, you admit (and who will 
deny it?) that our Government may exert this power against 
other Governments, to vindicate our equal and just rights, 
you give up the whole controversy; for then you admit the 
existence of the power in the Government. The power 
being admitted, its exercise, in all cases, must be regu- 
lated by the discretion of Congress. 

How, then, Lask, can it be contended that, in exercis- 
ing this power, Congress has usurped undelegated power? 

If, instead of saying this, you vary your language, and 
say that Congress, in fixing a tariff of duties on imports, 
with a view to protection, has abused discretionary power, 
it brings the inquiry precisely to what I stated it to be~an 
inquiry as to the expediency of the protecting policy. 

And let it be recollected that the question is not, whether 
a new policy, and hitherto unknown to the Government, 
shall now be adopted; but whether a policy, coeval with 
the Government itself, which has now been pursued for 
forty years and upwards, and with a gradually increasing 
intensity; which is now in the full tide of experiment; with 
which interests, almost too vast to be calculated, and hard- 
ly to'be conceived, have grown up and are interwoven, 
and on which they are dependent--the question now is, 
whether this policy shall be continued, or shall be aban- 
doned. Though this is really the question; though these 
considerations carry with them an imposing weight towards 
settling this question; yet I anr not willing to rest it, and 
leave it to be decided on these considerations: for lam 
convinced that the policy is the true policy of this country; 
and that, if it had never been adopted, it ought now to be 
adopted; that we are invited to it by other considerations, 
that are irresistible. 

With your indulgence I will attempt, as briefly as I can, 
to lay before you the grounds of that conviction. | Ina mul- 
tifarious and extremely complicated question, as one in- 
volving effects immediate and remote, direct and conse- 
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quential of a scheme of national policy, must be, itis dif- 
cult to say enough for demonstration, without saying too 
much for patient attention. I will endeavor, however, to 
do the one, and to avoid, if possible, doing the other. Per- 
mit me to premise a few remarks. 

We have a great country, possessing great natural re- 
sources yet to be developed, and a people, of all others, the 
best fitted to develop them—a nation of freemen, animated, 
with the spirit, and possessing-all the energies of freedom; 
remarkable for their intelligence, their activity, and their 
enterprise; sagacious, inventive, and fertile in resource; 
prompt and bold in adventure; ardent and indefatigable 
in pursuit. They area hive without drones; allare active, 
all on the wing, every where, and ransacking every field 
that promises profit; ina country, too, where no mortmain, 
no perpetuities, prevent alienation and check circulation; 
where the accumulations of one generation are broken 
down in the next by distribution: where every new gene- 
ration is made up of individuals thrown upon their own re- 
sources to make their way in the world for themselves; 
where there is no passport to distinction but eminent merit, 
and where that is an infallible passport; where the first 
abilities and the highest virtues connected, whatever may 
be their birth, vindicate their way to the first places in so- 
ciety—to the highest honors of the nation. 

Now, what are those natural resources to be developed 
by this people, so fitted to develop them? They are many; 
a few only of the more prominent need now be indicat- 
ed. There is the capital in our domain and its fertility; 
in its mineral treasures, not yet fully explored, but show- 
ing themselves in parts all over our country, and boundless 
in extent; its means of artificial power, by water and by 
steam, also boundless, and every where diffused; a domain 
more immense and more valuable than ever was possessed. 
before by any other people; a domain that combines the 
elements of a world within itself; and when it shall be fill- 
ed up with its happy millions, when all its faculties shall 
be unfolded, will rival Europe, will not be less in num- 
bers, and will be far superior in conditicn. If our ener- 
gies are directed by our true policy, the rising generation 
will not all have passed away before these things come. 
The infant born to-day may live to see that. Add to all 
this, our physical resource in the labor of our great and 
growing population, aided by their pcerless mental ener- 
gies. Labor--bere lies the source of all wealth; this is the 
mine of all mines to work for its production, for its issues 
are unceasing and inexhaustible. ‘I'o open and fully to 
develop this resource is to strike upon the fountain of na- 
tional wealth; to open the spring-head of, and to realize, 
the fabled Pactolus, whose copious.and unfailing stream 
was a stream of gold. Nothing, nothing is so omnipotent 
in producing national wealth asthe labor of a mation profita- 
bly directed and fully developed., . 

We shall all agree, 1 suppose, that it would be benefi- 
cial tothe country to have all her resourcesfully developed; 
that the policy which would-have this effect is her true 
policy; that, if it be the only policy that could have this ef- 
fect, it would be unwise not to.adopt it; and that, if the 
protecting be that very policy, it ought to be continued. 
What, then, is the natural. and necessary operation of the 
protecting policy?—-I mean ifit be effectively followed out 
according to its principle, and to the extent of its principle, 

_Its primary effect is to give to the country, in time, and 
rapidly, too, a body of manufactures equal to the supply of 
the demand for all the wants of all the country; and beyond, 
for exportation to other countries, to an indefinite but very 
great amount. Already, though we are but in the infancy 
of this policy, our export of manufactures stands next in 
importance to tMe export of tobacco, and that is next in 
importance to cotton: cotton stands first. The exports of 
manufactures, proceeding as they have hitherto proceeded, 
will soon exceed in value that of tobacco. _ Perhaps it will’ 
not soon rival in value the export of cotton; but if the 
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all it may be hereafter; a market not confined: to the sea- 
board, and a few ports, but diffused all over our country, 
wherever there isa waterfall, wherever there is a bed of 
coal, wherever coal may be water-borne; a market that, 
with the facilities of intercommunication which the country 
may have, and ought to have, will be brought, as it were, 
to every man’s door... If you doubt the magnitude of this 
market, do but reflect upon the demand they create upon 
your agriculture, your crops, your flocks; your mines, and 
other agricultural treasures, for furnishing the raw -mate- 
rial of their fabrics; and then for the supply of the wants of 
the whole manufacturing population; not stinted in their 
consumption.of the necessaries of life, because not stinted -~ 
in their means to afford them; and you will doubt no 
longer. I should hope the honorable gentleman from Geor- 
gia would no longer doubt. - Wherever manufactures are 
planted, they change the face of nature anà the condition 
of the whole surrounding country, and by means of the 
market they create. 

Ask the agriculturists within the sphere of those mar- 
kets to give up this. policy—you might as well ask them 
to give up their freeholds; you might tear them from the 
one as easily as the other; and those of us who represent 
them here, be assured, are far behind them in zeal for its 
continuance. Why is it, that, as manufactures have mul- 
tiplied, and extended themselves, this policy has gained 
friends, and particularly with the agricultural population? 
It is because they have been made to feel its benefits; it 
has made proselytes by conferring benefits. They see 
these manufactures putting every thing in motion around 
them, evoking and evolving all the dormant energies of 
place and society; the old and the young, females as well 
as males, all employed; it is one scene of universal acti- 
vity. With the dawn of the sun. the busy scene begins, 
nor is the sun more constant in his course, ‘nor more re- 
gular in his return to it, than they in and to’theirs; con- 
tented, animated, and happy, their gains make their labors 
light, and the whole surrounding. country rings with joy. 
For much of our agriculture it makes the only market ‘it 
can have; for all that produce, for instance, that must be 
consumed at or near the place of its growth. For all that 
which admits of transportation and exportation, this poli- 
cy, young as it-is, has already made this country a greater 
and better market than all the world beside, except for 
the articles of tobacco and cotton. For cotton it affords 
a better market than any other country in the world, ex- 
cept England; it affords a better market than England did 
fifteen years ago; and in fifteen years hence it. will afford 
a better market than England now does. So late as. 1819, 
our whole export of cotton was but 87,000,000 lbs. ‘The 
consumption by our manufactures now is 78,000,000 lbs. 
This country, by means of this policy, is rapidly making 
for itself, and within itself, a market equal to that of all 
Europe. I mean, however, if it be aided by making and 
completing the facilities of intercommiunication of which 
the country is susceptible. The great evil of our situation 
arises from what is its great advantage—the immensity of 
our domain, and our dispersion over it. These improve- 
ments would remove this evil, and leave this advantage 
unmixed. Then, with all the advantages of: our expand- 
ed domain, we should have united all the advantages of 
condensationand neighborhood. But, without this policy, 
we cannot have these manufactures; and without these ma- 
nufactures, we cannot have this market; and without this 
market, we cannot have these facilities; or, if we ‘could 
have them, they would be no objeċt.- -The stock in them 
would be unprofitable; it would make-no dividends; it 
would be a dead capital. The-Cause of this policy, then, 
and the cause of these improvements, is one and the same 
cause; they stand:or they fall together. But.the West is 
told that it is a delusion on their part to believe this; that 
this policy is not necessary to these improvements; and 
that they may have the improvements without the policy; 


policy be not arrested, the day is coming when it will not 
only rival, but surpass in value, the export of cotton, and 
stand at the head of our-export-commerce. * Let not this 
idea be thought extravagant. Look at the export com- 
merce of England; vast as that is, nine-tenths of .it is made 
up of their manufactures, acquired by this very policy. 

Will it be pretended that we could have this body of 
manufactures without this policy? Pray, refiect for a mo- 
ment, that, when the late war and double duties secured 
to the industry of the country the market of the country 
for the supply of manufactures, they sprung up on all sides, 
as it were, by enchantment. But when the warand double 
duties terminated, they went down at once, and would 
have gone down forever, but for the tariff of 1816; illustrat- 
ing the prodigious effect of complete protection, and the | 
prodigious difference between that and protection that is 
incomplete, and only judicious, asit is called; and illustrat- 
ing, too, the necessity of protection to give birth to manu- 
factures. In a country without manufactures, what man, 
in the present state of the world, would embark and 
hazard his fortune in the undertaking to begin them, against 
the equal competition of other countries, possessing every 
advantage over him, and ready, and willing, and. interest- 
ed, to crush the attempt? It would be folly to think of 
it, for it would be inevitable ruin. In what instance, in 
modern and recent times, I would ask, has any nation ever 
acquired manufacturing riches without a protecting policy? 
Why, the thing is impossible; in the nature of things, it 
cannot be. Since 1816, our manufactures have increased 
as the subsequent tariffs have increased the degree of pro- 
tection; and now they are advancing with rapid strides. 
We have these manufacturing riches, then, by means of 
this policy; and without it we cannot have them. 

Now, consider that, by acquiring these manufactures, 
we have acquired a new and almost boundless field for the 
profitable employment. of capital, made profitable to the 
owner by employing the labor of the country, in giving a 
new value to the products of the country. “Why is com- 
merce beneficial to the country? and why is it protected at 
such an immense expense as itis? It creates nothing; it only 
exchanges what has been created. It is beneficial, because 
and only because, it gives profitable employment to capital, 
and because that employment gives employment to the 
labor of the country. Now, whatever the relative profits 
in capital maybe in those two employments, (which must 
depend on timesand circumstances, ) itis certain that, in the 
employment of labor, the capital in manufactures, in propor- 
tion tothe amount, far outstrips the capital in commerce. 

Now, can the different fields of business for the profit- 
able employment of ¢spital.and labor be too much multi- 
plied in a country, for the good and ‘prosperity of the 
country? -Is it not forthe good of the country that all its 
growing capital should be profitably employed in the busi- 
ness of the country, and should have the means of pro- 
fitable employment? And is not the acquisition of every 
such new field, to the extent of that field, a gain to the 
country? : 

Consider, again, the demand which these manufactures 
make for the labor of the country; and the effect of that 
labor in improving the condition of the laboring classes, 
and in producing and ‘augmenting the national wealth. 
Are the laboring classes of this nation few in numbers? 
In numbers, they far-exceed all other classessput together. 
Is. it no recommendation of this policy that it makes them 
happy, while they make their country rich? -- 

This policy, then, will give-us these manufactures:as its 
primary effect. Now, what will be the effect of this effect— 
the effect, I mean, of manufactures? In the first place, it 
will be to create a market: for our agriculture, and that 
secured to our agriculture by the same policy—a market, 
the magnitude and effect of which. those who have not 
reflected upon the subject can‘have no adequate idea; a 
market suficient for all our-agriculture.as ittnow is, and 
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and told this by the foes of both. - Why not tell them they 
may have life without blood, and its circulation?» The one 
is just as feasible as the other, and justas probable, =- -< 

Of all the strange ideas thrown out in this debate, the 
most strange, according’ to my apprehension of. the fact, 
was the supposed tendency of this policy to diminish our 
commerce, and particularly the foreign. . The honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee, while he lamented, or affect- 
ed to lament, the decline of our foreign commerce, ad- 
mitted the great increase of the revenue paid by that 
commerce, and built upon that very fact his plan for its 
permanent reduction. If our foreign commerce is really 
dying of a consumption by this policy, why, the revenue 
will die with it, and we may dispense with our fears of hav- 
ing too much, and change them to fears of having too little. 
his policy, if foreign. commerce is perishing by its wi- 
thering” blast, will dry up that source of revenue, and leave 
us to look to other sources for its supply. But the truth 
is, that it docs not diminish our foreign commerce; the 
truth is, it augments. that commerce; the truth is, that this 
policy tends, beyond all other means that ever were de- 
vised. by the wit of man, to augment that commerce. The 
effect is not immediately so visible in the tonnage em- 
ployed (though the effect is ultimately very great) as in 
the increased value of that commerce.*. This policy, in 
the first place, by creating manufactures, creates a de- 
mand and a commerce for the foreign supply of materials 
necessary to their fabrics, infinitely greater than the com- 
merce it displaces and ‘supersedes. This policy, in the 
next place, by increasing the ability of the country to 
consume, in the same proportion, increases the foreign 
demand for all the supplics that forcign countries must 
furnish: for consumption is always regulated by income. 
I pray gentlemen to look at the effect of this policy on the 
forcign commerce of England, and examine the tables of 
that commerce. Vast as that is, you will see that nine- 
tenths of it is the fruit of this policy—of. this policy, tho- 
roughly followed’ out and steadily pursued; and, thereby 
increasing the ability to consume, it has increased the 
consumption in the same ratio.. No nation can compare 
with that in riches; and none.jin public and private ex- 
pense. To show the operation of this policy upon foreign 
commerce, take a single fuct ‘wpon a small scale, and, cx 
pede, estimate the Hercules; estimate: the gigantic effeets 
to be produced by the whole system. ‘The county of 
Worcester is an interior county in the State of Massachu- 
setts. ‘There they have begun, among other manufac- 
tures, the manufacture of wooilens. Those establish- 
ments are yct small, though somewhat numerous; they are 
thirty-five: in number. Now, what demand do they al- 
ready create, which is to be supplied by foreign com- 
merce?—to be supplied annually, and which otherwise 
would not exist? 


indigo; "+ - 52,112 pounds, at $1 50, $78,168 


Maädder, -~ - 56,600 do. - 5 
Dye woods, - 500 tons, - a 15,485 
Olive oil, - - 55,706 gallons, - - 12,985 
Sweet oi], in bottles, - - ` - - 1,000 
Hard soap, - 175,000 pounds, - - 17,432 
$188,756 


Why, the tonnage required to be employed in foreign 
commerce by one single manufactory, in one county, is 
yore than would be required to import all the woollens 
that we ever imported from England in any one year; yet 
we are told this policy is to diminish our foreign com- 


* Lhe tonnage appears less in proportion to the commeree, on ae- 
count of the. great improvement of Jate in the structure of merchant 
vessels, A very Intelhgent merchant, and well acquainted with the 
subject, states that, by trat improvemenf, some vessels earry nearly 
or quite fifty per cent more of cotton, for instance, to the tos, than 
they did antccedently to-that improvement. ; à 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 
aaa aa 


496 


[Marcu 2, 1832. 


merce, when, in- truth, there is no calculating, hardly no 
conceiving, the extent to which it will enlarge it. Itis 
true, our foreign tonnage is somewhat less than. it was 
years ago, when it was made large by the then extraor- 
dinary state of the world, and when we had in our hands 
the commerce of other nations. With the final period to 
that’ state of things, when these nations resumed their 
commerce, our foreign tonnage suddenly fell off, and re» 
duced itself to what was permitted to it by the general 
competition: it was much reduced.. But, from that period 
to the present, it has been progressively increasing, and 
is now rapidly increasing. ‘Though that tonnage be some- 
what less than it was at the time, and for the cause just 
mentioned, yet our commerce is vastly greater than it 
was then, or ever has been, as is evinced by the revenue 
it pays: it has been made thus greater by this very policy. 

But the effect of this policy on forcign commerce, vast 
as itis, is nothing; it is the rivulct to the flowing tides of 
the ocean, compared to its effect on the domestic coms 
merce. This, the domestic commerce, it may be said li- 
terally to create; for it enlarges it toa magnitude by the 
side of which the foreign dwindles into comparative insig» 
nificance. In England, the estimate of Adam Smith made 
the home trade to the foreign as fifteen to one; both have 
grown since, astonishingly—the home the most, and both 
by this policy. The honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see admits that the coasting tonnage is increased, and well 
he may, for it has doubled within a few years; but surely 
that gentleman need not be informed that the coasting ton- 
nage employed is no criterion even of the coasting com- 
merce: for the cargoes have increased in value much faster 
than the tonnage hasincreased in amount. The coasting ves- 
sel that transported lumber and other gross products, now 
transports cotton. The two hundred thousand bales, re- 
quired by our manufactures, is of more valuc than the 
whole of the coasting commerce was, or would be, with- 
out them. Then reflect upon the valuc of the returns to 
the coasting trade from that very cotton, in cotton fabrics, 
to a fourfold amount of the cotton. itself, and you see, at 
once, that the growing amount of the tonnage employed 
is no criterion of the growing amount of the coasting com- 
merce. But the coasting commerce itself, though some 
criterion, is no measure of the total amount of the domes- 
tic commerce. The separate internal trade, by internal 
communication, is to be added, vastly exceeding the 
amount of the coasting. Here I beg leave to recur, again, 
to the woollen manufacture of Worcester county, now, for 
the illustration of the effect of this policy on the domestic, 
as I then did for its effect on the foreign trade. ‘There 
is required for the supply of that manufacture, annually, 

2,530,000 pounds of wool, 
52,112 pounds cotton, for warp of satinets, 
190,000 pounds pot and pearl.ashes, 
- 21,300 pounds pastel and woad, 
75,517 pounds alum, copperas, blue vitriol, and other 
x chemicals, : 
61,395 pounds glue and pates, 
3,176 barrels of soft soap, 
11,700,000 teasels for napping cloth, 
454 barrels of lime and bran, 
10,323 cords of wood, for fuel, 1 
275 tons of mineral coal, , 
Leather for belts and repairs, 5,191 dollars 
worth, 

Let it be noted that, in this table is omitted the lumber 
and other materials employed in the factory buildings, and 
in their machinery.. And here it may be remarked that 
these manufactures create more demand and a better 
market for the article of lumber, with which our country 
so abounds, than all the West Indies, and all other foreign 
markets of the world, put together. 

“These manufactures, then, which some gentlemen look 
upon with so evil an eye, are necessary to these grand re- 
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sults: they are the cause of them--the causa sine qua non. | by ourselves,” y e 
perior perfection and cheapness of English manufactures, 
which are the results, the necessary results,-of this very 
policy; and which would take place here, just as they 
have taken place there. And this policy promises greater 
and- better things for us than it.has done even for England; 


We see that, valuable as. they are in themselves, as an 
end, they are still more valuable as means to other ends— 
as the means of giving a’spring and impulse to agriculture, 
beyond any other and all other possible means; and asthe 
means of extending the sphere and augmenting the-value 
of our commerce, both foreign and domestic, beyond.any 
other and all other possible means. . These manufactures 
are, indeed, the grand purchase, the, compound lever, by 
which‘all the great interests of the country are to be raised 
from their dormant state, so far as they are’ dormant, in 
the manner I have endeavored’ to point out, and to a 
height, but far beyond the height which I have been 
able to portray or illustrate. Archimedes said, give me 

round to stand on, and with the lever I can lift the earth 

rom its sphere. Manufactures -have aforce seemingly 
as infinite; and here we-have not to sappose means impos- 
sible in ther nature for its exertion; we have them at com- 
mand; we have them in this policy. If any one think 
these ideas extravagant, let him consider what manufac- 
tures have done for England; acquired solely by this po- 
licy—what wealth she has derived from them—what power 
from that wealth—and say, if these ideas are extravagant. 
If all the mines of all the precious metals, ofall the dia- 
monds, and all the precious stones, dispersed all over the 
world, were combined, and planted in the soil. of Great 
Britain, they would be nothing for wealth—nothing, com- 
pared to the mine of wealth she has found in this policy. 
Look at that prodigy of all prodigies on earth—the mass 
of British capital, accumulated. as it hag been by this po- 
licy. It baffles every effort of the unas nate to embrace 
its magnitude. It fills all the channels of her industry, 
diversified and multiplied as they are, to overflowing. Tt 
employs more than twenty-four thousand trading vessels, 
exporting and importing more than two and a half mil- 
lions of tons of merchandise annually; and the merchan- 
dise exported of the highest value, and nine-tenths of it 
the fabrics of her own industry. It employs all the esta- 
blishments by which those fabrics are produced. It sup- 
plies all the demands of her agriculture, and that on a 
more improved scale than ever before existed. 
plies all the demands of the internal trade to fifteen times 
the amount of the external. 
every object of internal improvement~—her one hundred 
and thirty-eight thousand miles of turnpike road--her 
three thousand miles of.canals—her securities for every 
anchorage on eighteen hundred miles of coast-—her rail- 


roads, and every other object aud every other project of 


internal improvement, _ 1t supplies her Government with 
a loan of more than eight hundred millions sterling; and 
foreign Governments with.a loan of more than two hun- 
dred millions sterling. Still, it is. not exhausted, and 
scems inexhaustible. The surplus remaining, and idle, is 
sufficient and ready to supply the demands of the whole 
world, provided the security be not doubted. The re- 
presentation of it by my honorable friend from Ohio, so 
startling at the moment, was within the letter of the truth: 
it is capital that would buy a continent. 

What but this capital, acquired by this policy, could 
have sustained her as she sustained herself, in the wars be- 
gun the last century, and continued into this? What but 
this capital, so acquired, could have enabled her to bear 
up against the pressure of a world, and to set that world 
at defiance? Her power was founded in her riches, and 
her riches were derived from this policy. Can there be 
any doubt of-this?- What but this policy has given her 
manufactures? “What has made her agriculture what 
it is, but the market which these manufactures have 
created for it? What has made her commerce, external 
and internal, what it is, but these manufactures, which 
make nine-tenths of its value? 
‘the experiment of this policy, as made by- England, is nos 
turned as an argument against the experiment being ma 

Vou. VIIL.—32 


It sup- 


It supplies the capital of 


But the very success. of 
was steadily, a 


For what is that argument? It is the su- 


for we undertake: it with -greater advantages... Besides 
others, we have the raw material for manufactures, in 
greater abundance, beyond all comparison; .we :have the 
means of artificial power, in greater. abundance, beyond. - 
all comparison; but our greatest advantage: isin the bound- 


less extent of the home market which we may build up 
for ourselves, and -which will bea world: within itself, _ 


Notto mention that we start with all their inventions and 
improvements—** Venimus ad suinmum fortune,” to enter 
on the same career.. And, as to the circumstances: on 
which Adam Smith lays so much stress, and in which he is 
echoed by Mr. Gallatin, in his free trade report, namely, 
the freedom of their institutions, the enterprise of ‘their 
people, and the. security. of their property, surely. no 


American, whatever a foreigner may do; will admit. his 


country to be inferior to England in these respects. 

I have said that the value.of this. policy depended upon 
its being followed out according to its: principle; and. to 
the extent of its principle; and I will now add, upon. its 
being steadily pursued. fa aie “oat 

No State ever became great by its policy, but by a` 
steady and persevering pursuit of that policy; and wonder- 


ful is the efficacy of such steadiness and perseverance. 


I beg leave to.refer toafewinstances. -- . ù 

„Great Britain owes her astonishing opulence and power 
to this steadiness of pursuit. It is now about two.hundred 
years since she began in earnest the policy of securing to 
her own industry the monopoly of her own markets; and 
neyer for a moment has she relaxed in-the least from the 
pursuit of that policy... It involved her in one war; but no 
force without, no complaint, no clamors- within, ever in- 
duced on her part any, the least wavering, in the pur- 
suit. The astonishing results, I have just. now given. 
Other nations have not profited equally by the policy, only 
because. they have failed of equal steadiness in the pur- 
suit. -With them, the policy has been fluctuating; some- 
times pursued, and. sometimes abandoned, and sometimes 
relaxed into a ** judicious tariff.” Itis hence that they 
have been thrown so much in the rear of Great Britain. 
But their eyes are now opened; the scales have fallen from 
them; they are wide awaketo the importance of this policy; 
and Great Britain can.no longer delude them with the fine 
theory of her Adam Smith; which she recommends to 
them, but repudiates for herself. mech “i 
Again: Ancient Rome was once an inconsiderable vil- 
lage, on the banks_of the Tiber. That village reared. 
itself into a vast empire, embracing the fairest portions of 
the habitable globe; extending, on one line, (asthe poet 
expresses it) - . l f 

iy A Gadibus usque 
“ Auroram et Gangen;” ; f a 
«from Cadiz to Aurora and the Ganges;” on the.other, 
from the burning desert of Lybia to the Danube and the . 
Rhine—an empire of which all present Franée was but a 
province, and Great Britain but.an appendage of that pro- 
vince. In Europe, in Asia, in Africa, she saw her eagles, 
like the -delegates.of her Jove, bear her thunders in 
triumph over their subjugated and trembling nations.. How 
is this prodigy to be accounted for?~..Selely by steadiness 
of pursuit, That ambitious village” proposed to herself 
the acquisition of military powér, and nothing else— 
& He tibi erunt artes; pacis que imponere morem, 
“Parcere subjectis, et debellare superbos:” 


and the whole scheme of her policy hadreference to, and 


was.concentered. in, that leading ‘object; and that 
inwaveringly, and exclusively, 
or seven hundred years. 


polic 
i c pursued, 
The same policy that progres- 
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sively: reared up ‘this gigantic power against the world, 
afterwards sustained -it over the ‘world for another seven 
hundred years.” The power and the policy fell together. 
Rome remained invincible, “till corruption, after having 
triumphed over every thing else, came at last to triumph 
overher military institutions—then Rome fell, andavenged 
the’ conquered world with her own suicidal hand. 

‘But the most interesting instance of the efficacy of this 
steadiness of. pursuit was given by-the city. of Athens; the 
most interesting, because the object was most so. . From 
the earliest times, Athens aspired to literature and the 
elegant arts. ‘Fhey were made, as Montesquieu remarks, 
a direct and leading object with the Government; singular 
in this respect, and differing from every other. By a 
steady. pursuit of the policy adopted with a view to this 
end, the city of Athens became such‘a monument of the 
arts, that even her imperfect ‘and dilapidated remains are 
at thisday the wonder of the world, What splendors, then, 
must she have emitted in the day of hersplendor! When, 
in her freshness, she met the niorning sun, and reflected 
back: a-rival glory! “When she ‘was full of the master- 
pieces of geniusin every art—creations, that were said to 
have exalted in the human mind the ideasof the divinities 
themselves! The fervid eloquence of Demosthenes failed, 
unequal to the task, to do justice to those immortal splen- 
dors, when employed, as it occasionally was, for that pur- 
pose, in his adresses to the Athenian people. It was by 
the steady pursuit of the same policy, that their literary 
works of every kind (and in every kind they were ex- 
tremely numerous) came tobe equally-the masterpieces 
of human genius; and being more diffused, and less im- 
paired by the injuries of time, than the other monuments 
of the arts, they were, and still are, more the wonders of 
the world. They were carried to such a height of per- 
fection, that, after it, the Athemans themselves could 
never surpass them; while others have never been able to 
equal them. _ Now, what has been the effect? Literature 
and. the arts have gathered around that city a charm that 
was, andi, felt by all mankind; whieh no distance, no time, 
candispel. No scholar, of any age or clime, but has made 
(in fancy, at least) a pilgrimage to its shore; there to call 
around him the shades of their mighty dead, whose minds 
still Jive, and delight and astonish in their immortal works. 
It is emphatically the city of the heart, where the affections 
delight to dwell; the green spot of the earth, where the 
fancy loves to linger. How poor isbrute force—even the 
most magnificent, even the Roman—compared to the em- 
pire of mind, to which all other minds pay their volun- 
tary homage! Her literature and her arts acquired to 
Athens this empire, which her remains still preserve, and 
always will preserve. In contemplating the phenomenon 
of her literary achievements, a great and profound writer 
could not forbear saying, ‘that it seemed a providental 
event, in honor of human nature, to show to what per- 
fection the species might ascend.” Call it. providential, 
if you please--as every event is, in some sense, pro- 
vidential—but it was the effect of artifical causes, as much 
*so as the military power of the Romans; it was the effect 
of a policy, early adopted, and always afterwards steadily 
pursued. 1 know the opinion that ascribes all this toa 
peculiar felicity of nature. Horacc, I know, says— 

“ Graiis ingenium; Graiis dedit ore rotundo 

x «t Musa loqiti; preter laudem nullius avaris.” 

But what gavè them that absorbing avarice of fame? 
Tt was infused into them by their institutions; it was that 
‘one universal sentiment, generated by those institations; 
and what he calls the gift of genius, bestowed by the 
muses, was'the common mind, exalted and refined by the 

. operation and force of the same institutions. It was these 
which had refined’an Athenian mob, as the Athenian peo- 
ple are sometimes called, into an audience of critical taste. 
The Attic eloquence; called so by way of pre-eminence, 
was but a conformity to the requirements of that taste. 
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‘Such is the wonderful efficacy of steadiness of pursuit, 

(as we have seen displayed in those instances,) by a na- 
tion pursuing national objects by adequate means. ` 

But to return to this protecting policy. It seems to me 
strange, passing strange, that enlightened, and reflecting, 
and patriotic men should doubt the expediency of this 
policy for our country, or be cold in the pursuit- But the 
bitter hostility it encounters from such men, is to me as- 
tonishing; it-puzzles. and confounds me when I would ac- 
count for it.. But for my respect for them, I should say it 
was like the fanaticism of ballucinated minds, feeding on 
their own chimeras; so irrational, so visionary, it appears to 
me, to impute any-distress that may exist, in any part of 
our country, to this policy asits cause. It appears to me 
like the insanity that mistakes a friend for a foe, and under 
that delusion is fatally bent on destroying that friend. 

We have an ample revenue from imports, an increas- 
ing revenue from imports, and made so by this very policy; 
unincumbered: with debt, or soon to be disincumbered; 
ample for our civil list; ample for all the works of cx- 
ternal. defence, and all works of internal improvement-~ 
works called for by all the interests of the country-—-works 
that would cost the Government nothing but the advance 
of the capital, to be again returned to the treasury with 
interest--works that would reimburse themselves, ten 
times told, in the increased wealth of the country thereby. 
And this policy, from which this. ample and increasing re~ 
venue springs, as from a perennial fountain, is to be aban~ 
doned; not suspended, but abandoned, now and forever! 
The idea of improving the condition of the country for 
intercourse is to be abandoned now and forever, at least, 
so far as this Government is to be concerned. ‘The de- 
preciation, the loss, the ruin, as to works of this kind, 
now in being or progress, whether by States or individuals, 
which will be involved in the abandonment of this policy 
as its necessary consequence; the final bar, as another ne~ 
cessary consequence of such abandonment, to further 
like enterprises, either by States or individuals; the entire 
and the eternal loss ofthis whole object to our country, are 
disregarded, and treated as trifles light as air. ‘This 
ample revenue—ample for all the purposes indicated, and 
ample for the further purpose of laying those foundations 
which, in duc time, would make:this country as illustrious 
in mind, and its immortal productions as pre-cminent for 
physical resources and prosperous condition—this ample 
revenue, that docs not bear upon the country with the 
weight of a feather—that is not felt by the people as a bur- 
den, more than the air they breathe, is to be abandoned, 
and for what? To favor foreign industry, at the expense 
of our own: for, whatever may be intended, this will be 
the effect. ‘The stimulus it gives to our industry, and the 
increased profits of that industry, make the supposed bur- 
den merely imaginary. Besides, the necessary effect of 
the policy is to reduce prices; this is not denied, nor can 
it be; but it is said the ¢ffect is not immediate. 1n legis- 
lation, are we to look only tothe present moment and im- 
mediate effect? 1s the State the being of a day? Have 
we not children to come’after us? Will they not have 
children to come after them? Have those who are to de- 
scend from us no claim toour providence for their good? 
The patriot statesman acts for the State, and with refers 
ence to the being and the wellbeing of the State, now and 
hereafter-—for a long hereafter—and in the hope of anever 
ending hereafter. Are we, as patriot slatesinen, in order 
to avoid aslight and transient burden to ourselves, (if it be 
one,) to throw away the opportunity and means of pro- 
viding for the great and permanent interests of the country 
for all future time? 

I do not mean to deny that there is distress in the South- 
ern States, he gentlemen of the South tell us so; they 
are better judges of that matter than }, who have never 
been there, can be; and I believe them. I hope these 
‘gentlemen will, in turn, reciprocate the courtesy; and 
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when they talk of the unprosperous condition of the thing is uncertain. I ask, then, are these. gentlemen 
Northern States, and the unhappy state of their manufac-| willing and. prepared to break up this Union, because it 
turing population, that they will allow us, who live in may be that the low prices they now pay for their sup 
those States, to be better judges of that matter than they | plies would have been still lower if we had had no tariff, 
are. Weask them to believe.us, when we. tell them, as|to do that- irreparable injury to their country, and to 
we do, that their condition is not unprosperous; that the] themselves as a part of the country, ~and to themselves 
state of their manufacturing population is not. unhappy;| more than to any other part? = SET sal 
that, on the contrary, our prosperity is great, and daily} ` The. gentlemen of the South. seem to think there is 
increasing; that the vivid picture drawn of that prosperi-| wanting to them a fraternal feeling in the North, that re- 
ty by my honorable friend from. Kentucky is not over-| fuses to do them justice in this case... This is not so. 
drawn; it is true to the life;-and it belongs only to] When has the South appealed to the justice of. this Go- 
eloquence like his to give to the picture itstrue expression | vernment, in a just cause, and-has made the appeal in 
and its true colors. I do.not deny, I repeat, the distress| vain? Never. - When have we refused to do justice to 
of the South; but I deny that the revenue is the cause; | the virtues of the South,. public and private? To their 
and challenge them tothe proof. . Here we are all equally | liberal sentiments, their chivalrous’ spirit, ‘their patriotic 
competent judges; that is, all have equally the means of! merits, to their ardent genius, and its brilliant demon- 
judging. Show the connexion between the revenue asl strations? Never.. Is not their pride in the fame of their 
the cause, and your distress as the effect; show it as a| great men our pride too? When have we withheld from 
matter of fact, and without the aid of the metaphysics of] that fame ithe meed of praise? When have we stinted 
that ignis fatuus of a science called political economy. | that praise, or given it grudgingly? Never. Why; then, 
For no ignis fatuus was ever a more treacherous guide. | if they ask, why do we.not reduce the revenue in order 
It has no certainty in it but its uncertainty; almost every|to relieve their distress? It is because we do not believe, 
age has some new system of the science broached and lit to be the cause of that distress, or. that it contributes to 

: bruited. If it take, ‘the older system, its predecessor, is | that distress in any degree; and because we. believe that, 
Jaid on the shelf, or consigned to the tomb. of the Capu-lif we yielded to. their wishes, they would ‘find that cise 
Jets. I do net know how many of these systems have | tress aggravated. by it, instead of being relieved. To 
successively appeared; each has had its day, and then| yield to their wishes would be death, to us, and to them it 
has gone into the dust of oblivion. A real science has |would do no possible good. The South, we even believe, 
not these mutations; the geometry of Euclid is still the! beside their common interest—common with their coun- 
geometry of the world. But if this pseudo science were try—have a peculiar interest in this policy. Are. their 
exempt from this uncertainty, it still would be an unsafe immense resources, now dormant, forever to remain, dor- 
guide. For it is not predicated upon the actual existing mant? Are they never to be developed? ‘I.mean. their 
state of the world, but supposes a state of things that] resources in power, by water and by steam, so abundant 
does not exist, and cannot; and this is especially true of las itis, (in New England it is not so abundant, ) and in the 
the free trade system. That supposes the system to be|abundancé of the raw material for’ manufacture within 
adopted by all nations, and then that all would find their | themselves. These can only be developéd by this policy. 
account in it. Even then this result would not take:place; If that be continued, its march will be onward; it will in 
for, to take place, all nations must be equalin knowledge, |time fill their high lands with thriving villages, and cover 
and skill, and capital, and political institutions, when they | them with a thriving population. Their streams will not 
start in the race. ‘Fhe metaphysics of this pseudo science; |bè idle; they will carry mills, and feed canals; the rich 
why, the legerdemain of necromancy will not show you| products of their soil and industry will be water-borne 
more surprising feats. They will show you, for instance, | from place to place; and this reprobated policy «< will 
that the cotton planter, on the banks of the Savannah, |scatter plenty o'er their smiling land.” Capital and en- 
pays the duties on the penknife in my pocket; and so of|terprise will find their way there; and if they have not 
any other article that is imported from England, provided | there the population fitted for the labor, popalation will 
his cotton goes there; and no matter who sends it. Ifthese| flock there that- is fitted.. This will. give to their. slave 
metaphysics did not distress the South more than the re- and field labor a new value, and to them a new source of 
venue does, I believe they would be a much more con- security. ee = Lo ae 
tented people. Show me, I again ask it, the.connexion|. I have done. In pleading the cause.of this policy, I 
between the revenue as the cause, and your distress as} have the most intimate convictions that I have been plead- 
the effect, and show it without the aid of these juggling|ing the cause of our country, of our whole country, 
metaphysics. Your complaints--what are they? One is, |and of every part of our country—of every man, woman, 
that your lands are worn down, and that, your crops are| and child, in our country—not as its importance required 
unprofitable. Pray, is the revenue the cause. of that —no, by no means—but as my feeble powers permitted, 
sterility? Another is the low prices of your crops. Now, | To our natural parents we owe all the pious offices of lifes 
but for the revenue, those low prices would be still lower;|but to another parent, our country, we. owe more—we 
for that enlarges the demand, and sustains the market of! owe life itself, when her good requires its devotion: _ 
your crops. The last is, the prices you pay for your! Were this effort, poor as it is, the effort of my expiring 
supplies. But these prices are lower than they were be- life—expiring by the effort--in that, final moriment, and 
fore ths “accursed tariff? was imposed. To this, you last struggle, I should be happy in the feeling-and belief 
i these low prices would have been still lower but | that I was expiring in my country’s cause. < amen 
or the accursed tariff. Here lies your. whole case; for, | Mr. MOORE then gave nottée thas he intended to ad- 
unless „you show this, every cause of complaint against | dress the Senate on the subject; when 
the tariff, as the cause of your distress, vanishes at once.| The Senate adjourned to Monday.. 

Now, this is a question of probabilities, and admits of no a ; : 


certain solution. All. we can do is, to weigh the proba- 
bilities, pro and con, and strike the balance as well as we 
can. The probabilities, pro and con, have been stated in 
this debate, and need not now be re-stated. If the foreigner 
had now the supply and control of our market, as he 
would have, had we no tariff, to me it appears probable 
that these prices would be higher than they now are; to 
you the contrary appears probable. At best, then; the 
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The apportionment bill being under consideration, 

Mr. WEBSTER said he'had made some slight variation 
in the amendment which he submitted on Thursday Jast. 
This proposition now assumed the number of the House 
to be 256, and ascertained the number of representatives 
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of each State by the, simple rule of proportion. Taking jas the fifteen distributed on the fractions created by the 
the representative numbers. of the United States asthe | uSe ofa ratio of 47,000. _ In the first case, New York and 
first term, the number. of the House (256) as the second | Pennsylvania would not get members, but Maine and Mis- 
term, and the representative population of each State as|sissippi would; in the second, New York and Pennsylvania 
the third term, forty-six thousand nine hundred and nine-|would each get a member, and Maine and Mississippi 
ty-seven would be the common representative number;|would not. There are at least 700 ratios, and I believe 
and, at this ratio, the number of the House would be 240.|{many more, which, when applied to the federal number 
There would then: be left sixteen members to distribute | of each State, will produce the same number of represen- 
to the large fractions, that is, to fractions exceeding a|tatives, yet each of these ratios will produce different 
moiety of the ratio; the other fractions left would be ex-| fractions. This fact proves that the fraction does not indi- 
éeedingly small. É cate the true relative loss of the State. The truth is, sir, 
Mr. MARCY said, having been a member of the select | you may sport almost as you please with the fractions, and 
committee to which the apportionment bill from the other | produce almost any result. This alone shows, if there 
House was referred, and also one of the majority that} were no constitutional objection, the impropriety of aJlot- 
instructed the chairman to report that bill as it came to us, |ting members forjfractions. I might ask the honorable 
itis proper that I should submit to the Senate my views in | mover of the amendment why he adopts 47,000 instead of 
relation to it, and in opposition to the amendment offered | 47,700, or any other number between these two; why he 
by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. He places|designates 255 for the number of his House; or why he 
his opposition to the bill on two grounds; upon its inequa-|takes 25,000 for the ratio to be applicd to the fractions to 
lityJand its unconstitutionality. If I rightly apprehend his | give additional members. But I will not press these ques- 
remarks; the latter ‘objection is a consequence of the for- | tions, because he has intimated an intention to make some 
mer. He holds it to be unconstitutional, because it is strik- | changes in these numbers. 
ingly unequal. I think, sir, 1 shall be able to show that] The honorable mover of the amendment contends that 
the amendment, on his own principles, is liable" to the |the bill is unconstitutional. The constitution requires, it 
same objections, ‘and, in my opinion, to another still more |is said, members to be apportioned among the States ac- 
formidable: it is not only unequal, but it allots members | cording to their respective numbers. New York gets 
upon fractions, contrary, as I conceive, to a construction | forty members by the bill, and the six New England States, 
of the constitution, settled forty years ago. ` The ratio of |with a population of between 30 and 40,000 more than 
forty-seven thousand séven hundred was adopted by the |Ngw York, get only thirty-cight. This is so; it is occa- 
House; and, when applied to the federal or representative jsioned by the loss on account of fractions. There must be, 
numbers of the several States, it resulted in bringing out |I contend, a loss on fractions, and the inevitable conse- 
a representation of two hundred and forty members. The | quence is, that six States will be exposed, in the operation, 
fractions produced by this ratio, it is said, are very unequal. |to lose six times as much as one State. But, sir, dees the 
They are large in small States, and small in large Statcs. |amendment improve the matter? It is true it restores an 
As the honorable Senator grouped the States together, he }equality between the representation of New York and 
presented cases of considerable inequality: this inequality | New England, but it creates inequalities in other parts of 
he would remove by adopting a second ratio, much smaller the Union. It gives to New York forty-one members, and 
than his principal one, and applying it to the large frac-|to New Hampshire, Vermont, New Jersey, Delaware, 
tions, and ‘thereby allot fifteen additional members upon | Maryland, Alabama, Louisiana, and Mississippi, whose ag- 
the fractions. He distributes these additional members| gregate federal or representative numbers are less than 
for the express purpose of producing equality; but it is a 
little remarkable that he does not allot them to the frac- 
tions which he has used to show the inequality of the bill. 
He uses a different ratio from that in the bill, which, 
though it does not alter the number of the representatives 
in any one State, it makes great and striking changes in 
the fractions on which he allots the additional members. 
He does not apply his remedy to the same patient whose 
case he has presented to us. The fractions produced by 
the use of his principal ratio are not small in large States, 
and large in‘small States. The ratio of forty-seven thou- 
sand produces large fractions in the four largest States. 
New York, Pennsylvania, “Virginia, and Ohio, the four 
largest States, have fractions in each, varying from 32 to 
42,000. © Their aggregate fractions amount to more than 
150,000; almost equal to the aggregate fractions of any 
other four States that can be selected from the remaining 
twenty. If the States are divided into large and small 
States, the twelve large ones have an amount of fractions 
of 40,000 more than the twelve small States. The Senator 
from Massachusetts says that the seven’ hundred in the 
ratio in the bill is illusory, because the number of repre- 
sentatives in each State, and consequently, in the whole 
House, will be the same whether the ratio be 47,000 or 
47,700. Whether the one or the other be used, is material 
only when members are allotted to fractions. If the ratio of 
47,700 isused, and an additional memberis allotted to every 
fraction of 25,000, there will be only nine fractions that 
will draw arnember; but if the ratio of 47,000 be used, as 
it is inthe amendment, there will be fifteen fractions over 
25,000 each, which will be cach entitled to a member. If 
fifteen members are distributed on the fractions produced 
‘by the ratio of 47,700, they will not fall to the same States 


population of the Union. It is truc she has less than onc- 
sixth of the whole population, and a full one-sixth of the 
representation; but if this is objectionable in the bill, a 
similar objection lies against the amendment. Delaware 
has only a hundred and fifty-eighth part ofthe whole popu- 
lation, and the amendment gives her morc than a hundred 
and twenty-seventh part of the whole representatives. If 
the other States should be all represented as fully as Dela- 
ware will be, üf we adopt the amendment, the House 
would have three hundred and sixteen members; if repre- 
sented as Maine would be, according to the amendinent, 
it would be composed of two-hundred and thirty-nine 
members. If the largest States were to be as fully repre- 
sented by the amendment as Delaware is, New York would 
be entitled to nine more members than is assigned to her, 
Pennsylvania to six, Virginia to five, and Ghio to four. 
We were asked by the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, if a tax of $240,000 were to be levied on the 
United States, would New York pay $40,000? I answer 
no? I would ask, in return, in reference to the amend- 
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ment, if she would pay $41,000 of a tax on the United 
States of $255,000. No! Not precisely. Would Dela- 
ware pay of such a tax $2,000? © No, sir, shë would only 
pay $1,580, or thereabouts. ; . j 

Taking into view these inequalities produced by the 
amendment, I come to this conclusion—a conclusion from 
which I'think the Senator from Massachusetts cannot es- 
cape—that, if the bill is unconstitutional, by reason of the 
inequalities it produces in the representation of the dif- 
ferent States, his amendment is unconstitutional. If his 
argument on this point is strong enough to overthrow the 
bill, it is equally potent for the destruction of his own 
amendment. Indeed, sir, it will apply to any bill that can 
be formed. Equality, perfect equality, cannot be obtain- 


to those States. -I-would not withhold from any one of 
them the smallest particle of its legitimate power or infu- 
ence, nor would -I transfer to it any power or influence 
that rightfully belongs to any large State. «Let each have 
all that the constitution gives, and no more. New York 
and Delaware, the largest and the smallest States, are the 
two prominent: points of comparison. When reference is 
made to the former to sustain an objection to the bill for 
giving large States too much, it would be injustice to infer 
that the reference is prompted: by illiberal féelings to- 
wards that State; and when reference is made to Delaware 
to show that the amendment confers on -her-undue adyan- 
tages, it is done. only to prove an objection or illustrate an 
argument, and should not, I presume, will not, be consi- 


ed; and, therefore, itis beyond the ingenuity or the wit of] dered an exhibition of an unkind spirit towards that State. 


man to form a bill that will not be obnoxious to the con- 
stitutional objection interposed to the bill now before the 
Senate. ; : : 

Inequality, which I regard as inevitable, arises when the 
apportionmentis made, as it is by the bill, and-as it always 
ought to be made, by the application ofa single division 
to the federal number of each State. In that case, each 
State is exposed to a loss on account of fractions; and 
that loss may be--indeed, sir, it will be, as large in some 
of the smallest States.as in some of the largest. If the 
fractions ina small State and ina large one are absolutely 
equal, there will be great relative inequality. If Déla- 
ware has a fraction as large as that of New York, and the 


The amendment offered by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts presents to us for adoption the principle of allotting 
members to States for fractions. This isa graye consti- 
tutional question, which was raised, much discussed, and 
settled, as I think, in 1792.: The Senator has attempted 
with greatingenuity, but, so far as regards myself, without 
success, to convince us that his amendment does not pre- 
sent either of the constitutional objections which General 
Washington interposed to the apportionment bill to which 
he affixed his veto. It does not, I concede, present the se- 
cond ground of objection, but it meets. the first directly 
in the face; and we cannot adopt this amendment, without 
trampling it under our feet. He attempts to avoid that ob- 


chance is equal that she will have, her relative loss must] jection, by raising a second ratio of 25,000, and applying 


be twenty-tive times as large as New York, because New 
York has twenty-five times her population. 

There are considerations which I must be pardoned for 
alluding to, that ought to repress, at once, any rising dis- 
content which the small States may at first view feel dis- 
posed to indulge on account of this comparative inequality 
of loss. If New England, with a little larger population 
than New York, gets by the bill a less number of repre- 
sentatives in the other House than New York, by two, she 
has in this House ten more voices than New York. She 
has six times the power here that New York has. She 
has eight more votes in the election of a Chief Magistrate. 
The Senate hasa check upon every thing the House doés; 
butin many things it is without any check from the House. 
When we consider the amount and importance of Execu- 
tive business, and the preponderating, unequal power 
which the small States have in the choice of a President 
and in legislation, we ought not to feel so much anxiety 
and sympathy for their comparatively small loss of power 
in the other House, occasioned by an inevitable loss on 
fractions, nor ought we to busy ourselves in inventing eu- 
rious theories of allotting members, unknown in any for- 
mer practice, and contrary toa settled construction of the 
constitution, for the purpose of repairing and more than 
repairing their loss. I do not allude to the advantages of 
the small States, by way of complaint. They have them 
by the constitution, and they are entitled to them. The 
large States submit to this condition of things as to a dis- 
pensation of Providence, designed and operating, as we 
are willing to believe, for our common good; but we think 
the small States ought to submit, in the same spirit, to the 
little loss they sustain in organizing the other House; it is 
imposed on them by the constitution, and they-have abun- 
dant reasons for resignation to it; for, in the organization 
of the Senate, and in the choice. of a Chief Magistrate, 
they are most munificently rewarded for any loss they may 
eee by apportioning members in the long established 
mode. ‘ i 

I trust that neither the remarks I have made on the su- 
perior power that the small States have in this House 
and in the choice of the President, nor the frequent allu- 
‘sion to such States to show the unequal operation of the 
amendment under consideration, will be regarded as fur- 
nishing the slightest evidence of an unfriendly disposition 


it to the fractions. This he callsa complex ratio. L call 
it a double ratio, and the use of it effectually destroys the 
proportion which the constitution requires. | He applies 
both ratios—the large and small one—to fifteen States, 
and the large one only to nine States; and this is called ap- 
portioning equally‘among. the States. the representatives 
according to their numbers. This twofold operation vio- 
lates, necessarily violates, the rule of proportion. 

General Washington’s first objection to the bill of 1792 
was, that “there was no proportion or divisor which, ap- 
plied to the respective numbers of the States, will yicld 
the number and allotment of representatives proposed by 
the bill.’ Now, sir, I ask the mover of the amendment 
to_tell us what proportion or divisor, applied to the re- 
spective numbers of the States, will produce his House of 
255 members. I venture to assert there is none. ` 1f Gene- 
ral Washington had conceived that he was at liberty to 
resort to what the Senator from Massachusetts calls a com- 
plex ratio, and what I think would be better described by 
being-called double-ratios, he could soon have worked out 
a result corresponding to the provisions of the bill of 1792. 
If two ratios would not have done it, 1 see no stronger ob- 
jection to three than to two, provided equality, ora greater 
approximation to it, is thereby obtained. The bill of 1792 
confessedly produced a great degree of equality. The 
truth is, sir, the bill of 1792, and the amendment, pro. 
ceed on the same principle; and that principle, and not the 
second ground of objection mentioned in the message of 
General Washington, was mainly considered in pronounc- 
ing that bill unconstitutional. Neither Judge- Marshall’s 
account of this measure, nor the debates in the House, so 
far as I have seen them, have a single allusion to the second 
ground of objection stated in the President’s message. F 
will read those passages in: Marshall’s Life of Washington, 
which relate to the bill of 1792: - . ` 

~ **Construing the constitution to authorize a process by 
which the whole- hamber of representatives should be as- 
certained on the whole population of the United States, 
and afterwards ‘apportioned among the several States ac- 
cording to their respective numbers,” the Senate applied 
the number thirty thousand as a divisor to the total popu- 
lation; and taking the quotient, which was one hundred and 
twenty, the number of representatives given by the ratio 
which had been:adopted in the House where the bill had 
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veral States by that ratio, until as many representatives as|which proposes to distribute members on fractions; and, 
it would give were allotted to.each. . The residuary num-|coming from the quarter this language does, I cannot 
bers were then distributed among the States having the|withhold from it the highest respect. “It was uttered by 

ee i the framers of the constitution, who are to be presumed 
to have understood, better than any others, the import of 
the expressions they had used. Though we are not abso- 
lutely concluded, by any authority on such a question, 
we ought to yield the greatest deference to such opinions. 
They arè a contemporaneous exposition of the constitu- 
tion, given by five of Virginia’s most distinguished sons— 
more distinguished, probably, than any other State, in any 


highest fractions.” ve 

It is. admitted: by Judge Marshall that this resulted in a 
more: equitable“ apportionment. It produced what the 
Senator from Massachusetts thinks his amendment will do. 
Looking at the effects of the amendment, some of which 
J have stated, it may well be doubted whether his expec- 
tations, in this particular, will be redlized. <*But the 
rule,” says Judge Marshall, ‘t was novel, and overturned 
opinions which had been generally assumed, and were |other age, will ever produce. On another occasion, which 
supposed to be settled.” There was a difference. of opi-|I may not specify, there was an emphatic call on Virginia 
nion in the President’s cabinet. ‘*The Secretary of}for an opinion on what was regarded a constitutional ques- 
State, (Mr. Jefferson,) and the Attorney General, (Mr. 
Ed. Randolph, ) being of opinion that the act was at vari- 
ance with the constitution; the Secrétary of War, (Gene- 
ral Knox,) rather undecided; and the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, (General Hamilton, ) thinking that, from the ex- 
pression in the clause relating to the subject, neither con- 
struction could be absolutely rejected, and that, therefore, 
it would be proper to accede to the interpretation given 
by the Legislature.” ‘After weighing the arguments|quiet for forty years. It is now awakened again. I 
which were urged on each side of the question, the Pre-|want, on this occasion, to hear the voice of Virginia, and 
sident was confirmed in the opinion that the population of|to see if she yet stands by the constitution. I flatter my- 
each State, and not the total population of the United 
States, must give the numbers to which alone could be 
applied the process by which the number of representa- 
tives was to be ascertained.” ' 

The bill was returned to the House wherein it originat- 
ed, and it was rejected. ‘* Thus,” says Judge Marshall, 
was this interesting part of the American constitution 
finally settled.” Ihave read, I believe, all those passages 
that have a bearing on the constitutionality of the ques- 
tion decided by the rejection of the bill of 1792, and it 
will be remarked that there is nota single observation that [one side, which I call the constitutional side, by reason of 
has relation to the second ground of objection in the mes-|a natural impossibility, we may get around on to the 
sage. The proposition of dividing on fractions is expli-|other side, and take our position there, provided we can, 


tion. . It was then said, “1 want to hear a voice from Vir- 
ginia; I want to see if she will stand by the constitution.” 
On this most important constitutional question, we have 
heard a voice from Virginia, and she did stand by the con- 
stitution. That voice was uttered forty years ago by her 
most wise and patriotic sons, then on the scene of action. 
It was powerful in effect; it put to rest this pretension of 
distributing members on fractions, which has remained 


self that the distinguished men of that State, now on the 
stage of action, will speak as her sages did in times past; 
and will again put-this pretension to rest, where, I hope, 
it will not only sleep forty years, but to the end of all 
time. 

The constitution requires us to apportion members ac- 
cording to numbers. This is said to mcan as nearly as 
possible. ‘The qualification is not expressed in the con- 
stitution. Our powers are circumscribed by a line; and 


‘ofiginated, they apportioned. that number: among the se- plicit condemnation of that principle of the amendment, 
it is contended that if we cannot come up to the line on 


citly considered, directly passed, and clearly repudiated as |in that way, get nearer to that line. We are bound to 
unconstitutional. The number of representatives is to be approach as nearly to it as practicable, but it must be on 
ascertained by a single process, not bya series of processes, |the constitutional side, and not on that side that lics'be- 
applied to the population of each State; it must resulti yond the limits of our power. The amendment attempts 
from the application of a proposition or divisor, and notjto come to this line on the wrong side. i 
two or more propositions or divisors, to the respective| 1 know, sir, that supposititious cases, though intended 
numbers of the States, for clucidation, very often produce confusion; but i think 
To show what the views of Mr. Madison were on thisjI can state one that will give to the Senate a better com- 
constitutional question, I will present to the Senate two |prehension of my views than I have yet been able to con- 
short extracts from the debate on the apportionment bill |vey to it. I will suppose that a company of twenty-four 
of 1792. persons are the owners of certain property, and, as we 
*¢ The idea of fractions, said he, was not there contend-|have been made during the last six weeks exceeding fami- 
ed for, but has since become the very essence of the oppo- {liar with cotton, 1 will name, as this property, two hundred 
sition; and we are called on to violate the constitution, |and fifty-five bales of cotton. The interest of the respect- 
by adopting a measure that will give representatives tolive partners in this cotton corresponds with, and varies 
those separate and distinct fractions in the respective |according to, the population of the respective States. 
States. If this reasoning is good, why do the gentlemen |'They wish to distribute among themselves the bales of 
stop at this boundary of representation by States? Why {cotton according to their interest in it; but, not being able 
not procced to erect the whole United States into one dis-|to do it to the satisfaction of all, they call upon some com- 
trict, without any division, in order to prevent the inequality |mon friend to doit for them. He undertakes the friendly 
they conceive to exist in respect to individual States?”—— | office, and calls upon them for their directions. They ex- 
Debate, 19th Dec. 1791. plain to him the amount of their respective interests, and 
“Mr. Madison repeated the substance of what he had [then say, apportion among the owners according to their 
before offered in objection tø this proposition. Fractions respective interests; but understand no bale can be divid- 
will exist, said he, on every possible plan. ‘This isto be aled into parts. He meets with no difficulty in distributing 
permanent law, and in its bperation will probably increase |two hundred and forty of the bales, but serious embarrass- 
those fractions. ‘The constitution refers to the respective [ment exists as to the residuary fiftcen. He finally con- 
numbers of the States, and not to any aggregate number. |cludes that it is best to dispose of these fifteen bales, by 
The proposition breaks down the barriers between the giving one to each of the fifteen partners who he finds have 
State and General Governments, and involves a consolida- |an interest in them exceeding one-half of a bale. He 
tion.” —Debate, February 16, 1792. calls the company together, and explains his views rela- 
I cannot understand, from the language of these pas- tive to the surplus bales. Fifiecn of the company, who 
sages in the Life of Washington, and these extracts from'own each a major fraction of a bale, sce no er on 
the debates on the bill of 1792, any thing less than an ex- |the score of interest, and are disposed to approve of the 
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determination of the distributor; but a member, who has 
an interest equal to two-fifths of a bale, says to the distri- 
butor, will you .bé sò-good as to éxplain: to me by what 
right you assume to give my interest in one of those bales 
to my' partner? The common friend replies, your partner 
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jas the. result of the ratio, forty members... Suppo: 


OEH [Senare] 


hundred and forty, was thirty-eight; but-the bik gave hef, 


Hie: 
population of New: York-to be double, as it soon will bé; 
and 3,8375106, divided by the ratio: of 47,700, will give 
eighty members; but the number to which the State would 


owns more of that bale than you do; -he-owns three-fifths, |be fairly entitled, according’ tothe: rule of. three, would 


and you only. two-fifths of jit. 
his night to. three-fifths give him a right ‘to my two-fifths 
also! 
does not, but he owns more of it than 
be more equitable to give it to him than to you, and'T shall 
therefore give it to him, and it will be generous.in you to 
consent to this disposition of ‘it... The reply to-this would 
be, I do not ask you to give the bale of cotton to me, and 
therefore there is no question as to the balance of equity. 


You talk about generosity where it is strictly an affair of 


justice, When you are disposing of your own property, 


you may be generous; butin this matter you are disposing 
of my property, and you have no right to show your gene- 
rosity at my expense. Your authority is to-distribute in a 


‘particular manner, A deviation from this manner is a vio- 
lation of your instructions. 
the fifteen bales, without a violation of those instructions. 
The question is asked, what shall be done with the undis- 


tributed bales? 1f you cannot distribute them in the man- 


ner you are directed to distribute them, let them alone. 
They must remain the joint, undivided property of the 


company. Our situation, Mr. President, 1 consider to 


be precisely similar to the person appointed to appor- 
tion the bales of cotton. We catinot distribute on frac- 
tions without violating the rule given’ us to regulate our 
conduct in this matter. Will Maine consent that her frac- 
tion shall be transferred to Massachusetts, for the purpose 
cf having another member apportioned to the latter State? 


or, if it is not regarded as a transfer, will she consent that 
by the use of a 


a member shall be given to Massachusetts, 
ratio of 25,000, applied to a part of her members, while 
we refuse toapply to Maine, and several other States, any 
ratio less than 47,000? Maine is disposed, I presume, to 
stand on her strict rights. 
not, to yield a single inch of her territory to the British 
provinces; and I venture to say she will not submit to 
the transfer of a single particle of her political power to 
Massachusetts, or any other State. Will her champion 
near me, (Mr. Hoxxs,] after being devoted to her ser- 
vice for thirty years, now, when about retiring, as he has 
publicly announced, from the büstle of public life, to me- 
ditate on death and eternity, be unfaithful to her interest, 
‘and sit silent, and see her curtailed of any portion of her 


positive or relative power? No, sir. I venture to affirm 
he will not. 


and fully produced by giving too 
enough. 
must lose. 
quality is not essentially diminished by the amendment. 
In some respects there is a greater approximation to 
equality than is produced by the bill; but, every thing 
- considered, the improvement is not, I presume, as greatas 
was expected. The great, and, to my mind, invincible 
objection to the amendment is, that it establishes the prin- 
ciple of allotting members upon fractions. = This I regard 
as unconstitutional, and must, therefore, ever resist it. 
Mr. CLAYTON had, he said, formed the opinion that 
the bill is unconstitutional, incorrect, as it does not appor- 
tion the representatives according to the respective num- 
ber of the several States. Congress, he thought, had fall- 
en into an error in applying to the several States a common 
division. The principle was wmequal in its operation, and 
z sled to monstrous results, - The anjustice to- the smaller 
< /Btates, from the application ofa common’ ratio or division, 
“would increase every census. -The fair roportion of New 
“York, with her population of 1,908,558, iH a House of twe 


much, 


I admit thats. but does fbe but sixty-six. 


The friend says, strictly considered, perhaps it|would havea single man at home to 
you do, and it-will|He would like 


You cannot apportion one of 


She will not, and she ought 


The honorable mover of the amendment 
scarcely need be reminded that inequality isas certainly 
as by not giving 
He has truly said that what one gains, another 

The result of my reflections js, that the ine- 


Fourteen: members would be gained by 
the application of a. common: division, not one of. whom 
or) constituency. 
to know if. this: was constitutional, if this 


was an apportionment. according“ to numbers. = This’ evil . 


has heretofore been submittédto, because it-was not very 
great; but-as the large States increase, or as the divisions 
increase, ‘the evil will become intolerable. “By the very 
next census, if the principle of apportionment by the com- 
mon division be continued,-New York will have six mem-. 
bers on the floor, who have no constituency; for, if her 
population be then two and a half millions, as it probably 
will be, the ratio will give her fifty-two representatives; 
though her population would entitle her only to forty-six. 
Delaware and South Carolina had hitherto suffered more 
than any. other States by the present system of appor- 
tionment. The aggregate fractions of South ‘Carolina, 
sincé the last census, had been 118, and those of De- 
laware 111,000, The unrepresented fractions of those 
States had been 229,000, while the aggregate frac- 
tions of New York were only.40,153. It was not pos- 
sible that the small States, in assenting to the constitutions, 
contemplated such striking inequality in the popular re- 
presentation. But the Senator from New York says, it | 
was foreseen that the small States would suffer by. frac- 
tions, and, therefore, they were compensated for-the.anti- 
cipated loss by their admission to equality of representa- 
tion with the large States in the Senate: A refererice, 
said Mr. C., to the history of the adoption of the constitu. 
‘tion, will convince the Senator that he is wholly mistaken 
in supposing that the represehtation of the 


small States in 
the Senate was allowed in. consequence of the surrender 
by them of any right to equal representation. in the popu- 
lar branch. If he looks to the bond which Delaware sign- 
ed, he will find that she made equal representation of the 
States in the Senate a sine qua non. That was a funda- 
mental and unchangeable provision of the constitution, 
without which the small States would have preferred a fo- 
reign alliance toa Union. -It was this provision which 
marked the Government: as a confederated instead: of'a 
consolidated republic. -Mr. C. made. several stateménts, 
showing the unequal and unfair operations of the ratios 
adopted under this and former apportionments, in regard 
to the State of Delaware; and he urged the necessity of 
arresting the evil now, by adopting a different rule of ap- 
portionment. He contended that the representation of 
fractions was constitutional and unavoidable. Pennsylva- 
nia has twenty-eight members by the bill; but her propor- 
tion was only twenty-seven and one-tenth. But Delaware hag 
but one member, and her proportion is one and six-tenths, 
Do you give a member to the fraction of one-tenth in 
Pennsylvania, and refuse it to a fraction of six-tenths: in. 
Delaware? The proportion’ of Rhode Island is one and 
nine-tenths, and you give her two members; and -yet you 
say to represent fractions is unconstitutional... Mr. C. then 
considered the objections urged by General Washington 
against the bill of 1792, and argued that they applied 
chiefly to the fact that the bill gave more than one mem- 
per to every thirty-thousand, and that it did not affect this 
bill. i : 

Mr. FOOT remarked, that the great injustice done to 
his native State, Connecticut, at the last apportionment 
in 1822, by which she was deprived of one member, and 
left with one. of the largest fractions in the Union, had 
called his attention particularly to this subject; and he had 
examined it with care and attention, with a view to find 


ja remedy for the unequal representation, produced by the 


` present mode ‘of apportic 
ral States... He -coul 
bill; ‘his e would 
3 atA 


some remedy might not be found; or whether that sacred 
instrument. had left us without the power of securing an 
equal representation, or had failed to secure the rights of 
the ‘States, and’ their citizens, on. this all-important. and 
fundamental principle of free Government. ` : 

`The inequality and injustice, in the apportionment by 

this-bill, are too palpable tò require-from me any elucida- 
“tion; and.: they have. been already fully exposed; and, in 
_ my opinion; its-provisions are inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of, the constitution, which declares that ‘* represen- 
tatives shall. be: apportioned among the several States ac- 
cording to their respective numbers.” Can it be possible 
that New York, with a population of 1,919,136, can be 
entitled to forty representatives, while the New England 
States, with 1,954,593, is entitled to only thirty-eight re- 
presentatives? Is this equal? Is it just? Is this consist- 
ent.with the provisions of the constitution’ 
., The second section of the first article of the constitution 
contains every provision in relation to this subject. What 
is the language? ‘* Representatives and direct taxes shall 
be apportioned among the several States which may be 
inchided within this Union, according to their respective 
numbers.” It then proceeds to declare in what way the 
representative population shall be ascertained: the num- 
ber of representatives shall not exceed one for every thirty 
thousand, but each State shall have at least one repre- 
sentative,” > . 

The language of the constitution is perfectly plain, and 
its meaning Cannot be-misunderstood. The entire popu- 
lation, entitled to representation under the constitution, 
is to be represented as nearly as it canbe done. The wc- 
presentatives are to be distributed among the several States 
in proportion to their relative population; and it is the 
duty of Congress to make such distribution as will do as 
equal justice as possible in the apportionment—~exact equa- 
lity is impossible; for there will be fractions in any distri- 
bution which can be devised; and it is our duty to approxi- 
mate as near to equality as possible. The question then 
presents itself, in what way is this to be effected? 

The House of Representatives in this bill have declared 
that the ratio of representation shall be 47,700. Taking 
this ratio asa divisor for the whole representative popula- 
tion, and it gives two hundred and fifty-one representa- 
tives, with a small fraction. The bill apportions to the 
several States but two hundred and forty representatives; 
leaving eleven representatives, to which the people are 
entitled, under the ratio fixed, to be provided for, unap- 
portioned, or rejected. Did the framers of the constitu- 
tion ever contemplate such a result? Does the constitu- 
tion warrant such a measure? Can Congress, acting 
under the constitution, say to 480,000 citizens of the Unit- 
ed States, you shall not be represented? Impossible! 

Songress has not the power to deprive any portion of the 
citizens of their just proportion of representatives. They 
are entitled to those representatives which your ratio gives, 
and we are bound to apportion them among the several 
States according to their ‘respective numbers,” as the 
constitution has directed. If these eleven members are 
apportioned to those States which have the largest unre- 
presented fractions, the distribution will be in strict ac- 
cordance, not only with the spirit, but the letter of the 
constitution, The representatives will be apportioned 


75,417! oe “a: à 

It will be readily perceived that, as the population and 
the ratio increased, the loss to the smaller States will be 
constantly increasing—-the aggregate fractions always 
bearing a proportion to the number of States whose po- 
pulation will entitle them to the same number of repre- 
sentatives as one of the largest States. 

By adopting the principles of the constitution as our 
guide, without any dispute about fractions, and appor- 
tioning the eleven representatives to those States having 
the highest numbers unrepresented, we shall not only ap- 
proximate very nearly to perfect cquality, but produce a 
very. equal distribution of this surplus apportionment in 
the different sections of the country, as they have often 
been classed. 

To the six New England States, having an aggregate 
fraction of near two hundred and fifty thousand, it will give 
three representatives. By this bill, New York, with a less 
population than New England of near fifty thousand, has 
two more representatives than New England. This will 
adjust the claims and rights of each. 

To the four Middle States it gives three representatives, 
to which their fractions entitle them. 

To the four Southern States it gives one, upon the same 
principle of equality. 

To the five Northwestern States it gives one, their frac- 
tions being small. 

‘To the four Southwestern States it gives three--and I 
will cheerfully give my vote for it. 

What objection can be made to this apportionment, 
which comes so near equality, and gives an equal repre- 
sentation? i 

It is said fractions cannot be represented; and why? 
The Senator from New York [Mr. Marcy] has told us that 
General Washington returned the bill of 1792 as uncon- 
stitutional, because it represented fractions. Ido not so 
understand hig objections. Nothing is said of fractions. 
His objections were, that eight States were represented 
by more members than one for cach thirty thousand, 
which is clearly unconstitutional. But this obj ection does 
not apply, at all, in the present case. No member will 
represent less than thirty thousand. 

Representation and taxation are to be equally appor- 
tioned; and we only require that they shall be made equal. 
On what principle was your tax of six millions of dollars 
laid in 1815? The answer is, in cxact equal proportions. 
The quota of New England was $1,328,555 90-—that of 
New York was $860,283 24. How isthe representation? 
New England has but thirty-eight members; New York, 
by this bill, has forty members. Apply the same princi- 
ple to the direct tax which this bill apportions to repre- 
sentatives, and you will find New England pays per capita 


; i Tpespar, Marca 6, 
“fhe apportionment bill-was taken up. 


Mr. CLAYTON explained his views of the bill; and-of|h 


the various amendments which had ‘been: movéd or sug 
gested, and’ corrected. certain misapprehensions of his 
meaning which gen expressed by gentlemen oppos- 
ed to his view. ge iT . 


ed the Senatè at considera- 
¢ bill as it came from the House 
id against the amendment which had 


ther remarks by- Messrs. CLAYTON, 
TAZEWELL, and EWING, 

Mr. WEBSTER offered an amendment. f 

Mr. W. explained and defended the amendment which 
he had proposed, namely, to allow’to those States having 
a major fraction, one member, in addition to the number 
which would be given them by the ratio proposed; which 
was to be considered and divided according to the simple 
rule of proportion, as far as this'rule extended; and then 
to add one member to every State Having a fraction ex- 
ceeding five-tenths of the ratio,.. After Mr. W. concluded, 

Mr. CLAY asked the- Senate to’ postpone the bill, and 
take up the question on the tariff; bùt, on the suggestion 
of gentlemen opposed, he waived his suggestion; and, 

Aftersome further remarks from Messrs. TAZE WELL; 
BIBB, CLAY, HAYNE, WEBSTER, and FOOT, 

The Senate adjourned. : 


Weprespary, Marca 7. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


‘The Senate resumed the consideration of. this bill—the 
question being on the amendment submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Werster, viz. to strike out the provisions of the bill 
from the other House, and insert the following: 

“ That, from and after the 3d day of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-three, the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be composed of such anumber of members, 
chosen within each State, as shall bedr to the representa- 
tive population of such State the same proportion as the 


number two hundred and fifty-six bears to the whole re-| Georgia, 


presentative population of the United States; and of one 


additional member to every State in which the addition of| Mississippi, 
such member will bring its number of representatives| Louisiana, 


nearer to its exact proportion than the omission of such 
additional member; the said number of representatives in 
any State not exceeding one for every thirty thousand 
persons; that is to say, within the State of Maine, nine; 
within the State of New Hampshire, six; within the State of 
Massachusetts, thirteen; within the State of Rhode Island, 
two; within the State of Connecticut, six; within the State 
of Vermont, six; within the State of New York, forty-one; 
within the State of New Jersey; seven; within’ the State 
of Pennsylvania, twenty-nine; “within. the State of Dela- 
ware, two; within the State of Maryland, nine; within the 
State of Virginia, twenty-two; within the: State of North 
Carolina, fourteen; within the State of South Carolina, 
ten; within the State of Georgia, nine; within the State of; 
Kentucky, thirteen; within the State of Tennessee, thir- 
teen; within the State of Ohio, twenty; within the State 
of Indiana, seven; within the State “of 3 f 


following explanatory statements which 


_}sentative number, and: would leave 


With: his amendment, Mr. WEBSTER. submitted thie, 
was, at thé same 


ime,-ordered to’ be printed, viz. =~ 
The representative population of: 

eleven million ‘nine hundi and 

and five: -A*House: of’ Represen 


sand five hundred and ‘ninety-séve’ 


-Thé following: table exhibits the app ien ) 
undred and fifty-six members among the States, accord- 
ing to their representative population, upon the: principle 
of giving to each State the number of representatives 
nearest to its true proportion. Where a fraction exceeds 
a moiety of the common representative number, it is con- 
sidered that the greatest attainable equality requires an ad=- 
ditional representative; and where it is less than a:moiety,:, 


that the same:equality requires that there should-be. none. ~ 


The first column gives the representative numbers or. 
population of the several States; the second.column gives 
the proportion of two hundred and:fift 
which each State is entitled, inin 


respectively, being the excess or deficiency in theiryepre- 
sentative numbers, over or under their exact:proportion.- 


No. | Fractions] Fragtions . 


Representa- | Propor- rractions/Fra¢tions 
STATES. tive numbers, tion of Pano R eres potter. 
true popu- : 
lation, 
Maine, 399,435 
N. Hampsh.| .269,326 
Vermont, . 280,657 
Massach’tts, | 610,407 
Connecticut,! 297,665 
R. Island, 97,194 
N. York, 1,918,623 
N. Jersey, 319,922 
Pennsylv’a, } 1,348,072 
Delaware, 75,432 
Maryland, 405,843 |. 
Virginia, 1,023,503 |“ 
N. Carolina,} 639,747- 
S. Carolina, | 455,025 
429,811 
Alabama, 262,508. 
110,358 
171,904 
Tennessee, 625,263 
Kentucky, - 621,832 
Ohio, 935,882 
Indiana, 343,030. 
Ilinois, 157,147 
Missouri, 130,419 
11,929,005 
Deduct ag- i 
gregate frac- 
tion, -` we 
137,101 |137, 101 


[The main object of the amendiment is simply to ap- 
proximate more neatly to an-equitable representation, by 


iana, fours! giving to each State, having a fraction exceéding a moiety: 


te bti iS . Š y; « nae A tye 
within the State of Mlinois, three; within..the- State of] of the ratio répresentation, one additional member.] 
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“six members, to: s 5 


“reply to Messrs. f 


an j 
of the. Senate: separately on. that 
representatives to the major 


‘Mz. TAZEWELL rejoine 
amendmentii ss. in Bayes g oT at 

Mr. SPRAGUE followed ina speech in support of the 
amendment; and, as ce i 

After some: additional. re 


‘in farther: opposition to the 


marks by Messrs: MARCY, 


N cout Twonsyay,.Mancn 8. : 
‘Mr. HENDRICKS, from thé“ Committce on Roads and 
Canals, to which the petition was referred, praying for the 
_. aid of Congress to ‘construct a railroad from Buffalo, in 
; New-York, to the Mississippi river, asked to be discharged 
. fiom the further Consideration of the subject. 
O A Mri CLAY-requested of the gentleman from Indiana, 
-the réasons Why the committee asked to be discharged. 
‘Mr. HENDRICKS ‘said he was not instructed by the 
committee to communicate to the Senate the reasons of 
‘their decision, He would say, however, that the consti- 
tational question was not taken into consideration, because 
the ‘committee: were of the opinion that the country was 
notin ‘a’condition to stistain the expense which the: work 
would necessarily require. 

The resolutions submitted yesterday were taken up, and 
agreed to. eg 

“The bill providing for the continuation of the Cumbcr- 
land road in the States of Indiana and Ulinois, and for the! 
erection of bridges over the Scioto and Wabash rivers, 
was taken up... 

-< Mre HENDRICKS said that the progress which had 
“been made in the construction of this road through the 
States of Indiana and Mlinois, was perfectly satisfactory 
to the people there. The money had been expended in 
a-proper manner. .The present appropriation was made in 
consequence of-a bill which originated in the Senate some 
years since. The.-bill was then ordered to a third reading. 
_ APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

This bill was then again taken up, together with the 
substitute offered by Mr. Weusren, and the motion of Mr. 
Forsrvu to strike out from the substitute the clause pro- 
viding for the representation of fractions. 

Mr, CLAYTON contended that no apportionment bill 
had ever passed, which did not, in effect, represent frac- 
tions. The billof 1792, rejected by President Washing- 
ton, represented fractions, and was rejected solely on the 
ground that it gave more than one representative for each 
thirty thousand to several of the States. The rule applied 


vision of the: question, |de 


titled them to. 
and was entitled by the rule to only three, with a large 
fraction;.and yet the gentleman from Georgia now says 
that the representation of fractions is unconstitutional. The 
third apportionment bill, which was approyed.by Mr. Madi- 
son, also allowed representations for fractions. » The ratio 
assumed by the House was thirty-seven thousand. It was 
rejected in the Senate, on the ground that it was unequal iv 
its operation, giving an unduc ‘advantage to the larger 
States. The Senate did not consider themselves bound by 
the decision of the House. They undertook to do justice. 
They put the ratio at 35,000, and increased the number 
from 170 to 186. Mr. C. then showed that several States, 
by that bill, had got one more member than the rule of 
apportionment entitled them to. Georgia again was en- 
titled to but five members, with a fraction of seventy-three 
hundredths, but she got six members by the bill, ‘The 
Senate objected to the bill from the House on the very 
grounds whiclr are. now urged against the bill before usy 
and the bill, as amended by the Senate, was finally passed. 
Mr. C. then went on to show that the apportionment bill 
of 1822, signed by Mr. Monroe, gave representatives for 
fractions. Georgia again had onc more representative by 
the bill than the rule of apportionment entitled her toy 
and several other States a similar proportion. . Under the 
bill now before us, sent to us from the House, the appor- 
tionment was, he contended, grossly unequal and unjust. 
It allowed representatives, in several cases, for small frac- 
tions, end refused. them to very large fractions. ° This re- 
sulted from the assumption of an arbitrary divisor, which 
gave a result favorable to the large States, and oppressive 
to the smajl States. He went on to give many statements 
in support of this position, The objection to the bill, re- 
sulting from its operation in regard to New York, was to 
him insuperable; and he could not conceive how honorable 
gentlemen could, by any mathematical or metaphysical suhe 
tlety, reconcile it to their sense of justice and propriety. 
New York, by the rule of proporticn, was entitled to thirty- 
cight members, The bill gives her forty. She had those two 
representatives without constituents at home. Who were 
the people whom those two members represented? Where 
did they reside? The member from Delaware is chosen 
by 76,000 freemen; and he, their representative, sits by 
the side of two members who represent vobody. The 
Senator from New York calls upon the State of Virginia 


to that bill must have been this: thatthe representation of |to support the bill, I call, said Mr. C., upon South Caro- 


each State should bear to the whole number of represen- 
tatives the same proportion which the representative po- 
pulation of each State bore to the population of the United 
States.. By that bill, New Hampshire had five membcrs, 
and was entitled to but four:. Massachusetts hac sixteen, 
but was entitled to only fifteen, and had a fraction of se- 
venty-seven hundredths: Delaware was entitled to but one 
by the rule, with a fraction of eight-tenths, but had two 
members by the bill, &c. Gentlemen say the bill was re- 
‘jected because fractions were represented by the bill. 
General Washington said there was no common divisor, 
or ratio, applied to the bill. He found no proportion, no 
équality,. in’ the bill: ‘There was, in fact, no possible 
common divisor which would give the results of that bill; 
and this wasa fair ground of objection. But, by the bill 


lina, upoù Ulinois, upon all the small States, to help me 
in opposition to those large States; for they arc all smalt 
in comparison with those two Siates—New York and 
Virginia. But he remembered the time when Virginia, 
too, stood by the small States, in the contest for cgual re- 
prescntation, against the assumption of the large States: 
he referred to the course of Messrs. Giles and Brent in 
1811, in relation to the apportionment bill in that year 
passed. The hard bearing of the bill upon the new States 
he next considered. Mitsouri was left with a fraction of 
six-tenths, while Tennessee had one member for a siealler 
fraction. This injustice arose from the arbitrary assump- 
tion of the number of the Isouse, and the assumption, at 
the same time, of an arbitrary divisor. Br. ©. went into 
several statements to show that this mode of apportion- 


which. General Washington. did sign, fractions were, in [ment must necessarily opcrate to accumulate the fractions 
fact, represented, The whole number of representatives, {upon the small States. This mode of appoiticnment was 
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Apportionment Bill. 


IN CONGRESS.” 


adopted for the benefit of the large es; and as ong as 
the Sénate suffers them to continue it, they will-liave an 
advantage over the small States-ini the popular representa- 
tion.” The five large States had a representation of 121. 
members, but were entitled only to a representation of 
118 members. Thé-ninetéen smaller States, with a popu- 
Tation of 232,000 more than that of the large States, had 
only 119 represéntatives, but were entitled ‘to 122 mem- 
berse After some other remarks, Mr. C> concluded by 


sent back; and, if the House objected to it, he hoped the 


Senate would insist u 


pon their amendment, as the Senate 
did in 1812. be ee 


plication of a higher ratio at this time was constitutional. 
The State which he represented had no particular interest 
in this matter. Her number of representatives would be 
the same under the amendment as under the bill. He had 
listened to the arguments in favor of the amendment, with 
a disposition to be convinced; but:he had come to the con- 
clusion that the representation of fractions was unconsti- 
tutional. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, in reply, the ratio he had esta- 
blished was not arbitrary. The'true ratio must be obtain- 
ed by a fair proportionment. ‘This isthe only rule which, 
in the nature of things, can be just and equal. Any ratio, 
got from other process than fair proportionment, must be 
arbitrary, and therefore unjust. Unless the gentleman 
can show that the good old rule of three is incorrect, he 
cannot sustain the bill, nor the ratio adopted in the bill. 
The gentleman does not undertake to show us how it is 
that the representation given to New York by the bill is 
her fair proportion. Some one was evidently mistaken as 
to this subject, and it was important that it should be as- 
certained who it is. It wasto him important—because he 
was sworn to support the constitution. The gentleman 
says his State is not interested in the result. But he con- 
tended that Georgia, by the bill, got.an advantage which 
she denied to other States. The bill was not, as the gen- 
tleman said, temporary in its eperation. For five succes- 
sive Congresses it gave an undue portion of political power 
to the large States. eo ° 

Mr. HAYNE had, he said, listened attentively to the 
argument on both sides, but he now found a difficulty. 
He had, at one time, come to the conclusion to vote against 
the amendment. But he had been struck with the argu- 
ment, that, under the apportionment proposed in the bill 
from the House, fractions were represented. Now if frac- 
tions were to be represented at all, he thought the most 
equitable mode of representing them was that presented in 
the bill. He wished the Senate to fix its attention upon 
this fact: New York has more than one-sixth of the whole 
representatives, but she has less than one-sixth part of the 
whole population. If so, she has a representative. for her 
fraction. He wished to see this view met. He could not 
conceive how we could give'a State more than belonged 
to her; though he would imagine that oftentimes it might 
be necessary to give her less. By the assumption upon 
arbitrary ratio, or an arbitrary number of members of the 
House, it would be easy, as he showed by cases which 
he put, to do great injustice to’ thie smaller States. This 
resolution would be to send the bilk to‘a committee with 
instructions to inquire what apportionment would be the 
most equitable and constitutional. 


Mr- WEBSTER again: advocat 
and Mr. TAZE WELL further oppdésed; thë 

At half past four the Senate adjourned." 

a FRIDAY; Manca 9D. 

APPORTIONMENT BILL.. <. 

This bill being-again take 

Mr. SILSBEE said that, 


tipon this subject. = ‘ 
The first objection which he should make to this bill, 
Mr. S. said, was, that it reduced the representation of some 
of the parent States to four léss than itthen was, by de- 
priving each of the States of New Hampshire, Massachu- 
setts, Maryland, and Virginia, of a portion of their pre- 
sent representation. f ` 
In behalf of one of the copartners upon whom ‘it was 
intended to impose this reduction of power, (it was not — 
for him to-explain the views of the others, ) he would say 
that such consequences ought, in his judgment, to be’ 
avoided if.it could be done without inflicting greater in- 
jury upon other sections of the Union. “Although not 
an advocate for an overwhelming legislative body, Mr. S. 
observed thathe had ever entertained the opinion that 
the representation of the old States should not be reduced 
‘either earlier or faster than was absolutely necessary, and 
he could not perceive the necessity for such a reduction at 
thistime. Another, and stronger, objection to the bill was, 
Mr. S. said, that it ‘caused a most unequal distribution 
of the unrepresented fractions, as he would endeavor to 
show by some statements which, he believed, had not been 
presented by any one who had preceded him in this 
debate, and as supplementary to some of those which had’ 
been presented by others. ; qo 
Mr. S. said that the whole population: to be‘ ‘repre- 
sented was 11,928,731, which, at a ratio of 47,700; as ° 
proposed by the bill, would give 250 representatives aud 
a fraction of 3,731. ‘That the number of representatives 
proposed by the bill was 240, with an aggregate fraction 
of 480,731: that this aggiegate fraction was equal'to four 
per cent. of the whole population to be represented: 
that the aggregate fraction ef the six New England States, 
upon their population, was about seven and one-third pér 
cent., while the fractions of all the other States than those of 
New England was only three and one-third per cent. ; and 
the fractions of eleven of the States, having 175 of the 
240 representatives, and more than two-thirds of the 
whole population, was only about "one and three-fourths 
per cent.: that these eleven States, with a population of 
8,497,935, and 175 representatives, have fractions of only 
150,430, while the six New England States, with a popula- 
tion of only 1,954,684, and 38 representatives; (less than 
one-fourth the population, and but little over-one-fifth the 
representation of those eleven States, } have fractions to the 
amount of 142,084; arid three adjoining’ New, England 
States, viz. New Hampshire, Massachusetts, and Vermont; 
with a population of 1,160,390, and 22 representatives, 
have fractions to the amount of 110,990, very nearly one- 
tenth of their whole population, besides losing two of their 
present representation. = oy 
_ Sir, said Mr. S., I know that an inequality of these fracé 
tions cannot be entirely avoided; but I doubt if another 
ratio can be devised, which will impose upon any six con- 


x 
$ 
w 


© 


519 


Samam] 


GALES & 


SEATON'S REGISTER 


Apportionment Bill. ~ 


NPE ee ne 


TES 


520 


[Manca 9, 1832. 


“upon any six States that 
„population ‘of about 
is imposed, by this bill, 


EO a 


member; while the. 90. members from New York, Pennsyl- 


vania, Georgia, and Kentucky, would have an excess of 


only 25,338, or 281 to each member; the average number 
of constituents to the first 18 members being 55,573, and 
to the other:90. members only 47,981. 

~ Mr.S. said he knew it to be tedious to hear, even more 
so than to prepare, these arithmetical calculations; but he 
had. felt it to be his duty to present them to the Senate, 
for the purpose. of showing, better than he could do itin 
any other. way, some .of the injurious, and, as he could 


not but think, unjust effects of the existing provisions of 


the. bill; and, with one or two further expositions of the 
same kind, he should take. Jeave of them, and, probably, 
of further participation in this discussion. 

It will be seen, said Mr. S., that a division of the frac- 
tions‘of the seven States of New Hampshire, Vermont, 
New Jersey, Delaware, Missouri, Mississippi, and Louisi- 
ana, amongst their 24 members, will give to each of those 
members a fraction very nearly as large. as that of the 
whole New York delegation at 40 members; the 24 mem- 
bers from those seven States have fractions to the amount 
of 213,218, proportionable. to which the fraction to the 
40 members from New York should be 355,363, whereas 
it was only 10,623.. Thus, while the. average number of 
constituents represented by each of the 40 members from 
New York will be 47,963, the average number tepresented 
by, each of the 24 members from the other seven States 
will be 56,584; and the number represented by the mem- 
ber from Delaware will be 75,432. 

The. whole representative population of the Union, said 
Mr. S., is 11,928,731; one-half of which is 5,964,365. 


The five States of New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
Ohio, and Kentucky, with a population of 5,947,844, be- 


ing 16,521 less than one-half of the whole population, 
are entitled, by the provisions of the bill, to 12! of the 
240 members of which the House. of Representatives is 


to be. composed; while the other nineteen States, with 
16,521 over a moiety of the whole population, are enti- 
tled to but 119 of the 240 members—giving to a minority 
of the population a majority of the representation, and to 
a majority of the population only a minority of that re- 
presentation. ` 

The six States of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, and North Carolina, with a population 
of. 6,089,351, being 124,986 over one-half the whole po- 
pulation, are entitled by the bill to 126 members, leaving 
a population, in the other States, of but 424,986 less than 
one-half the whole population, and entitled to 118, with 
only 114 members. 

Can this, said Mr. S., be called a representation ‘€ ap- 
portioned. amongst the several States according to their 
respective numbers??? He thought it could not, and hoped 
the bill would be so amended as to approximate somewhat 
nearer to such a representation than it then did, before it 
received the sanction of that body. Touching the con- 
stitutionality of the bill, or of any amendment which had 
been, or which might be, offered to it, Mr. S. said he 
had but a single remark to make, which was this~—that 
he had previously believed, and had become more and 
more. confirmed in the belief, that by regarding fractions 
we should approach much nearer to such a representa- 
tion as is prescribed by the constitution, than by disre- 
garding them. 

Let us suppose, said Mr. S., that this bill had come to 
us, from the other House, without any mention of the 
ratio which had been adopted there, (and it is not neces~ 
sary that the ratio should be stated in the bill,) but with 
merely the provisions that the House of Representatives 
should be composed of 240 members, of which number 
the State of Maine should have eight, &c. &c. &e. In 
such case, what mode of calculation would most naturally 
occur, to ascertain if those 240 members had been cor- 
rectly apportioned to the several States? Would it not 
be this~as the whole population of the Union is to 240, 
what is the proportion of these 240 members to the po- 
pulation of each State? The result of such a mode of 
apportionment was upon all our tables, and so far differed. 
from the provisions of the bill, that, by disposing of the 
extra 12 members (beyond the 228 which would be dis- 
posed of by the first process) to the twelve States having the 
largest fractions, and exceeding the moiety of a constitu- 
ency, each of the three States of Vermont, Delaware, and 
Missouri, would get one more member, and cach of the 
States of New York, Pennsylvania, and Kentucky, would 
have one member less than by the provisions of the bill. 

As between this mode of apportioning the 240 members 
amongst the States, and that which lias been adopted in 
the bill, Mr. S. said that, with his present impressions on 
the subject, he could not but consider the former as the 
most correct of the two. He hoped the bill would not, in 
its present form, be sustained by the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Tennessee, said the proposition now 
before the Senate was, whether that part of the substitute 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, which proposes the 
direct representation. of fractions, shall be stricken out. 
Unless something more should suggest itself to his mind 
on the subject, he shoukl determine that the representa- 
tion of fractions, as such, was unconstitutional. The na- 
tural course by which the representatives were to be ap- 
portioned, was to assure a convenient number for the 
House, and then to adopt a common divisor, by which the 
number of representatives from each State should be as- 
certained. The divisor would be ascertained, after ex- 


periment, and chosen in reference to its equal operation 
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on the several States. The object to-be attained is to be j| was increasing with ‘unparalleled rapidity..“He did not 
made a just apportionment. If a just-apportionment be consider that the substitute was as favorable to the new 
attained, it is of no consequence what isthe process taken; jand growing States which he had named, as the original 
but whatever rule you adopt, must be one which appliesto jbill. In regard to Tennessee, if the substitute prevailed, 
the respective numbers of each State. To the rule pro-|this would’ be the fourth time that that rapidly growing 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts, he objected | State will have been put off with a large unrepresented. 
that it was not an equal rule, applicable to each State, and | fraction, Ifthe bill, as it stands, is'unequal, it can only be 
operating in like. manner upon each State. The rule gives | changed by altering the ratio, or the number of the mem- 
an additional member to each of the twelve major frac-|bers of the House; and he believed it was the part of the 
tions, and withholds it from the twelve minor fractions. | House, extlusively, to fix upon such a number as to them 
What one State gains the gentleman says truly another | may-seem most fit and convenient, unless, indeed, it should 
State loses, and, therefore, the States having the major |be-manifést tous, that, by an alteration, some great bene- 
fractions have the full benefit of the aggregate minor|fit was to be obtained. As to the ratio proposed in the 
fractions. It was the same old plan, presented in a new | bill, he believed it was productive ofas much equality and 
shape, which, forty years ago, was.repudiated as unconsti-| justice, in relation to the several States, as could be ob- 
tutional. Each State must be received as a distinct body, | tained by any other ratio. Even if the constitutional ob- 
to be distinctly and separately represented. The doctrine | jection to the substitute; which with him wasinsuperable, 
that a part of the political power or representative num-| was out of the question, he would prefer the bill as it came 
ber of one State could be. transferred to another, was the] from the House, to the substitute proposed by the Senator 
doctrine of consolidation. This was the fifth time that} from Massachusetts. 
the subject has been before the Senate; and how is it that} Mr. SPRAGUE spoke in reply to the Senator from 
this plan of representing fractions, of operating upon thej Tennessee, and in opposition to the motion to amend the 
States as a consolidated body, was never before proposed? | substitute... He contended that fractions had, by every 
At the last apportionment, the State of South Carolina] bill, been substantially represented, though not so by 
would have been entitled to one more representative, by | provisions expressed on the face of the. bill; that such 
lowering the ratio adopted only one or two hundred; butj representation was in accordance with the spirit of the 
her Senators did not suggest the idea that this fraction | constitution, which required a just and equal appor- 
ought to be represented. The apportionment, according | tionment of representatives; and that the provisions of the 
to the whole spirit of the constitution and form of the con- | substitute attained a greater degree of equality than those 
federation, must, according to the respective numbers of| of the original bill. . 
the States, be considered as distinct, separate communi-| Mr. HOLMES also advocated the amendment at some 
ties. Perfect equality was not expected; it was known to] length; and then ee 
be unattainable, in the apportionment of men--for they] The Senate adjourned to Monday. > 
are not, like money, divisible. It is true that-the large j 
States have an advantage in the apportionment, because Monpax, Mancu 12. 

elr fraction, whatever it is, must bear a less proportion j : 
to their whole number of representatives than the frac- APPORTIONMENT BICIS 
tions of the smaller States to their number of representa-| The Senate resumed the consideration of’ this bill, with 
tives. But this was an advantage of which you cannot] the amendment thereto offered by Mr. Wensren, and the 
deprive the large States, constitutionally. You give, how-| amendment offered by Mr. FORSYTH. : 
ever, to four of the large States, which, you say, have] Mr: DICKERSON said: Coming, as he did, froma State 
already more than their proportion, an additional member| which has severely felt the unequal and unjust, operation 
to each. Tennessee has a fraction of 19,902, but is not] of the laws heretofore adopted, and again to be adopted, 
to have an additional member;. but Maine, which, accord-|if the present bill should pass, for apportioning the re- 
ing to the original bill, had a fraction of but 17,000, is to| presentatives of the United States among the several 
have an additional member. ‘Thirty-one thousand persons| States, it was his duty to his constituents to join Senators 
are to be transferred from Tennessee to Maine, to be} from States similarly situated, in an effort to arrest, as far 
there represented as citizens of. a State they were never] as practicable, this system of oppression. 
in, and by a person whom they never saw. This wasthe| Great injustice has been done to the small States, said 
practical effect of this scheme, which was forced and urged | Mr. D., in withholding from them their proper share of 
upon us as one of equal operation. Pennsylvania, by this] power, weight, and influence, in the councils of the na- 
scheme, was to have a representative for a number short! tion; more especially as it respects their numerical force 
of the ratio by three or four thousand, and Tennessee|in the House of Representatives, while they have been 
was to have but one representative for a number exceed-| compelled to bear their undiminished share of public 
ing the ratio by nineteen thousand and over. Twelve|burdens. The condition of the State of New Jerscy, 
States were to be over-represented, and twelve were tof contrasted with that of her potent neighbors, New York 
be under-represented—and the over-represented States| and Pennsylvania, will put this subject in a strong point 
were those among the largest States, and those under-re-| of view. In the apportionment of 1810, when the ratio 
presented were both small and new States, and yet the} was fixed at 35,000, New Jersey had an unrepresented 
plan was recommended as promotive of equality. Thej fraction of 31,222, while New York had a fraction of 
bill was better as it stands. It produced less injustice than] 8,043, and Pennsylvania a fraction of 4,773, added to- 
the plan proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. | gether amounting to 12,816. The fraction of New Jersey 
He would risk nothing in saying that, if the census of s:x| being nearly three times as great as that of New York and 
new States, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Indiana, and| Pennsylvania together; while New York had a represen- 
Illinois, would be taken. over again at this moment, it] tation of 27, Pennsylvania of 23, and New Jersey 6. In 
would be found that they had an increased population add-| the apportionment of 1820, when the ratio was fixed at 
ed to them since the census was taken; which, in addition | 40,000, New Jersey had a fraction of 34,551, while New 
to the fractions, would entitle each of them to another re-} York had a fraction of 8,775, and Pennsylvania of 9,449; 
presentative; and yet this scheme was recommended to. us| and in the apportionment of 1830, according to the pre- 
by the Senator from Massachusetts as being especially fa-| sent bill, with a ratio of 47.700, New Jersey has a fraction 
vorable to new States. The fractions, ifhe could fix them, | of 33,632, while New York has a fraction of 9,953, and 
should fail upon the old States, whose population was sta-| Pennsylvania of 12,052. In this way several States have 
tionary, and not upon the new States, whose population| suffered nearly as much as New Jersey, and the State of 
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Delaware. much: more. --Andsshall the Senators. of these 
States not complain? Sh ey: not inquire whether the 
constitution, which: was -adopted-for-the common benefit 
of all, can, when fairly construed, authorize such gross in- 


amendment now. under. considetation;. and if they did, I 
should not consider. them às finally. conclusive. The siall 
States have always resisted, as far as they constitutionally 
could do. so, the passing of the different: apportionment 
bills which have operated so.injuriously to their interest. 
Any right toa more fair-and equitable rule of apportion- 
ment, which they possessed before the first apportion- 
ment, they possess now. -Their acquiescence in laws to 
which they were obliged to submit, cannot be considered 
asa relinquishment of any right. 

I am surprised that the Senator from Virginia should 
place so much reliance upon decisions of constitutional 
points, as to give them the force of precedents, even 
when they are of forty years’ standing. If I am not much 
mistaken, I have heard an opinion from that Senator, that 
no decision against the principles of the constitution could 
acquire the force of law by any lapse of time. If the 
principle of the law of 1792 was in accordance with the 
constitution: then, it is so now; and if the present bill is 
upon the same principle, it cannot want the aid of prece- 
dent, but may safely rest upon constitutional grounds alone. 
The precedent can only be of service, upon the supposi- 
tion that the principle of the bill wants constitutional sup- 
port. And, in such case, it would be desirable to know 
how long a precedent like that of the ycar 1792 must re- 
main undisturbed, before it becomes an amendment to the 
constitution. The precedent, as carried out in the differ- 
ent apportionment laws, is decidedly that the large fractions 
shall be thrown upon the small States; from which there 
is no departure in the bill before us. And shall an un- 
willing acquiescence in this abuse, for forty years, givé 
sanction to an exercise of power against every principle 
of justice, and against the plain and undoubted meaning 
of those who formed this compact of our Union? 

By the bill sent to us, the whole number of representa- 
tives is fixed at 240. It is altogether immaterial by what 
process the House of Representatives came to the con- 
clusion that this should be the number: it is arbitrary, and 
altogether : independent of any constitutional provision; 
but when adopted, it forms an indispensable datum in the 
calculation by which the apportionment is to be made 
among the States. The whole representative population 
of the United States, and. the whole representative popu- 
lation of the individual States; are also given, upon which 
the constitution directs the mode of apportionment, which 
must be among the several States, according to their re- 
spective numbers. . ; 

As the whole federal number of people in the United 
States is to the whole number of representatives, so must 
be the whole federal number of the people of any State to 
its share of such representatives. ‘The truth of this prin- 
ciple has not been contested, and cannot he; yet, when 
applied to New York, gives her but 38 representatives 
out of the 240, whereas the bill before us gives her 40. 
As 11,928,995 ‘is to 240, so is 1,918,553 to 38 and a frac- 
tion. In this: proposition, the first and second terms are 
constant, being the whole population and the whole num- 
ber of representatives; the third term, the population of 
any State, must be multiplied by the second term, and di- 
vided by the first, which will give the fourth proportion, 
or number of representatives to which such State is entitled. 

By dividing the first and second terms by any number 
whatever, we obtain equivalent terms which may be sub- 
stituted for those respectively. 1f we divide both terms 
by the number 240, we obtain 49,707 for the first, and 1 
for the second. The proportion will then be as 49,707: 1 
: : 1,918,553 :38, with a fraction of 29,687. As the se- 
cond term is unity, the multiplication is dispensed with, 
and the first term becomes a common divisor, for cach State, 
when the whole number of representatives is 240. 

In fact, however, the common divisor of 47,700 has been 
adopted for a representation of 240, when that number, 
or rather 47,715, is the proper divisor for a representation 


justice?.. _And being convinced that a fair construction of 
the constitution. would secare to them a more equal re- 
presentation, -shall they: not avail themselves of their 
strength, in this body, toassert and obtain their just rights? 
By the constitution of the United States, representation 
and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several 
States according to their respective numbers. | Itis impos- 
sible to comply. strictly with the terms of the constitution; 
but it is the duty of Congress to approach, as nearly as 
possible, to a just apportionment of representatives as 
well as of: taxes. Do o 
The plain meaning of the constitution is, that, of what- 
ever number the popular branch of Congress shall con- 
sist, it shall be so divided, adjusted, and apportioned among 
the several States, that the representative strength of each 
State in. that body shall be, as its actual comparative 
strength, measured in federal numbers in the Union, that 
the whole representative population of the United States 
shall..be to the whole number of representatives, as the 
representative population of any State shall be to its share 
of such representatives. And this division, adjustment, or 
apportionment, cannot be made in accordance. with the 
constitution, until we have arrived at the nearest practical 
approximation to this principle. And has this been attain- 
ed in the bill before us? It-has not; on the contrary, this 
bill is a reiteration and continuation’ of old abuses, which 
have become more oppressive as our population has in- 
creased; and when the Senators from the States, fecling 
the oppressive operation of this bill, endeavor to amend 
it, they are met with the most determined opposition from 
the Senators of States having more than their share of 
this joint stock of power; and the great States seem to 
make it a common cause, to deprive the small States of 
their proper rights and influence in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
_- . The Senator from New York, [Mr. Marcy, Jafter urging 
all the arguments which the case admits of, for the billand 
against the -proposed amendment, calls. loudly upon the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Tazz went, } and begs that the 
voice of Virginia may be heard upon this question, where- 
upon the Senator from Virginia comes forward with a for- 
midable array of unaccommodating ratios, and similitudes 
of ratios, and various scientific, technical, and mathema.- 
tical terms and phrases, calculated to exclude every prin- 
ciple, not. based upon the exact sciences, from the rules 
to be adopted in making the apportiomnent of the repre- 
sentatives.among the several States. And he managed 
his weapons with such admirable skill and address, that he 
seemed to perplex the whole Senate—at least, I am quite 
willing to acknowledge that. he- perplexed. me; and all 
these. strict-and. accurate. principles ‘are made to. depend 
upon the word apportion. n =e. 5 o ouw 
Now it so happens that the word apportion is decidedly 
ungeometrical; it is neither technical-nor scientific, it does 
not-imply mathematical accuracy, nor is it. found in any 
mathematical book. Perhaps terms.of mathematical ac- 
curacy were studiously avoided. in this: part of the 
constitution, from a fear that they might be used to 
prevent a just, fair, and equitable apportionment of re- 
presentatives among the States; for fear of giving just 
cause for the difficulties which gentlemen now urge against 
the amendment to this bill. , . 
The Senator from Virginia does not seem willing to resi 
upon his mathematical principles alone. He calls to his 
aid the decision of Washington in 1792, and the practice 
under it for forty years. The arguments of the Senators 
from Massachusetts and Delaware [Mr. Wensrer and Mr. 
Cuiarror]-have entirely convinced me that the objections 
to the apportionment. bill-of 1752 do not apply to the 
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of 250. Foras 11,928,935°F250.: :1,918;,555:40. Divide 
the two first térms by 250,°and we have 47,715:1': 
1,918,553 : 40; so that forty representatives are all that New 
York can claim from a Hotise of 250: ‘And in this consists 
the error in the bill before us: Several of the States are 
allowed. their full share of a House of 250, which is to con- 
sist of no more than 240. It is true'that if you apply this 
common divisor to all the States, without allowing repre- 
sentatives for any of the fractions; it will leave you witha 
House of but 240 representatives, as the aggregate ofall the 
fractions will amount to ‘a sufficient ‘number to give ten 
representatives. ` Yet it is équally ‘true that no State-can 
have, under any just construction of the constitution, morë 
than her proper share of the actual House of Representa- 
tives. To give to the States having their full share of a 
House of Representatives of 250, a: just claim to such re- 
presentation, the House must actually consist of that num- 
ber; and this cannot be done, but by giving the ten frac- 
tional representatives. to the States- having fractions; and 
justice requires that they should be given to the States 


that number, to have onë representative forsuch fraction. 
This rule is uniform; applies with equal’-justice to-all the 
States, large and small; is not restricted:by any fair con- 
strictioti of the. word” apportionment; is in accordance 
with every principle of justice, and with ‘the spirit of the 
| constitution. = fe Sa oo : 


“The shall States have’complained, from the year 1792 


to'this day, of the unjust operation of the apportionment 
bills; and they. will probably continue to: complain, 


for I 


have but little hope that justice will now be done them 

Mr. HAYNE said, if the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia ‘should’ fail, he should’ move a‘recommitment of 
the bill. His- mind; he- acknowledged, had fluctuated 
much in*regard tothe question during its discussion; but 
he had come to the conclusion that great injustice might 
be done by the mode of apportionment adopted by the 
House. By the process adopted, assuming the number of 
the House at 240, twelve members are taken from the frac- 
tions, and thrown upon the large States. The fractions 
were thus represented, but notin such a way as preserved. 


having the largest fractions, as this will be.the nearest 
possible approximation to a just apportionment. It is 
clear that all the States having representatives over their 
just proportion of a House of 240, have them in conse- 
quence of the fractions; their extra representatives, there- 
fore, are the representatives of fractions. The House is 
to consist of 240 actual and 10 constructive members, the | tative population. 

last being representatives of the fractions; but they are} Mr. WEBSTER said he should not oppose the recom- 
all to stand up together, as good enough representatives, | mitment, and he agreed that much of the amendment 
til the apportionment is made, and certain States have re- | might be omitted, and the committee be merely instructed 
ceived their full share of the whole number; and theni to distribute the members of the House, assuming their 
these ten are to be dismissed the service. ‘These construc-| number. at 240, among the several: States according’ to 
live members—these men of straw, are to be counted, to} their respective numbers. Soe es 
swell the dividends of certain States, and’ then to vanish, |. Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN said he had listened with the 
as being of no further use; but whew they vanish, they | most anxious intérest and attention ‘to the discussion on 
carry off with them every pretence, on ‘the part of these] the important and exciting question involved in the amend- 
States, for having a single representative over and above|ment proposed by the honorable Senator from Massa- 
their strict proportion of 240. The aggregate of fractions | chusetts. © Every personal and political consideration 
amounts to 477,335, which, divided by 47,715, gives ten | unite to persuade him in favor of it. But sir, said Mr. 
representatives. if these fractions are to be of no avail, F., after the best reflection in my power has been devoted 
to give Vermont, with a fraction of 42,000, another re-|to this subject, 1 feel constrained to differ from those 
presentative, then let them have no avail in givingto New | with whom I generally agree, and to vote for the proposi- 
York two more representatives than she is entitled to, and | tion that will reject the amendment. 

to several other States one each more than they are en-} I cannot but regard this amendment as presenting the 
titled to. Deduct these fractions from the whole popula-| came difficulties which arrested the ratio bill of 1792. It is 
tion, throw them out of the calculation, and let. these/an endeavor to accomplisha more equitable representation, 
States take their share of the representatives of the whole by bringing the fractions of the several States into ac- 
population so reduced, - The aggregate fraction taken| count; and it will readily be perceived that the process 
from tirer whole population would leave but 11,451,600, adopted by the honorable Senator from Delaware. to ilus- 
which, divided by 47,715, will give no more than 240 for|trate his objections to the bill, is substantially of the na- 
the House of Representatives, instead of 250; and this] ture of the calculations which led the way to the rejected 


the relative power of the several States according to their 
respective numbers... He should move, if the Senate 
should determine that ffactions may be represented, to 
recommit the bill, with general instructions to the com- 
mittee’ to apportion 240 members among the several 
States, as equally as may be, according to their represen- 


number will give New York but 38 for her share. It is! bill of 1792. My friend takes for his first number ‘the 
therefore demonstrably true that, under the present bill. 2/aggregate population of the United States, amounting to 
of the representatives of New York rest upon fractions; | 11,928,731; and then states that as this number isto the 
and if the Senator from Virginia insists pon the applica- proposed number of the House of Representatives, (240,) 
tion of his strict mathematical principles to this case, he | so is the population of any State to its share of the repre- 
is met with an insuperable difficulty in giving to any State | sentation. Now, sir, the first great mistake in this rule 
more than her proportion of 240 representatives. The!is committed in the very first number; thatis, the popula- 
rule of apportionment adopted in the bill is neither con-|tion. of the whole Union, combining, of course, all the 
sistent with the principles of mathematics, the principles] fractions of the several parts; is constituted -the control- 
of justice, nor the principles of the constitution. A strict ling number to bring about the distribution of representa- 
mathematical rule will operate mach more decidedly | tives among the several States according to theif respective 
against the bill than against the amendment. numbers. It cannot fail to strike the mind that the con- 
ENS amendment under consideration is founded upon jstitutional apportionment is based upon the federative 
correct principles. The assumed number. of 256, of| principle. It regards not the whole twenty-four States as 
which it is proposed the House of Representatives shall! consolidated, but separated, distinct; individual. It is 
Pere mil DON asa common divisor the number of true, sir, the bill of 92 invaded another clause of the con- 
, 595,* and each State having a fraction over the half of] stitution, besides the one which is opposed to this gmend- 
ee ment. It gave to some of the States more than one 
member for every: 30,000° of- the inhabitants of such 
States. > oa 
But Lhope ta shéw that this other clause flowed out of 
the one whichis now considered, and was its just corollary. 
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Linsist, then, in the first place, Mr. President, that a.con- Our. principle falls short .of:fépresenting all the people. 


struction was given to the constitution by President Wash«| But, sir, it-should: not be-forgotten that our rule 


ington; in: 1792, ‘that settles. and concludes the- present 
question; and it-has received the constant acquiescence 
of this whole Unidn, at four eventful periods since.. He 
distinctly:resisted.a process that subjected the whole fede- 
ralnumber of the United States toa common divisor; andas 
distinctly required the application of such divisor to the 
population of each State. - 
He felt most sensibly that the rulè of the. constitution 
dealt with the Statesindividualiy, and that the call for this 
share of power could. not be made as- from small States 
‘combined, or large: States combined; that-it could be 
claimed only by each.State on the ground of its. federal 
numbers, and as often as-these could meet:some common 
ratio or division, of universal application to all the mem- 
bers of the confederacy. . Such was the state of the ques- 
tion under the constitution. .Apportionment was to be made 
among twenty-four different subjects, each differing from 


ere 
forms all its functions—equally: distributes to all-their full 
share of representation, and only ceases to operate, when, 
from the indivisible nature of a representative, it can pro- 
ceed no furthers the.spirit of the amendment. tran- 
scends the constitution, as it distributes political power 
unequally, and not according to numbers; as in the case 
of Maine, that would receive a portion of representatives 
for 19,938 more federal numbers than live within her ter- 
ritory; and the general result of the amendment shows, 
that, to eaconngien its object, fractions, amounting to 
137,101 persons, are.represented above the true popula- 
tion of the Statesto which fractional members are assigned. 
The truth is, that,in this matter of representation the 
States are not, and cannot be, considered in any collect- 
ive sense.. The rule applies to them as political sove- 
reignties, distinct in their existence, and each entitled to 
claim only its own portion of power, by reason of its own 


all the others in numbers, and an apportionment too of|federal numbers. — ise , 
representatives—benefits that were integral in their nature,| © So President Washington treated the subject when it 
and. not susceptible of division or liable to fractions. Now, {came before him, under. the imposing authority of both 
what could be done, sir, but first to settle how many per-|Houses-of Congress. The, National Legislature of that 
sons should constitute one representative; and, when that day had subjected the whole population of the United 
was ascertained, to go with this number or ratio around | States to a division of 30,000~-the proposed number for 
to these twenty-four States, and to grant to each a mem-| each representative; and the -process gave 120 members, 
ber for as many times as its population could involve the| more members, of course, than the same divisor, when 
ratio? . That, in the result of this process, fractions would applied to the separate States, would produce; and they 
remain, was, no doubt, seen by the framers of the con- disposed.of the surplus members, by distributing them 
stitution—ag these necessarily are incident to the case;| among the States having the highest fractions, ‘The bill 
you cannot avoid them—-the amendment proposed does} was warmly debated in Congress, and eventually sent to 
not get rid of them--the ingenuity of man, no mat-|the President-by a very small majority. It presented to 
ter how acute it may be, can devise no mode with| bis minda very interesting case, anda very solemn duty. 


such materials, whereby we can escape the consequences 
of unrepresented numbers. And, sir, I cannot yield 
to, the argument as satisfactory, that the amendment 
approaches nearer to this equalization than to leave 
fractions unrepresented altogether. For, in the first 
place, although it may be so, under the arrangements oi 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, yet I can con- 
ceive of various propositions that, by his principle of: dis- 
tribution, would aggravate the evil... But, in the second 
place, my embarrassment arises not from its being more 
or less equal in its operation, but because it is not war- 
ranted by the constitution. I cannot better illustrate the 
nature of the rule that was adopted by President Wash- 
ington, as he deemed to be in conformity with the con- 
stitution, than by applying the clause in question to the 
representation in the Legislature of any State. Take, 
for example, the State of New Jersey; suppose a law 
should there be passed, directing that representation should 
be apportioned to the several counties according to their 
respective numbers. It should next be determined that 
10;000 inhabitants should have a representative; we go 
with this ratio to Essex county, and find 48,000—giving 
four representatives, and a fraction of 8,000; what could 
we do with it under this rule? Could we give Essex 
another member? Surely not; if'so, we exceed the limits 
of the rule. Well, sir, we go next to her neighbors, the 
county of Morris, and find there 26,000 inhabitants, yield- 
ing two members, anda fraction of 6,000. Could we give 
Morris another member? or, under any sotind construc- 


tion of the rule, could we combine these fractions, and! 


assign another member to either county, on account of 
the combination? Why, sir, nothing can be plainer to 
my humble apprehension, than. that such a disposition’ of 
the subject would be utterly indefensible. But here it is 
urged that the proposed amendment brings the represen- 
tation "As near.to just proportions as may be. That 
although it does apportion members to States, as‘to frac- 
tions for a less number of federal numbers than it appor- 
tions the other members, yet it is most ingeniously argued 
that the rule-does not so far exceed the general ratio as 


f| ment of political power. 


e was called upon to give a practical exposition to the 
constitution of the United States, and on a branch of it 
well calculated to excite very warmly the public feeling. 
He examined the act with the sagacious scrutiny of a 
statesman, about to settle.a great question in the apportion- 
He was not content, on finding 

one fatal objection to this bill, to rest his rejection there, 
and return it to Congress; he made his exceptions as broad 
as the case presented to him. He detected two substan- 
tial objections; and that which struck him as prominent, 
and which he placed in the foreground of his communica- 
tion, was, as 1 apprehend, the very difficulty into which 
the present amendment will bring us. Without further 
‘remark, I will now read the reasons urged by President 
Washington for returning the ratio bill without his consent. 
“ Avni 5, 1792. 
« Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: 

“I have maturely considered the act passed by the two 
Houses, entitled “An act for an apportionment of repre- 
sentatives among the several States according to the first, 
enumeration,’ and I return it.to your House, wherein it 
originated, with the following objections: First. The 
constitution has prescribed that representatives shall be 
apportioned among the several States according to their re- 
spective numbers; and there is no one proportion or divisor 
which, applied to the respective numbers of the States, 
will yield the number and allotment of representatives 
proposed by the bill. Second. The constitution has also 
| provided that the number of representatives shall not ex- 
i ceed one for every 30,000, which restrictionis, by the con- 

text, and by fair and obvious. construction, to be applied 
| to the separate and respective numbers of the States, and 
| this bill has allotted to eight of the States more than one 
for every 30,000. 


| 


“GEORGE WASHINGTON,” 


The Senate perceive, then, that the objections are dis. 
tinct in their application, but that both insisted on the 
same principle; that the States in their separate popula- 
[tion were to be regarded; and it is further worthy of 
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notice that the second objection, instead. of -being the 
principal, or, as has been insisted, theonly substantial dift- 
culty with the President, was, in truth, only a just infer- 
ence which he drew; as ke explicity:states, from the first 
objection. eh ; : S 


In presenting the first objection, t 


@ President seemed 


of a motion, should.one be made, for recommitting the 

bill, for the purpose of modifying it so as to render. it less 

unequal in its-operation. Bet 
Mr. CLAYTON added some remarks in reply to Mr. 

FRRLINGHUYSEN. -1 Bie, eae! EN 

. The question being then taken upon the motion of Mr. 


to consider it quite sufficient-barely tostate the:-fact of | FORSYTH to` strike out the ‘clause of the amendment 


there existing no one proportion or divisor that would 
produce the result of the bill before’him. He enters into 
no argument; butthought he had said enough to produce 
conviction with any mind. ‘Phe debates that were had-on 
this rejected bill in the House of Representatives, con- 
firm the views which I had the honor'to urge. -The repre- 
sentation of fractions was then resisted on‘ constitutional 
grounds. ` a aah Te ee i 

Mr. Madison opposed it in terms for this cause, and urg- 
ed the following cogent consideration: * You are calling 
upon us to invade the constitution, by adopting a process 
that will give representatives for those several and distinct 
fractions of the different States.” 

When this bill was returned, the Congress passed a 
new bill with a ratio of 33,000, and applied that tothe po- 
pulation of each State: New Jersey, having at that time 
179,570 federal numbers, received by the bill five mem- 
bers, with a fraction remaining of 14,570; and the whole 
apportionment of representatives on the population of that 
era, (being 3,615,920, ) left an amount of fractions exceed- 
ing 150,000. Yet, sir, it was submitted to-—so in 1800 
again in 1810--and last, in 1820, with increased fractions at 
each period, but with the same acquiescence in the con- 
struction of President Washington, in 1792. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if T could think this a debatable point originally, 
such an adjustment of it, followed by such confirmation, 
would prevail to quiet all scruples. I should feel bound 
to bow with respect to the weight of'a precedent of such 
commanding authority. While I consider the present bill 
as far from adopting that just ratio which would relieve as 
much as practicable the heavy fractions upon the small 
States, yet I must, though with reluctance, vote against 


the amendment, because it is opposed, in my judgment, to | 


the provisions of the constitution, as expounded in 1792, 
and since approved of. i 

As a general question of public policy, I can find some 
consolation in the suggestion of Mr. Hamilton, when he 
was urging the adoption of the great charter—that the 
large States can make no law for the smaller States, that 
will not be law for themselves. Sır, excepting in our 
electoral colleges, there is no national interest of agricul- 


ture, commerce, or manufactures, on which New Yorkand| - 


Pennsylvania can give avote, that is not as deeply import- 
ant to them as to New Jersey. T feel this to be a securi- 
ty, as well as a consolation. At this crisis, sir, it is no 
matter for regret that these States stand forth as the sus- 
taining pillars of the great system of domestic industry so 
vitally essential to the prosperity of New Jersey, and every 
other State, great or small. 

The honorable Senator from Delaware complains that 
his State has been hardly dealt by, and I agree, sir, that 
he has good cause; but I fail to be convinced that Dela- 
ware has greatly suffered on this account. If right has 
been withheld, E am aware that it is no plea to justify 
wrong; but itis to my minda grateful palliation that her 
feeble, numerical strength has, through her whole histo- 
ry, thrown her upon her moral and intellectual resources, 
and attracted to the public councils of the country from 
that small, but honored State, something vastly more pow- 
erful than mere numbers; something that exalted her toa 
niche as elevated, and an influence as commanding, asany 
--even the proudest of her sisters on this floor. 

Mr. SPRAGUE and Mr. WEBSTER spoke briefly in 
reply to Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. > ; 

Mr. MANGUM gave his reasons for his intended vote in 
favor of the motion to aménd the amendment, and in favor 


You. VHE —S4 


which provides for the representation of fractions, it was 
decided in the affirmative, as follows?: © Cec ciie e s5 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, ‘Dallas, Dudley; Ellis, 
Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, HiH; Kane, 
King, Marcy, Mangum, Poindexter, ‘Robinson, Ruggles, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson; Troup, Tyler; White, Wil 
kins:24, sig ae i B 

NAYS:-—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clayton, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Hayne,’ Holmes, Jolin» 
ston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague,- Waggaman, Web- 
ster.—23. : : fog, Be st 

Mr. WEBSTER remarked, thatthe other portion of the 
amendment offered by him. was no longer of, any conse- 
quence, and he would withdraw it, or vote against its adop- 
tion. The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL moved to strike out 47,700 from the bill, and 
insert 44,000. ESE à 

At the request of Mr. TAZEWELL, the: motion was 
divided; and-the question being taken on the motion to 
strike out, it was decided in the negative. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he should now vote against the bill 
as a practical violation of the constitution. ` 

The question being on ordering the bill toa third read- 
ing, it was decided in the affirmative by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dallas, Dudley, 
Ellis, Ewing, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Kane; 
King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy,- Moore,’ Poindexter, Ro- 
binson, Ruggles, Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup; 
Tyler, White, Wilkins.——27. Pies 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clayton, 
Dickerson, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, 
Miller; Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Smith, Sprague, Waggaman, Webster.—20. 

Mr. Benton, on giving his vote in the affirmative, re- 
marked that he was much dissatisfied with the provisions 
of the bill, but voted for it because it was necessary to pass 
it, even in this shape. É owe ý 

The Senate then adjourned. 


“Toxspax, Manca 13. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. DALLAS, from the select committee appointed on 
the subject, reported a bill to renew the charter of the 
Bank of the United States for the term of fifteen years, to 
take effect subsequent to the expiration of the present 
charter in the year 1836; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. - 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Rowsrns 
yesterday, was taken up for consideration, viz. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authoriz- 
ed to subscribe for sixty copies of the Legislative and Do- 
cumentary History of the Bank of the United States, com- 
piled by M. St. Clair Clarke and D. A. Hall, whereof one 
copy shall be distributed to each member of the Senate, 
one copy to the President and Secretary of the Senate, 
and the residue retained for the library of the Senate, 
provided that the price of the work shall not exceed the 
sum of five dollars. ae 

Mr. ROBBINS said that the résolution submitted in ` 
the House of Representatives, providing for the purchase, . 
had been considered by the committee to which it was re- 
ferred, and they-had reported in its favor. The commit- 
tee inthe Senate were also of the opinion that the work 
should be-furnished to the members of this body; asthe 
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a million of dollars. ~The members. of. Congress will un- 
doubtèdly be credited for great liberality by the gentle- 
men. printers who are favored with the munificent con- 
tracts; but would itnot be quite as much to the credit of 
our disinterested liberality if we furnished our libraries at 
our own expense, asif we do it at the expense of the pub- 
lic treasury? A Senator from Maine said, the other day, 
that “this Senate was constituted as a bulwark against the 
popular will.” I hope to. see the time arrive when this 
body, and all other bodies in this Government, who take 
part eitherin enacting or executing the laws, shall be 
amenable only to an enlightened and virtuous popular will. 
Ido not believe that an intelligent people will counte- 
nance the principle of the public servants converting the 
public property to their own future use while engaged 
temporarily in the public service; and, for the purpose of 
contesting this principle, I move that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said, the Committee on the 
Library had been induced, by public considerations, to 
offer. the resolution, not imagining that they would elicit 
by- ita philippic against the bank. The book contained 
valuable information against the bank, and in favor of its 
all the arguments ever Used. against it by its opponents 
werc here tobe found. All the debates and decisions had 
in reference to the bank, for the last thirty years, were 
contained in this volume. It was true that our tables were 
laden with papers respecting. this institution; but were 
they from its friends or its opponents? From day to day 
we have had resolutions, and answers to resolutions, laid 
on our tables at the wish of those who were opposed to 
the bank. At this stage of the business, when the bill for 
rechartesing the bank has been reported, and is about to 
come before us for discussion and decision, what is so ap- 
posite, what so proper, what so necessary, as to place be- 
fore the Senate the information furnished by this book? 
He would not step aside from the question to defend the 
bank. It had been called a monopoly. What did it mono- 
polize? Nothing but the public confidence. It had brought, 
a spurious currency into. a sound currehey, and, thereby, 
it was the poor man’s friend. If. he sought popularity, if 
he could stoop to the dunghill for praise, he would vote 
in favor of the bank, as the poor man’s fricnd. Nothing 
but this bank stood between the poor, honest, and indus- 
trious citizen, and the dealers in spurious lecal currency, 
by which the poor were defrauded of a large portion of 
their hard earnings. The other day, the Senator from 
New Hampshire had- voted, without compunction or dis 
pute, for a resolution for printing a report of the British 
House of Commons on alum sult—a subject of mich less 
importance than that which was to cost one thousand nine 
hundred dollars. The sum which this resolution ap- 
propriated was not over three hundred dollars.” He 
loved the people, but would not stoop to flatter them. 
Popularity or no popularity, he. would support such mea- 
sures as this. He wasnot afraid that hisconstitucnts should 
know.that he voted public.moncy to purchase books for 
his private use-—hooks to-acquaint him with information 
which, in his public station, he required. 

Mr. BENTON had not intended, he suid, to say a word 
in relation to this question, nor should he now rise to speak 
upon it, but for what had fallen from the Senator from 
New Jersey. That gentleman had gone from the resolu- 
tion to the bank, and. from the bank he had gone to 
statements respecting his resolution on alum salt, which 
were erroneous. Day by day, memorials were poured 
in upon us by command of the bank, all representing, in 
the same terms, the necessity of renewing its charter. 
. These memorials, the tone of which, and the time of their 
on the diplomatic correspondence--some one or two hun- presentation, showed their common. origin, were daily or- 
dred thousand dollars are expending in reprinting the old;dered to be printed. These papers, forming a Jarger 
documents .of:.Congress;.atid other. projects are. on foot, | mass than we cver had on our tables before, and ail singing, 
the printing-of which.may involve the expenditure of half} to the samc tune, the praises of the bank, were ordered 


information would be’ of great advantage in enabling them 
to come toa decision on the question of rechartering the. 
bank.. He therefore hoped there would-be:no objection 
to the passage of the resolution. ees Cae 
Mr. HILL, of New Hampshire, said: The proposition is 
td procure sixty:copies:of a book relative to the Bank of the 
United States of which each one of usis to have a copy. It 
may not’ become me to oppose such & proposition—it may 
be considered obtrusive in a new member to do it. Our 
tables have been loaded (and the burden continues almost 
daily:to accumulate) with documents in behalf of the Bank 
of the United States. The printing on that subject atone, 
during the present session, probably amounts to some thou- 
sands of pages; and as yet we have had but a foretaste of 
what is to-follow. “Numerous:petitions. from the several 
local banks are here presented, withan array of such names 
as may be gathered in behalf of any subject whatever, in the 
purlieus of our cities. A few days since I found before me 
an elaborate printed argument in favor of the bank from the 
directors of a country bank in New Hampshire, which 
bank; Iam confident, could have no other motive than fear 
to induce-it to make such a request. Is it not a fact that 
most of the local banks, in several States, have been im- 
periously required to prefer petitions for the renewal of 
the charter of the Bank of the United States? Has not 
the President of the mammoth monopoly told Congress 
that hehad-it in his power. to close the doors of the local 
banks? What can'they do but petition when they- are re- 
quired to petition? “Can it be supposed that these local 
banks, which are liable to State taxation, and which are 
taxed by the States, will voluntarily ask Congress to place 
atival establishment among them, having the Government 
deposites at all. times in its hands, with which to wrong 
and oppress them, and exempt from every species of State 
taxation? No man of sense will believe it. Ifan humble 
individual, having an honest claim on the Government, 
would lay the merits of that claim before Congress, he is 
obliged to: pay the expense of printing himself; but every 
possible argurnent, whether founded on fact or fallacy, | 
that can be presented in favor of perpetuating a monstrous 
monopoly—a monopoly that has the means- of corruption 
in its own hands, and may apply them if it will—must be 
printed at the public expense! I venture to say that a 
majority of the members have becn unable to read one 
half of what has already been ordered to be printed in re- 
lation to the bank. They cannot read it, and attend. pro- 
perly to the other public business. It is now proposed to 
furnish an additional volume of some eight hundred pages 
~a very pretty volume, gilt, and bound in calf, perhaps 
to decorate the libraries of gentlemen, when they shall 
return home, after the bank bill shall have becn passed: 
for that must be passed (so say its friends) during the 
present session. I am satisfied with the information that 
is daily developed in relation to this bank, without making 
an additional charge. on the. public treasury for. the pur- 
chase of this book. I want to know no more of its history 
than to knew, that this institution can control the whole cur- 
rency of the country--that it can, at pleasure, raise and de- 
press prices—-that it can make money-plenty. or scarce—-that 
it is the source of action and reaction on business~-that it 
can force speculation by liberal issues, either of bank bills 
or illegal orders, and produce consternation and ruin, 
either by omitting discounts or calling in its debts. The 
charge for printing, in relation to this bank, during the 
present session, on the treasury, will be several thousand 
dollars; and the mass of printing, as well as of original 
papers and documents as of those herctofore presented 
and printed, appears to be enormous. In-addition to the 
ordinary printing, thirty thousand dollars were expended 
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to be printed. without hesitation. . The report which he 
had moved to have -printed for the benefit of the farmers, 
was struck at by- the Senator of New Jerseys In.the first 
place, the. Senator was in error as to the cost of print- 


ing the repert. He had stated it to be one thousand) j 


nine hundred dollars, whereas it was -only one.: thousand 
one hundred dollars. A few days. ago, two.thousand co- 
pies of a report of the British House of Commons on the 
subject of railroads was ordered to be printed. Follow- 
ing ,the. language of that resolution, he had- moved the 
printing of another report of that body, which -would in- 
terest a thousand of our citizens, where that report would 
interest one, There. was nota farmer in. America who 
would notdeem it a treasure. It covered the whole- saline 
kingdom; and those unacquainted-with its nature had no 
more idea of it than a blind man bad of the solar rays. It 
was of the highest value.to the farmer and the grazier. 
It showed. the mineral kingdom upon the animal kingdom; 
and its views were the results of the wisdom, the expe- 
rience, and the first talents of Great-Britain, Tlie asser- 
tion of the Senator, that the bank aided in producing a 
sound currency, he would disprove by facts and dates. 
In 1817 the bank went into operation. In three or four 
-years after, forty-four banks were chartered in Kentucky, 
and forty in Ohio, and the United -States’ Bank, so far 
from being able to put them down, was.on the verge of 
bankruptcy. With the use of eight millions of public 
money, it was hardly able, from day to day, to sustain itself. 
Eleven millions of dollars, as he could demonstrate, the 
people had lost by maintaining the bank during this 
crisis. But for a wagon load of specie from the mint, as 
Mr. Cheves informs us, it would have become bankrupt. 
In addition to this, the use of Government deposites, to 
the extent of eight millions, was necessary to sustain it; 
and the country lost eleven millions by- the diversion of 
those deposites to this purpose. -Congress authorized the 
purchase of the thirteen millions of three per cents.—at 
that time, they could have been purchased at sixty-five 
cents, now they were at ninety-six percent. This was 
one item of the amount lost, and the other was the inte- 
rest on the stock from that time to the present, amounting 
to six millions more. It was shown by Mr. Cheves that 
the United States’ Bank owed its existence to the local 


country, destroyed its local. hanks, and threw down the 
value of every description of its property. The United 
States’ Bank currency was called by the Senator the poor 
man’s friend. ‘The orders’ on-the branches—these drafts 
issued in Dan and made payable in’ Beersheba-—had their 
origin witha Scotchinan;. and, when their. character was 
discovered, they were stopped as oppressive to the poor; 
and this bank, which was cried up as the poor man’s friend, 
issued these same orders, in paper so similar to that of the 
bank notes, that the people could not readily. discern the 
difference between them. It was thought that the people 
might mistake the signature of the little cashier and the 
little president for the great-cashier and the great presi- 
dent. ‘he stockholders were foreigners, to a great extent 
-~they were lords and ladies—reverend clergymen and mi- 
litary officers. The widows, in whose behalf our sympathy 
was required, were countess dewagers,; and the Barings, 
some of whom owned more of the stock-than was pos- 
sessed in sixteen States of this Union. He would not go 
further into these things.at present, and he was sorry that 
the attack made on his alum salt bill had made it necessary 
for him to say so much. eee - 

Mr. HILL, in reply to the Senator from New Jersey, said 
that the resolution for printing, the report on. the salt tax 
was no measure of his, and had -passed-the Senate without 
attracting any attention from-him or. from. any one. 
was a crime to charge the bank with: monopoly, he: con- 


if it}. 


fessed his criminality—but he could produce to:the, Senate 
the authority of high names in support-of that, and-other, 
still-harsher language, in regard to this institution. ` -He 
begged the attention. of the Senate to a report.on the subs 
ect of the bank,.made.in the Senate in the year.1811.. 
_[Mr.. Hi. here read the report made to the Senate in. 
I8Sil by- Mr Cray: against-renewing the charter of the: 
Bank of the United StatesJes set note sags 
Mr. HOLMES; ‘said the: whole question. is. whether 
shall: purchase a document, furnishing: us: with: much. ne; 
portant information on this subject,.at easonable. price: 
or whether: weashould rely for information upon ex. parte 
statements; The. alarm. .was'sounded.that. the bank. was: 
dangerous. . There was, he believed, no great danger 
arising from the possession of its notes—not more, at-all 
events, than from:the possession of the money—all which 
had been denounced as the root of evil. He would not 
now enter into a discussion of the bank question. ~ When 
the bill, this morning reported, came before us for discus-. 
sion and final action, he should guide his course in regard 
to it by the instructions of. his own understanding. His 
instructors. at home: needed instruction. . Moreover, he 
believed that the instructions.from the Maine Legislature 
were secondhand instructions... They went from.this city - 
to Maine, and are now returned: : He. was sorry that. his 
neighbor.from New Hampshire had seen fit to reply to the 
remark he had made upon another subject, in regard to 
the popular and federative will. He did say. that the Se- 
nate was not the representative of the popular will, and, 
were it otherwise, the small States might be swallowed up 
by the popular will. In the convention, a member from 
Connecticut held it as a sine gua non that the.small States 
should be equally represented with the large. States. in 
the Senate; and, if this principle. were not:admitted, he 
should, he declared; take his hat, make. his:bow, and leave 
the assembly. The time may come when the popular 
will may predominate—-when the will of the people, as ex- 
pressed in the other House, may overcome the will of the 
States as here represented, but that day will be the last of 
the constitution. Ae ee: 
Mr. BIBB spoke in favor of the resolution. He had, he 


but, as the gentleman from Missouri‘has, deemed this: a 
proper-occasion-for renewing: a charge of a very serious 
nature against the Bank of the United: States, he hoped 
the Senate would indulge him with’ a simple explana- 
tions o : fe at : 

Mr. J. ‘said he understood, then, that the gentleman 
now stated that the Government had lost ten millions of 
dollars in sustaining the Bank of the United States. 

This charge had been made at.the close of the last ses- 
sion, under circumstances that precluded a- reply: it-had 
been printed and circulated, upon his authority, very ex- 
tensively through the country. gp EE PAS eC 

The charge was founded upon the fact, that there were 
ten millions in. the treasury.during the year 1817, which 
might have been employed in purchasing the three per 
cents. at sixty-five in the hundreds.“ 7: i eiir 

Now, said Mr. J what had the bank : to. do with the 
money in the trcasury, or the purchase of the stocks? The 
Government had appropriated ten millions to the sinking 
fund; they had placed this fund in:the-hands of: thecom- 
missioners; and they had directed them to apply it to the 
payment of the public stocks, and had authorized them to 
buy, among the others, the three per cents. if they could 
be had at sixty-five. ss ; i 5 
The fair-and-reasonable presumption is, that that very 
able. hoard, withthe aid of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


executed.this trist according to the: best-of their judg- 


ment, for tlie interest of the country -- 5 ; 
It wás not necessary for him to vindicate them; their 


high: éharaeter will defend them against the imputation of} 


having a the public funds committed to their 
eare, or having the design to sustain the bank at the pub- 
e expense. : They did precisely what was proper amt 
practicable to be done. ‘Fhey did purchase one million 
and a half of the three per cénts. at sixty-five, but the 


price rose, and they could buy no niore; and that is an-an-|. 


swer to the whole charge. t 

-There were nominally in the bank, atthe credit of the 
Government, ten millions during the year 1817. But 
what were'they?’ Transfers of the deposites in the banks 
6f the several States!: Could: they: be rendered immedi- 
ately available? “Could discounts have been made upon 
such capital? ~ ; i : : 

© But it was not until March of that year that Congress 
passed the act appropriating ten millions annually te the 
payment of the public debt; which fund was placed in the’ 
hands of thé: Vice President, the Chief Justice, the Secre- 
tary of State; and others; to be by them applied to that 
object.: They directed, at the proper time, how and when 
‘the payments should be made, and the bank paid their 
warrants on demand. If the money remained in bank du- 
ting that year, it was an affair of the Government; it may 
have resulted from a defect of the faw; but it cannot at- 
tach any blame ‘to the commissioners, either for the want 
of ‘attention: or judgment in discharging this duty. But 
whit had the bank to do with it, except to pay the money 
when ordered? 

‘But the commissioners applied this money to the pur- 
chase of stocks bearing six per cent. instead of buying 
the three per cents. at sixty-five, by which operation 
the gentleman says Government has lost ten millions of 
dollars. 

Mr. J. said he should like to know by what curious 
process of calculation such a result could be obtained. 
“Te mist be ‘apparent’ that, if the fact is true that the 
Government have lost ten millions by not purchasing’ the 
three per cents., the holders of the stock have saved it 
by- not selling, or, rather, they would baye lost it if they 
had sold. : ae i 
Now, itis not reasonable that those sagacious men who 

deal in stocks would have sold thirteen millions of stock 
upon such terms as to lose ten millions in fifteen years. 
it is, moreover, not to be presumed that the intelligent 
men who manage the public funds, did not know the dif- 
ference between three per cents, at sixty-five, and the 
other stocks in the market. Nor can it be imagined that 
the stockholders did not know their interest too well to 
sell at any such sacrifice. But the gentleman has miscal- 
culated the’ difference, and committed an extraordinary 
error, ‘The actual difference between having purchased 
the three per cents: at sixty-five, and’-baying now at 
ninety-five, is only $2,186,250. Butthis is enough to show, 
to-any man conversant with stocks, thatthe Government 
could never have made: such.an advantage by purchasing 
stock. Why did the Government direct the purchasé at 
the limited price of sixty-five? It was because that was 
more advantageous than to buy six per cents., and it was’ 
‘because three per cents., at sixty-five, were worth more 
than six per cents, that no one would Sell them for that 
‘sum,-and they rose as high or higher than other stocks in 
the market. ve 
"The three per cents. amounting top: - 
-Enterést, three per cent. fifteen years, - 


$13,250,000 
5,962,500 


gian f Sk e © 19,212,500 
5 To be:purchased now at-nincty-five, -~ 662,500 


LET cs se : - $18,550,000 
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- ‘These stocks, at sixty-five, would have been « 
bought-at =) + a -. `= $8,612,500 


Which, at six per cent., for fifteen years, . 7,751,250 
Makes, - + ‘be «16,968,750 
Difference, -= x > - - 2,186,250 

H $18,550,000 


But, said Mr. J., the gentleman arrives at his conclu- 
sion by this summary process. If the three per cents. had 
been bought atsixty-five, there would have been a reduc» 
tion of capital of four millions, and six millions have been 
paid in interest upon the three per cents., making ten mil- 
Hons-—a very short and convenient calculation; but he has 
entirely forgotten that the money was employed in extin- 
guishing a debt bearing six per cent., and for which, 


amounting to near eight milHons, he has totally omitted to 
5 g! y 


give credit, ; 

But, said Mr. J., the point of the charge does not lie 
The charge is, that the Government lost ten mil- 

Now it is most obvious that the bank was the mere 
depository of the. money; that it had nothing to do with 
the purchasing of stocks; that it paid. the money as de- 
manded; that the commissioners could not purchase the 
three per cents. at sixty-five; that they purchased what 
was most advantageous to the Government; that two mil- 
lions only, and not ten, would have been saved if this stock 
could have been purchased at the price limited; that this 
two millions would have been lost by the holders, if they 
had taken that price; that the Government had no right 
to expect her citizens would take less than the value of 
their stocks, 

But how was the bank sustained? 

The bank went into operation the Ist January, 1817. 
it had thirty-five millions of capital, besides individual de- 
posites. It was impossible, during the first year, to employ 
its own capital. It must be apparent it did not and could 
not employ the Government deposites. But suppose it 
could, at the rate of six per cent. ‘The sinking fund act 
passed near the end of the first quarter of 1817. ‘The 
money remained in hand for three quarters of that year, 
whieh would have amounted to $450,000; but one-fifth of 
that belonged to the: Government, which reduces the 
amount to $360,000. But, then, as they had to pay it out 
on the Ist January, they could not employ it during the 
last sixty days. 

In this manner it is made to appear that the Govern- 
ment has lost ten millions of dollars in sustaining the 
bank, while it is clear the bank had not the capacity of 
employing its awn capital so soon after it went into ope- 
ration. : 

Mr. J. said that he had asked the indulgence of the Se- 
nate merely to set this matter right. 

Mr. BENTON rose iñ reply to the gentleman from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Jonnsrow,] and, to avoid all chance for 
error, would have recourse to official statements. He had, 
at ‘an ‘early period’ of the session, called for information 
from the Treasury Department, on all the points neces- 
sary to understand the nature of this loss of nearly eleven 
millions of dollars for not paying the three per ecnt. stock 
in 1817, according to the authority in the sinking fund 
act of that year: He had called for the price of the stock, 
and the answer to that call (page three of the document 
he held in his hand) showed it to be from sixty-three and 
three-fourths to sixty-four cents in the dollar. He had 
called for the amount of public money in the hands of that 
bank, at the end of each month to the end of the vear, 
(1817,) and it was shown to average about ten millions, 
being in July as high as sixteen millions, (lacking a frac- 
tión,) and about seven and a half millions at the end of 


the year. He had called for the amount of stock when 
> 
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ticular as others to whose name a million: is assigned. It 
was all moonshine! They had as well have a vial’of 
moonshine lying under the steps of the bank, as this state- 
ment of a million in. the vaults. The capital could be 
nothing but coin or funded debt. The charter fixed, that. 
‘She had but seven millions of coin in the whole, and that’ 
was due, and doubly due, and-nearly three times due, to 
depositors... She: bad but. twenty-two hundred dollars of 
funded debt; which was nothing in'so large a ‘concern. 
She had little to go upon but the credit-and revenues of 
the United States: ‘ Foreigners enjoy. this-credit and these 
revenues. They- wear the name of the. United: States. 
They blazon it in huge letters on theirvbank notes, and 
onthe orders which were intended to be.palmed upon. 
the ignoramuses of. the West for real‘bank notes. The 
correspondence of the president of the bank with Mr. 
the. increase and saved the interest; but the money was| Rush shows that these orders were intended to be passed 
left in bank, and she had: the- benefit of tit without pay- | for notes. j 7 re 
ing any interest.. Mr. Cheves, in-his report to the stock-| They were to have the samé marks, and figures, and. 
holders in 1819, says, the bank had the benefit of upwards | devices, and edgings, and general appearance, and to be 
of eight millions of public deposites: and the list of bal-| signed by a little president as well as a little cashier, who 
ances, in the hands of the bank, proves the same thing. the people might think were the president and cashier 

The gentleman from Louisjana says, the United States|intended in the charter. -And they got thése * substitutes 
saved two millions by purchasing six per cents. instead of|for notes” received in payment of public dues, though 
three per cents.; and. here lies the cardinal error of that| the present Secretary, in his report to the Senate, shows 
gentleman. He supposes all the money was taken out of] us that he has no official information that they are received. 
bank to pay the six per cents., when the fact is proved] Mr. JOHNSTON, in reply to Mr. Bevron, said, thé 
that it was not taken out for that or any other purpose; | gentleman has entirely forgotten the point he rose to ex- 
it remained in bank, to an amount of average of ten mil-|plain] The charge was, that the bank had been sustained 
Eons, the whole year, and the bank had the use of it without | by a loss of ten millions to: the Government. The point 
interest. Mr. B. had nothing to say against men. He was} of the charge is the loss to the Government. It was my 
not trying to blame this or that man; he was going against) object merely to explain away that errors but not in. this 
an institution which was in its nature too powerful for the) irregular way to be drawn intoa discussion of the whole 
Government. He was friendly to.Mr. Crawford and Mr. | affairs of the bank. I looked with some interest for the 
Cheves; but it is incontestable that the United States ‘had | facts and reasons upon which he maintained this extraordi- 
lost eleven millions of dollars by favoring the bank with | nary proposition. The gentleman has merely reiterated - 
the gratuitous use of the public deposites in the year 1817. | the charge, ahd has contented hitself with showing from 
The bank was now doing business upon the deposites| the tables that ten millions were in bank, unemployed, in 
and the credit of the United States.. She had eight mil-| 1817. That is not the question. The point in issue is, 
lions of deposites in the name of the treasurer, and near|hasthe Government lost any thing? Could the commis- 
two millions in the name of public officers, and but seven|sioners. have employed the money differently or more 
millions of specie, and twenty-two hundred dollars of|advantageously? Could they have purchased the three 
funded debt. Her capital could only consist of specie and|per cents. at sixty-five, and did not? and-if they had 
funded debt. So said the charter. She had not capital} purchased, would that have made a difference: of ten, 
enough to pay the public deposites, and had about eight | millions? And was this loss incurred with a view. to-sus- 
millions of private deposites, besides an issue of nearly|tain a bank just going into- operation? and. had “it ‘that 
forty-one millions of notes, as they were called. It is effect? These are-the ‘points necessary to maintain this 
evident she was doing business upon the credit and reve- | serious charge, and which I thought. the gentleman had 
nues of the United States.’ And who.-were those favored | risen to make good. - ` m i 
people, who thus had the public money and the name‘of| | The gentleman says it was: not his intention to impugn 
the United States to bank upon gratuitously? They | the conduct -of the commissioners of the sinking fund; 
were, ma great part, foreigners! Lords and ‘ladies of| but the conclusion is irresistible. The money was placed 
Great Britain; knights and barons;* military and naval}in their hands to —pay the public debt; if they have so 
officers; reverend clergymen and country squifes: they | managed the fund as to lose ten millions to the Govern- 
held eight and a half millions in their own name, besides|ment, it would evince the grossest mismanagement; and 
what was in the names of their trustees. The name ofjif with a view to support the credit of the bank, it would. 
the bank was a misnomer. It was essentially.a British in-| become a charge of a more serious character. But the 
stitution! And what was striking was, that these English | fund has been ably administered; and there is no just 
people made no compensation for the use of the people’s| ground of censure or complaint any where. They have 
money in their bank here, while they had to make a large | regularly applied the money to the purchase of the stocks 
compensation to the British Government for the use of|bearing the highest interest, and which were most advan- 
the Government deposites there. $ tageous to the Government, A 

And. what was still more curious was, ‘that a member of| I have shown that the- difference between threé per 
the British Parliament, who issued orders from his country | cents. at sixty-five, in 1817, and at ninety-five now, is little 
bank in England in 1826, and had them suppressed there, | more than two millions. But the, advantage of buying at 
is now doing the same thing in the United States, and we | sixty-five isa mere question of time. : If they were to 
cannot suppress them here! Mr. B. said it would be be redeemed in fifteen years, they were worth more than 
amusing, if it was not distressing, to see the people in the | sixty-five; but in twenty-five years they were worth com- 
West call for more capital to their branch banks’ He paratively, with the other stocks, less than sixty-five. It 
said that the printed returns lying. on (or under) every | was therefore a mere matter of speculation, then, whether 
Senators table would show that-not acent of capital was|the Government weuld redeem the three per cents. at 
ever sent to Mobile, Natchez, or St: Louis; but he was|par, in fifteen, or twenty, or twenty-five years. The 
certain these branches were ‘about as well off in that par-| holders, believing the stock would be redeemed, in alk 


z : : 
the sinking ftind-act was “passed, ‘(March 3, 1817,) and it 
was shown to be a fraction over sixteen millions. He had 
galled for the amount purchased under that act, and it was 
shown to be a fraction less than threemillions. He had call- 
ed for the amount of interest paid'since on the three per 
cent. stocks, and it was shown to be a‘fraction over six 
millions of dollars. He bad- called for the present price 
of this stock, and it was shown to be about ninéty-six.cents 
in the dollar, Upon these data he had. bottomed his esti. 
mate of a loss of near eleven millions of dollars to the 
United States for not purchasing it in 1817, ‘and. the fact 
was clearly made out. The stock had risen one-third, and. 
that added upwards of four millions to it; we` had paid 
above six millions of interest; and the two sums made near 
eleven millions of dollars. The ‘stock :might have been 
bought for about eight millons in 1817, and so prevented 
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probability, in fifteen or sixteen.years, refused, of course,. 
‘to take ‘sixty-five, and.the result will justify the calcula- 
tion. , They were just’as-able to estimate all the probabili- 
ties, and-all.the, advantages, as the Government.: The 
value of these. three. per cents. now depends on the will 
of the Government—they are not demandable.. The Go- 


vernment may postpone the payment. indefinitely ;* and- 


does not the gentleman perceive, if the payment isdefer- 
red only six years, the. effect will-be the same as if they 
had been purchased, in 1817, at. sixty-five; and, if to ten 
years, we shall have done. better than to have bought at 
that time; and.that, by prolonging. the payment, the Go- 
vernment will gain, every year, the difference between 
three per-cent. and the interest which she now receives 
from the bank; that is, seven-per cent:? That-is,. in other 
words, the seven millions of stock in the .bank.will pay 
the interest on the thirteen. millions of three per cents. 
forever. The administration is now urging us on to pay 
this debt, at this sacrifice of six millions of dollars. The 
loss which, will arise, from paying the three per cents., 
will be three times as great as any loss that might have 
arisen from not purchasing the three per cents at sixty-five. 

But the gentleman says there were ten millions in bank 
in 1817. That is true; it was deposited there, and -paid 
out when called for. ‘This. charge, at. most, could. only 
amount to the interest that year. But then, in order to 
make good the charge, it must appear that they employed 
the money. . But it was the first year of their operations, 
and they could not putin activity, in so short a period, all 
their capital. It will be seen that, during the year 1817, 
they had much less in circulation; so that it must be ap- 
parent they derived no benefit, and were not sustained by 
the Government. f 

It will. also appear, that, during the year 1819, the 
period of the greatest distress, almost all the funds were 
withdrawn, there being little more than half a million. In 
1820, it amounted to near a million, but, in the year follow- 
ing, it was overdrawn as much. In 1822, it did not exceed 
a million and a half. In 1823, and part of 1824, five 
millions remained in bank, because.there was no applica- 
tion. of the money by the commissioners, in consequence, 
probably, of there being no debt redeemable, and no 
authority to purchase; but, in the Jast quarter, there was 
half a million overdrawn. X 

But, admitting the whole fact, to what does it amount? 
That the United States’ Bank received twenty-four or 
twenty-five millions a year in deposite forthe Government, 
and pay it over, upon the warrant of the treasurer, to 
meet appropriations by Congress, and that the Govern- 
ment have in general an average balance of three millions 
in bank in advance. 

Now, every dollar of this whole revenue isappropriated 
in anticipation; and every dollar of this three millions is 
appropriated, and is no. longer the property of the Go- 
vernment, , It waits to: be called for by those who have 
claims upon it; and have a right to demand it. But. it 
must be obvious that all individuāls, inthe military, naval, 
and civil service, in different parts of the United States, 
and in the Mediterranean and Pacific, cannot close. their 
accounts, and draw the money during the precise year; it 
must require six weeks, or two months, to draw out all 
the appropriations of the preceding year. i 

But the money is applied but twice a year to the public 
debt, and it must, in the interval, accumulate. , 

This sum of three millions is not more than the revenue 

. of six weeks, and the Government have not had, on an 
average, for twelve years, more than six weeks’ receipts 
inthe hands of its agent to meet all demands; and this 
sum has been at all times appropriated, and not properly 
the fund of the-Goyernment. But if this operation was 
performed by the treasury or State banks, it would be 
necessary to have, at all times, a certain fund on hand to 


meer engagements. - 


E is now urged, as matter of complaint, that the bank 
has the. use.of' ‘this:sum .without interest;. which would 
amount to $150,000;-a sum-too inconsiderable to be the 
subject of so much complaint. -- 

But does: the bank perform no duties, and render no 
services to the Government? Does it not receive and pay 
out, at various places, during each year, twenty-five mil- 
lions of dollars? Is. the labor, and responsibility, and 
expense of this, no equivalent? 

The gentleman now varies the attack, and the charge 
now is, that the bank has no resources, or, as has been 
said in-another place, ** cannot pay its debts.” 

Sir, here is a bank that has forty-nine millions of notes 
falling due in sixty days, and sixteen millions of bills fall- 
ing due on an average of ninety days, with seven millions 
of specie, and two millions of notes of other banks, besides 
real estate, with eight millions of regular individual de- 
posites, besides those of the Government, which, it is now 
said, has not the means of paying its debts, and which 
amount to only. twenty-one millions, independent of the 
deposites; that is, the bank has sixty-five millions of paper 
falling due, and seven millions of specie, and two millions 
of bank notes, and has Jess than twenty-one millions in 
circulation. 

Is it possible that any man who understands tlre princi- 
ples of banking can suppose such an institution unsafe, 
either for the stockholders. or the people of the country? 
The Bank of England, with a capital of fourteen millions 
of pounds, issues twenty millions, while that of France, 
with ninety millions of francs, issues two hundred and thirty 
millions; the Bank of the United States has less than two- 
thirds of hers in. circulation. 

The country may well trust its administration to the ex- 
perienced men who have been chosen to direct it. The 
bank could not fail, without the loss of thirty-five millions 
to the stockholders; and what motive or interest can there 
be to endanger, in the slightest degree, the safety of the 
institution? -The bank has been in casy, and regular, and 
safe operation for ten years; it discloses its business every 
month; there are five directors on the part of the Govern- 
ment: it enjoys the highest confidence every where, and 
is, in fact, in most successful operation. 

But the gentleman says the bank has no capital. There 
is but two thousand two bundred dollars of funded debt; 
and why? Because the bank has permitted the Govern- 
ment to redeem its stock.. How can the bank have fund- 
ed debt, when the Government is paying it off, and itis * 
ceasing to exist? It is but three ycars since the bank held 
sixteen millions, but the Geverninent has extinguished it. 

But the charge is seriously made, that the bank has but 
seven millions of its capital in its vaults. Does the gen- 
tleman suppose the bank is to lock up its capital in spe- 
cie? ‘That this institution is to withdraw from cirenlation 
thirty-five millions of specie; for the public funds will now 
cease to be.capital. “What would the bank operate upon? - 
She could not have in circulation notes to an amount 
greater than her capital; and what advantage could she 
derive from an issue equal toler capital, if she retained 
her capital? : ` : 

The bank formerly held a large amountof funded debt. 
That bas been paid off, and was replaced in bank by spe- 
cie. What must the bank do with it? Lock up so large 
a portion of the circulating medium of the country? Then 
we should hear of embarrassment and derangement, of the 
withdrawal of specie, and of inundating the country with 
bank notes. But-now the argument is turned in the other 
direction. _ The bank has been too liberal. It has put in 
activity its own capital, and increased its circulation. It 
has extended its accommodation, and given facility to com- 
mercial operations, it is said, to the extent of twenty mil- 
lions. 

The whole of this arises from the imperfect knowledge 
of the subject. The bank held the funded debt of the 
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Government tothe amount.of sixteen:millions, which has 
been changed into money, and has, besides, received seven 
millions from the Government in payment for its own 
stock, making twenty-three: millions. What was to'be 
done. with this part of the capital- Let it Ne idle and un- 


productive in the vaults? . It-more wisely-determined to| «1 trust a suitable: océasion’ will occur to reply to all the 


put the funds in circulation... ‘But, instead of having the 
effect of inducing over-dealing, it*has had the effect to re- 
lieve the country from its necessary consequences: in the 


charges that have beer put forth; they: are all susceptible 
of as clear and:satisfactory explanation ‘as those he has set 
forth to-day. > = ; sows Beat 


place of curtailing its operations, when-the pressure was | - Mr. SMITH, of Maryland, ‘said, he seldom took part'in 
felt, as the local and limited banks are compelled-to do, it }discussions in which: there was no particular object—the 


extended its accommodation, met the crisis, and gave re- 
lief. The gentleman from Missouri has also charged that 


vote on which concluded nothing; but as the-day was near- 


ly spent, and nothing else would’ probably be taken up, 


the bank has forty millions of paper, as well as its capital; |he-asked Jeavetosubmita few observations: . 

in circulation. This isan error.. I-camnot be mistaken, The motion now before the Senate, saidhe, is, whether . 
when I repeat, as I do, with perfect confidence, that the ithe Senate will authorize the purchase of sixty volumes of 
paper in circulation is not-more than twenty-one millions. |a work which I consider highly useful to a correct under- 
It is necessary to distinguish between ‘the. paper.issued, |standing of the affairs of the Bank of the United States; 
which I believe does amount to forty millions, and the | which work contains every document which has been-here- 
amount put into circulation. ‘The amount ‘retained Sug Bees presented, and every speech which has been deli- 
hand, deducted from forty. millions, gives the circulation, |vered on the subject of this institution, and on this ques- 
or the amount for which the bank is indebted, which is |tion. The whole subject of the renewal of the charter of 


about twenty-one millions. 


the. bank has been indulged in. - And what will the vote 


Another objection is now taken to the foreign stock- jon this question: show?. -That the Senate has, or has not, 
holders, and an attempt is made, by parading their names jagreed to purchase the books. :Of course, then, the vote 


and titles, to produce some personal prejudice. 


They | on this question will show nothing whatever relative to the 


are persons of rank, entitled, from their character and con- | bank itself; and thus do we waste the time which ought to 


dition in life, to our respect here. 
stock, because the necessities of the country, and the policy 
of our laws, gave them the privilege. 
exhausted by the war; there existed a great scarcity of the 
precious metals. It was the interest of the country to 
draw foreign capital, or to induce investments in this bank, 
as the other public stocks were paid off.. f 

This was réndered the more necessary, as the whole 
monetary system, ina very short period, underwent an 
entire revolution, and the paper circulation was reduced 
near sixty millions; and it must be borne in mind that, in 
reducing the specie circulation to fifty millions, three to 
four millions were annually paid to foreign holders of pub- 
lic stock. 

The investment of foreigners evinces the universal con- 
fidence in the stability of this institution, 

‘This question may properly arise under the bill for re- 
chartering the bank. It is certainly of much less conse- 
quence now than formerly; but there are considerations 
now that ought to be duly weighed. Foreigners now hold 
about ten millions. of the public debt, which it is proposed 
to pay’ off in the course of a year. ‘his sum displaced, 
cannot fail more or less to disturb the circulation. "The 
country now feels the effect of this- drain, produced. as 
much by paying off stocks held-by foreigners, as. by over- 
importation. ` a 

The gentleman objects that the Bank of the United 
States may exert grcat political power and corrupt influ- 
ence. Money is power, certainly, whether in the hands 
of individuals, of local banks, or in the Bank-of the United 
States. ‘The concentration of a large sum, under the direc- 
tion of men having‘ little to do with elections, or with po- 
litical parties, under the general superintendence of five 
directors, appointed by. the Government, divided into 
twenty-four States, under separate. boards. of dircctors, 
chosen among the most respectable persons of different 
political principles, acting under.public instructions, can- 
not become a political engine, and will exert less influente 
than in the hands of individuais. Fhe object of the stock- 
holders is profit, not power. . They have the highest mo- 
tives not to interfere, and not to excite prejudice against 
them. Y 

No such argument or inference can be drawn from 
what has hitherto occurred... ‘They have acted upon gene- 


They are holders of ibe devoted to the essential business of the session. 


The Sénator from New Hampshire [Mr. Hire] came 


The country was!prepared with a speech on this subject, and, after its deli- 


very, moved to lay the resolution for the purchase of the 
books upon the table, and called for the yeas and nays, 
thus concluding debate. . In some way or other, (and con- 
trary,:in my opinion, to-order,) the debate ‘has been con- 
tinued; and now, by unanimous consent; it has been per- 
mitted to proceed. Boi ete gous 

1 ought, perhaps, Mr. President, to entertain some 
doubts whether I am at all acquainted with the subject of 
banking, differing, -as I do, with the Senator from Missou- 
ti, [Mr. Bewrox,] who ‘has been making it his particular 
study, and who, after laborious investigation, has brought 
forth opinions so directly opposite to my ideas of banking. 
At the last session of Congress, that Senator presented a 
resolution in relation to the bank, and accompanied it with 
a speech of great length, which speech was circulated. in 
pamphiet form from Maine to Louisiana. , «lt met here with 
no reply from any.Senator. it therefore-had a fair chance 
to,inform the public. mind on. the particular side of the 
question which, it represented. And what has ‘been the 
result? . Why, that the bank, itappears, has bécome more 
popular. than even its friends had believed; and why? Be- 
cause: the charges contained in the speech induced men 
to. inquire into them; and the more general this inquiry 
was, so in proportion was the public satisfied that the 
bank was eminently beneficial to the nation—to the trea- 
sury-—to the people, and, in fact, that the Government 
could not conduct its business with promptitude and with 
safety, without the aid of a bank over which it could, at 
all times, exercise a salutary control. : e s 

The Senator (Mr.-Besroxj has stated the issues of notes 
made: by the-bauk to be forty-one millions of dollars: whe- 
ther he is right or wrong in his statement, [know not. Now, 
Mr. President, Senators: may believe that ‘ issues” mean 
notes in ciréulation--not so; tbere is.a wide, difference 
between notes. issued.and notes in circulation. . Notes. is- 
sued mean ‘simply notes. which have been-signed. by the 
president and cashier. Whenever that.duty has beeu per- 
gormed, the amount of notes-thus.signed is always added 
to the amount of issues: but-every one who is in the least 


lone as acquainted with banking -operations, knows that 


one-third or more of such notes are always in the bunk 


ral principles, and have not permitted even the officers of ie its branches, ready tó meet any demand.which may be 


the Government to dictate to them, and they have resisted 


made for. bank notes; so that the Senator (Mr. Joansrox} 
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awas probably right when he said that the notes in circula-| moment believe. that any foreign.gentleman, or any dow» 


tion did not éxceed twenty-one millions of:dollars. 

` The- Senator [Mr.:Bznror] complains of the depo- 
sites:made in the-bank.by Government and others. The 
amount of the deposite is that of which the- bank is 
_to make its: profit..." If the bank discounted ‘only -on 
the amount. of its capital, it could not give fair divi- 
dend... A bank, after three years’ operations, may find 


‘ager, would vest. jn our. citizens. their property, merely 
for the purpose of enabling them to vote at the election of 
directors? Who is there-that can believe that there. is 
one foreigner who would: betray such a want of common 
sense and common prudence, as. to adopt such a course? 
AWho is there, I asky.who-believes that any foreigner, hold- 
ing stock in the Bank ‘of"the United States, cares one far- 


that the deposites amount, on an average, to one-third of|thing whether A B; CD, or E F, are directors of the 


its capital stock:the bank, therefore, has a right:to consi- 
der these de posites as a fund on which it may safely calcu- 
late, and, as a matter of course, the business of the bank 
in relation to discounts is arranged accordingly, by consi- 
dering these deposites in the same light as capital. “Hence 
arises a profit, of which all banks of discount.and deposite 
avail themselves. ` Merchants, capitalists, and others, de- 
posite their money in the bank, because “they consider it 
‘safer while in the vault of the bank, than in their own iron 
chests. - The Government makes its deposites in the bank, 
because it is:safer than in a:strong box at the treasury. 
The money necessary for the expenditures of the Govern- 
‘ment can be drawn from the bank as occasion may require, 
and this, too, without any risk, or the possibility of loss. 
Can this be said of any other mode of securing the public 
funds? ‘The Senator (Mr. Benron] says; that, from the 
Government ‘deposites in the bank, the bank derives an 
advantage—granted; and.so it does from individual depo- 
sites to a greater. amount.. Does the Government, or do 
individuals, sustain an injury thereby? Suppose there 
was no United States’ Bank, the Government deposites 
would necessarily be made in some of the State banks, 
and these State banks would enjoy all the profits of which 
the Senator complains-~in which profit the Government 
could not participate; and in the management of its funds, 
while in deposite in these State banks, the Government 
could exercise no control. At the present moment, the 
Government enjoys one-fifth of the gain, arising not only 
from its own deposites, but from those of individuals; and 
the public fundsare perfectly safe, ready at all times when 
required, and at any part-of the Union. These advarta- 
ges-are.enjoyed by the Government without any expense, 
or any loss by inland exchange.’ Can these things be said 
of State banks? Suppose there were no banks of any 
kind, then the amount which has been mentioned must 
be kept in a strong box at the treasury, there locked up, 
and excluded from the necessary circulation, tó the great 
injury of the whole nation. Such an arrangement would 
be attended with no beneficial effect whatever. Such, 
indeed, we know, was the course pursued by the ancient 
despotic Governments, against which every man of com- 
mon sense, all economists, and all history, bas protested, 
as ruinous, and destructive of the interest of the people: 
Would the Senator wish us, in our financial affairs, to re- 


~The Senator (Mr. Berron] has told us that foreigners, 
English noblemen, -dowagers, &c:, own’ of the stock of 
the Bank of the United States-to the amount of eight mil- 
lions of dollars; and this, he says, is a grievance. “We 
have, Mr. President, an enterprisifig people, and’ they 
can and do manage, not only their own capital to advan- 
tage, bat also that of foreigners, whenever they are per- 
mitted todo so. If foreigners speculate in our stocks, it 
gives. us means, on which our citizens can operate to ad- 
vatitage. Foreigners can, under the charter, become 
‘stockholders in the Bank of ‘the United States, but they 
- can have no influence in directing the operations of the 
institutions they have no vote for directors. They feel 
an interést in the dividends only. Provided they receive 
good dividends, they care but little who: manage the af- 
fairs of the jnstitution., But the Senator [Mra BexToN] 
thinks that these foreigners hold stock to the amount of 
four milions in trust to dnr own citizens, who can thereby 
vote: ‘What an idea!) Whois there’ that can for one 


bank? Bank stock ‘of the. United States, Pennsylvania 
stock, Ohio stock, Louisiana stock, and other American 
stocks, have been sent to England asa remittance, in the 
ordinary course of mercantile transactions, there sold, and 
bought by English subjects. ° Docs the Senator [Mr. Bex- 
TON) wish to prevent such useful accommodation—such 
ordinary commercial operations, (attended, as they certain- 
ly are, with great mercantile advantages, ) by representing 

as objectionable the holding of our stocks by foreigners! 
Our own citizens contract with Ohio, Pennsylvania, New 
York, and other States, to take large loans: do they do so with 
tlie view of permanently holding such stocks? Certainly 
not; but for the purpose of profit, by selling them at home, 
or sending them to England, where money is cheaper. 
All this hostility to foreigners holding our’ stocks is un- 
wise, impolitic, injurious to. our interests, and wholly at 
war with the views of gentlemen who aspire to the cha- 
racter of statesmen. I willask’the Senator [Mr. Brunton] 
~no, sir, Lwillask his colleague [Mr. Buckner] the ques- 
tion, if Baring, Brothers, & Co. should establish a bank, 
with a capital of a million of dollars, on their private ac- 
count, at St. Louis; whether the good people of that city 
would consider it a grievance; or whether they would not 
consider it a great advantage in thus introducing & million 
of hard dollars into their community. At the time the 
Senator (Mr. Bewron] was speaking, last year, in relation 
to the Bank of the United States, { was told by a gentle- 
man from Missouri that hisSenator [Mr. Brewton] Was mis- 
taken in his views relative to the bank; for that the branch 
bank at St. Louis had conducted its operations in a man- 
ner highly beneficial to the community. . As an evidence 
of the truth of the remark, the city, he said, had, in con- 
sequence, greatly increased in the number of its buildings 
and public improvements, and its commerce had become 
greatly extended. 

The Senator [Mr. Brxro} concludes that the bank is 
insolvent, because it bas not a sufficient amount of specie 
in its vaults to meet all the notes it has in circulation, and 
its other debts. No bank ever had, or ever can have, spe- 
cie to this extent. Insolvency, in banking institutions, 
sometimes occurs; but these cases are where the sound- 
ness of the bank is questioned, and its ability to pay be- 
comes a matter of public doubt. In such an event, men 
holding the notes of the bank, and fearing the loss of their 
money, make a run on the bank, which, unable to meet 
such unexpected demands, is crushed. Such has been 
the fate of mäny of the private bankers in Great Britain; 
and if the Senator [Mr. Bewron] could, by his speeches, 
induce the creditors of the bank to believe that their pro- 
perty was-in' danger, a-run on the Bank of the United 
States might be injurious, but not fatal. Y yield to that 
Senator the credit of having used his best exertions against 
the bank, but F feel assured that the people understand 
this subject as well as we do; and they rest fully satisfied 
with the knowledge that their property in the bank is 
secure, because they know that the affairs of the bank are 
managed: with judgment, with prudence, and with a re- 
gard to the interests of allconcerned. Public confidence 
sustains a bank, and not the amount of specie contained 
in its vaults. A person possessing a note of the Bank of 
the United States, does not ask whether the bank has a 
certain amount of specie in its vaults; he simply asks, is 
this note current for all purposes of money transactions? 

The Senator [Mr. Benton] has read a great deal on 
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the subjects of banks and banking. _ 
us the Scoteéh banks. How are ‘th í 
They have never, sincé the period of their establishment, |'tions. 
been called upon for more thani ten thousand pounds ster- 
fing. Their security, and’the public confidence in them, 
arises from the correct managemént of their affairs. 


- There is a constant action.and feaction in money opèra- 
tions. In the year 1830, mor ‘so plenty, that the 
highest interest in the money market was five per cent. 
Money, indeed, was, to my knowledge, offered at four per 
cent, A change took place in 1831. Owing to ah excess 
of importations—to large sums being disposed of in roads 
and. canals—in large manufacturing establistiments, &c.; 
and, added to this, the stocks held by foreigners ‘having 
been paid off by the Government, and there being no 
immediate means of profitable investment, exchange rose, 
from these circumstances, to an advance so great that it 
became profitable to remit specie;‘and an immense amount 
_ of ‘specie has in consequence been exported. From 
whence was this specie, required for exportation, to be ob- 
tained? From the Bank of the United States and its 
branches. The bank must pay, and hence the necessity 
to draw specie from its several branches, and to call in the 
debts due by the State banks. This has caused great, but 
unavoidable injury. The State banks have been com- 
pelled, in consequence, to lessen their discounts. The 
Bank of the United States and its branches, with a view of 
aiding the merchants, have recently increased their dis- 
counts; a reaction has taken place, and exchange has 
fallen so low, that the exportation of specie is no longer 
profitable. This reaction is owing, in some degree, to the 
aid afforded to our commercial community by the Bank of 
the United States, and also to the large shipments of cotton, 
which has thrown billon London into the market, and 
reduced the exchange. . í 
Many think, Mr. President, and among the number is 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Bzwroy,] that the bank 
derives great profit from the circulation of bank notes; and 
this, to a certain extent, is true. The issue of notes justi- 
fies the bank in the increase of its discounts. But if good 
paper for discount be not offered, beyond what the bank 
can act upon, equal to the amount of its capital and de- 
posites, the issue of bank notes is of no use whatever. 
Such notes are an expense which may, be repaid by the 
joss and destruction of notes. The issuing of bank notes 
is the only means by which a run on the bank may be 
made; and if none were issued, the dividends would be 
equally good, for the bank might with perfect safety dis- 
count to an amount as large as they now do. It is from 
the discounts that profit is made, and not from the issue of 
notes. This fact is easily shown... The Savings Bank of 
Baltimore is prohibited from issuing bank notes. The 
bank, therefore, discounts on deposites alone, and divides 
eight per cent., which is more than anyother bank in the 
city has lately given, and yet the Savings Bank pays a small 
interest on the amount of the deposites. It is conducted 
on the principle of the Scoteh banks. f 
Bank notes are a great convenience as a cirfulating 
medium, and are extremely useful tothe people, but they 
are, in truth, dangercus to the institution which issues 
them. I amaware that this latter idea differs from the re- 
ceived opinion on the subject; yet I feel confident that it 
is substantially correct. Bank notes of any institution, 
which are in common circulation, may be readily col- 
ected, and to such an amount, that, on being presented to 
the bank for payment in specie, the bank may not be able 
to meet the sudden demand, and its credit will be thereby 
ruined. Public confidence in any bank, having been once 


Jost, cannot easily be regained, 

The Senator from’ Missow r Bestow] entertains 

great apprehensions from the infi that the bank may 

have in the elections. In fact, he seeitis to'think the bank 

will control and govern the nation. Thisidea appears to 
Vou. VUL—S5 


office the only director of the bank who was a democrat. 


Their folly recoiled upon themselves. The people took 
offence at the conduct of the bank officers, as they al- 
ways will do at any attempts, whether by the bank or any 
thing else, which interfere with the elective franchise. 
The result of this interference was my election. by a ma- 


jority of eight hundred votes. The present bank discoun- 


tenances every interference of the kind by its officers; 
and, as an instance of the correctness of this remark, I 
may observe, that I have a copy ofa letter, addressed by 
the president of the Bank of the United States to the 
president of one of the branches, reprehending such con- 
duct, and informing him that the officers of the bank must 
abstain from all interference in elections, or retire from 
their offices—that they are bankers and not politieians. _ 
The Senator [Mr Benton] has charged that the Go- 
vernment lost ten millions of dollars by the public:money 
having been permitted to lay in the bank. for. its support, 
without which the’ bank must have been ruined in 1817, 
or 1819. And how has the Senator proved this great loss? 
Thus: that the act of 1817 authorized the purchase ofthe 
three per cents. at sixty-five per. cent.; at which price it 
might, he says, then have been purchased, and thus 
have saved the difference between sixty-five and ninety- 
six per cént., (the present price,) and that the ten mil- 
lions in the bank might and ought then to-have been ap- 
pled to the purchase of the three per cents.. I am not at 
present prepared to speak from documents, and am wholly. 
unprepared for a discussion on this point. I-can only sa¥ 
that there was a large amount of public money-in the bank 
carly in 1817, when the bank commenced its. operations, 
which amount was of no use whatever to the bank, the 
capital of the bank, at the period referred to, having been. 
more than sufficient for its business.at the commencement. 
of its operations. The large amount referred. to made. 
the average public deposite of that year appear very large, 
when, perhaps, the greatest part. was applied, on the 
ist of July of that year, to the purchase of the three per 
cents. and other stocks; for in that year an amount ex- 
ceeding twenty-four millions of dollars had been paid for 
the purchase of the public debt. But the Senator said that. 
there remained, at the end of that year, ten millions of 
dollars in the bank, a part of which we all know. was ap- 
plicable to the appropriations for the fourth.quarter of 
that year, and the residue must have -been applied to.the ` 
payment of the public debt, on the 1st or 2d of January, 
1818. The Bank of the United States was, I aver, under 
no embarrassment in the year 1817, and’could have wanted. 
no aid from Government. I must presume, also, that the. 
bank did not receive any aid, although. involved in some 
difficultyin 1819; for, if my recollection on the subject be 
correct, there was little of the public money. left in the 


jbank during that year, and not one-half of the two mil- 


lions which the law-directed should be reserved in the 
treasury to meet unforeseen engagements. So far from 
being able te .protect the bank in 1819, Government was 
itself so straitened in its funds, as to be unable to pay in 
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this year, towards the principal and interest-of the debt, |by way of New Orleans. Now, sir, it so happens that 
more than seven million seven hundred and. three thou-|this is about the whole amount imported into the whole of 
sand nine hundred and twenty-six dollars, instead of the|the United States. Doesit all come to.New Orleans? And 
ten millions of dollars‘ which the law directed to be annu-|in his speech last summer, at St. Louis, on the subject of 
ally paid.’ But, sir, if all that has been said is trae, what|the bank checks, be boldly told the people that sixteen 
fault has the bank committed? ` None that I can see. The| millions of dollars of that currency was in circulation, all 
bank answered. every call made upon it by the commis-| of which was void, and not payable, &c. Anda few days 
sioners of thé sinking fund, and this was all that could|since, in his place, hetold us that about thirty millions were 
be required of the bank. If there has been an error|in circulation, as if sixteen millions could not alarm the 
committed, it must have been made by the commissioners. | people, thirty should. And, sir, what does the report on 
They did not, the Senator says, purchase the three per| our tables prove? Why, sir, that a little more than five 
cents. ` He (Mr. Benton] says that they only purchased | millions of dollars are in circulation of that paper. Now, 
one and a half millions. ‘I think, sir, that they purchased | I repeat, if he isas much mistaken in his supposition about 
a larger amount.: I have no doubt, however, that they j the solvency of the bank, ashe is generally in other things, 
` bought from all who would séll; and ‘not being able to get) when he says she is insolvent, the certainty is that she must 
more, they ‘faithfully pplied the residue of the public) be in a very flourishing condition, and perfectly solvent. 
money to the payment of the six per cents., which, ina| He told us, in one of his several speeches on this sub- 
pecuniary point of view, was‘a more advantageous pur-|ject, that the West was injured by the bank—that it 
chase. I have no doubt that the commissioners pur-|drained the country of specie—that last June $300,000 
chased all the three per cents. that could be bought. » Nojhad been taken from St. Louis by the mother bank. Now 
person (unless pressed for money) would sell his three|he tells us not a dollar was ever put in that bank, thereby 
per cent. stock. It was well known to the stockholders, | insinuating that said bank cannot pay her debts, and that 
‘that the Government must, at some time or other, pay|her notes are not valuable. Which of these inconsistent 
them. The law which created this stock, (the three per| statements are we to take? The gentleman has certainly 
cents.,) pledged the’public domain for its payment at par; | become confused with much thought on this irritating sub- 
and when the revolutionary six per cents. were extin-|ject. Sir, there are some subjects upon which some peo- 
guished, some of the holders of the three per cents. ap-|ple are more sensitive than othcrs. If the Senator is so 
plied by memorial for payment'from the proceeds of the/much mistaken in plain matters of fact and law on this 
public lands.” Their petition was not granted, but they | question, is it not fair to suppose him as much so in all 
well knew that the honor of the Government was pledged | his theory and prophecy on the same subject? Does it not 
for its ultimate redemption. They relied on that pledge, | show that his view of the whole subject cannot be greatly 
and refused to sell their three per cent. stock. No cen-jrelied on? Sir, in truth, I have no doubt but that his 
sure, therefore, can attach to the commissioners of the] whole view of this subject is a miscalculation, and, to me, 
sinking fund, and certainly none to the bank, in relation|is a bundle of confusion and error. In his specch last ses- 
to this matter. The State of Maryland holds to the amount] sion on this floor, he said the Union, like France, should 
of three hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars of the | come toa hard money currency, but that he would vote for 
three per cents. ‘That State will not sell, and cares but|the substitute for this bank, as recommended by the Presi» 
little whether this stock is paid off or not. Paradoxical|dent. Is there any similitude between hard money and 
as it may appear, Maryland has borrowed money at five] that substitute? He now tells us the States ought to have 
per cent., rather than part with her Government three|this subject--they should have banks, sir, and thus comes 
per cents. This view of the subject being founded in fact, | out the secret at last; he wants State banks. Sir, I had 
the charge of the loss of ten millions of dollars is utterly|thought that gentleman had enough of State banks—at 
unfounded. The truth is, there was a saving to the pub-|Jeast I am sure our State (Missouri) has entirely. enough 
lic by the payment of the debt bearing an interest of six| of that. Experience, it is said, is the mother of wisdom; 
per cent., which has been shown by the Senator from|and will that gentleman profit nothing by experience? 
He complains that this bank broke down the State banks, 


Louisiana, [Mr. Jounsron.] 
` Mr. BUCKNER, of Missouri, said: I do not precisely i and thus oppresses the States. Not so is the fact, as I uns 
derstand things; the bad management of those rotten csta- 


know what at this moment is the proper subject of discus- 
sion, whether it is the bank, or alum salt; but I suppose, |blishments broke themselves down. What broke the 
as all have been glanced at by others, I may do so too; but] State banks of Missouri, the St. Louis bank, and the bank 
my object in rising was more particularly to answer some! of Missouri? That Senator is better informed on that sub- 
remarks which fell from my honorable colleague on the|ject than myself, and, if he chooses, can tell a tale to this 
subject of the bank. As for the book and alum salt, atj Senate that will satisfy them on that subject. Ifthe State 
present I will pass them over. banks are injured by this bank, tell me, sir, why is it that 
Sir, it was said by my colleague, [Mr. Bexrox,] that| most of the solvent State banks are petitioning this body 
the bank was insolvent, that she was not able to pay her] for a renewal of the charter? And why is it that those 
deposites, much less is she able to pay her bills, &c. ` Sir, | rotten establishments, and the friends of them, and such 
such a charge as this, coming from a Senator in his place, |as perhgps best “know the operations of them, are now 
is serious; and, if the statement be relied on, is calculated | found opposed to the Bank of the United States? Sir, 
to.do much good or harm, and ought never to be made up-| will he come down plainly and tell us what he wants? One 
on slight authority, or carelessly. If the bank is insolvent, | moment he is for a hard money currency, the neyt, is wil- 
the people ought to know it, that they may save themselves | ling to vote for the substitute recommended by the Pre- 
from injury by it; if not, such attempts as this to dispar-|sident; then he urges the claim of the States to have 
age the currency, and injure the bank and the people by|banks; yet he is against all banks; says they are dangerous 
sinking the paperin their hands, are unwarrantable. Fair|to liberty, create lords, and sustain noble foreigners, 
and manly opposition to any measure is justifiable, but on | Sir, could not, and would not those very foreigners have 
no account ought we ever to go beyond this. a right to put their funds in State banks? and would not 
= Sir, what is the authority of that Senator for this ‘re-| many of them put their funds in the State banks of New 
mark? Mere hypothesis; and, if in that he is as much mis-| York if the United States’ Bank is not rechartered? Is 
taken as inmany other of his statements, there can be butj there, sir, any coincidence and fitness in this view of his 
little cause for alarm. Sir, on a former occasion, speak-| plan, which ought to recommend his course tothe people? 
ing of the importation of alum salt, he told us thirteen} On the contrary, is there not perfect dissimilitude and con- 
millions of bushels were imported into the United States| fusion in his whole view of this subject? 
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In one speech he tells usit is dangerous to have a great|out of their. property by those institutions? How great 
moneyéd monopoly in’ the country; 


ther he télls us’ the bank is insolvent. 

insolvent bank be a ‘moneyed monopoly, 
tions, and-sap the. freedom of the people?- er they: br with them t i 
moneyed monopoly, it cannot be insolvent. Have not the fnot these things happen again by the establishment, of 
Senator’s remarks this incongruity?" Will thé people not| State banks? Great inequality in the value of their paper 


control the elec-| Kentucky and the two Carolinas; have to sell the bank 


sée this matter in its true light? -Can they be humbugged | will-prevail; and’as all Southern money must- always be. 


the South 


—can any one think so lightly of the people as to believe | lowest in Missouri, every one whoemigrates fre 


them capable of swallowing such’a complication of jargon? | will be compelled to pass his paper ata discount for every ` 


Sir, any man who believes thé Atmetican people’ can be | thing he bùysaftér he comes to. Missouri. Will not this 
induced by the influence of the bank, 6r any other means, |be a great disadvantage to the emigration to our State? 
to betray their liberty, makes a bad calculation on the dis- | Eastern funds will always be highest in our market, be- 
position and noble nature of his’ countrymen. ‘Tell me, | cause our merchants will want it to take to the East. But, 
sir, where an election has been carried by the influence of |sir, above all, there is another strong reason,why we ought 
the bank; where the: American people have sacrificed | not to have State banks, and thatis, that by so doing. you 
their freedom and independence. from a love of gold or|throw the whole commerce of this nation into the power 
servility to wealth, Willa man, representing a Western {and control of a single city, (New York,) to the injury of 
State, say it happened in his State? If it is intended to/every other inthe nation. What city will be able to cope 
apply that insinuation to Missouri, I repel it, sir, with that | with New York or Albany? Sir, this bank has equalized, 
indignation I know the noble nature of my fellow-citizens jas near as can be, the whole currency of the ‘country; itis 
would do were they personally present. Who, in Missouri, |à sound. and valuable currency, 
can be found that will admit that he, voted to please the | even out of the limits of the United States, at par. And 
bank, or that ever will do so? why shall we speculate on imaginary evils, or be frighten- 

Permit me, Mr. President, here to take a short view of| ed at the many hobgoblins and horrible pictures of anti- 
the lwnorable Senator’s hard money notions, and his State {republicanism which too much ingenuity can invent? Has 
bank system. First, of the hard money plan. Will it not |any of the many imagined injuries yet happened? Why, 
be seen by the most humble-minded man in the nation, who | then, when the country is prospering, and the people con- 
has any knowledge of the policy of this people, that such ajtent, shall we alarm them with imaginary, evil, that may, 
scheme will not do, either as it relates to the general inte- | yes, sir, that never will happen? Are the people of the West 
rest of the nation, and-especially the Western and South-| prepared to see steamboat navigation through. their coun- 
western interest? -I mean the new States in the latter re-|tries destroyed, which to them is a source of wealth and’ 
mark. What would be the ‘condition of this republic| convenience? Without funds no branch of business caf 
without commerce? Itis commerce that enables the agri- | flourish. Yet, sir, there is another reason why this bank 
culturist to convert his produce into money, and it into|ought not now to be stopped, as far as Western interests 
real estate. What would be the condition of the farmer, {are consulted, which’is this, that‘now it affords us the 
if, after he had labored and amassed a large quantity ofi means with which to improve’ our condition; the people 
produce, he had no market for it? Sir, it would rot on lare greatly supplied’ by the bank, and a great sum is due 
his hands, and his incentive+o industry, improvement, and|to the bank. Now, sir, if, instead of being supplied with 
enterprise of every sort would be lost; and idleness, neg-|twenty millions of dollars, we have this suddenly with- 
lect of his farm, and degeneracy of every kind would |drawn, and, besides, are called on to pay this amount to 
follow throughout the whole of this now prosperous and |the bank, which we owe her, how great will be the re- 
happy land; ‘and no part would feel this calamity more | verse of our condition then from the present? What will 
deeply than the West, and, in a pre-eminent degree, the | the people say, sir, then? The man who now beliéves this 
State I in part have the honor to represent, (Missouri,) opposition to be the high road to fame and populafity, 
and whose rights and interests I here defend, and ever will find it to be a millstone that.will grind him to powder. 
will defend, whilst honored with her confidence; and |The people will ask, who has done the mischief? Sir, how 
when that shall be lost, I will retire, and sorrow over the|can the. bank exercise an influence over the people? 
misguided and ruinous policy of my country. Sir, the |Such’s thing is impossible. The strength of the republic, 
whole of this plan of opposition to the bank will, if adopted, land the purity of its principles, abide with the farmers, 
injure materially the State of Missouri—it will retard emi-|with the agriculturists. And, sir, what have we to do 
gration; it will ruin her commerce, her trade of all kinds; | with your bank? If all the farmers would follow my ex- 
but more especially the fur trade, and the mineral trade, the ample, (and I presume many do,) the bank would never 
sources of so much prosperity tous. Flow, if this bank is | have an influence over them. 1 never borrowed a dollar 
stopped, will the Eastern capitalists transmit specie across | out of any bank in all my life; I have no stock in one} and 
the mountains to be used in this trade? Sir, a hard, money | yet, sir, 1 am benefited by this bank; and so are we alk 
currency will not suit this trade, And will the people of {im the Western country. No farmer who knows how to 


[SENATE 


that it will influence | was the difference in the value of the papet of those State ` 
elections, and sap the freedom of the people; and in ano- banks™ How often did the péople of Missouri, who mov” 
Sir, how can an|ed‘from the Southern and Middle States, and especially ` 


- And, if it is a| paper they brought. with them at a large discount? Will” 


receivable: every where, | 


that State be willing to sacrifice a trade that yields them 
so much profit now? Though the bank capitalists in Phi- 
ladelphia and New York, and other cities, can trans- 
mit, and do transmit, large sums to be applied in that trade, 
to the great profit of the country, are the people willing 
to see their lead mines and iron mines, for which now they | 
find a market for their produce, and where they can be’ 
employed as laborers, or hire their slaves for a, fair price 
in cash?—are they willing now: to see this trade lost, and 
lose all the benefits we now. enjoy from it? But the Sena- 
tor speaks of State banks... Sir, I will turn now to that 
proposition; experience will teach us. something in. this 
matter. We once had State banks inthe Western coun: 
try; and who that recollects that periód of-our affairs, that 


manage his own affairs will ever go to the bank to‘bor- 
row money; but, sir, it is the trader who goes there; he 
gets the money on- his résponsibility, and he gives it to 
the farmer and to-the laborer for their labor and pro- 
duce. Thus we get the money for our produce, and at 
a fair price, too, whilst another stands between us and the 
bank. How, then, can that-bank influencé the farmer, 
who.owes it nothing? But, sir, if the trader had not the 
money to give, he could not purchase the produce of the 
farmer; and, by destroying the bank, you take the means 
from the trader, and lessen, of course, the value of the 
produce of the farmer. “This is as clear as that two and 
two-make four,-and the farmer tnderstands it too. In. 
speaking the otlier day, the Senator said, in-reference to 


Wishes it again? How many honest men were’swindléd|these bank checks, that they had beéa sent among the 
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the bank. I propose to take a little notice of hig argu- 
ment on that branch of the subject; and, first, Iwill here 
remark, that I did hope, after the resolution which that 
Senator. offered at the commencement of- the session 
had been disposed of, that the consideration of this ques- 
tion would not again be pressed, and that we should have 
been spared the labor of investigating the legality of the 
currency, so much complained of by my honorable 
friend. But, sir, it seems in that I was mistaken; and, 
from the manner aid frequency with which he presses the 
subject, I feel called on to justify the reason of my oppo- 
sition to his course, and at once te meet the question, 
. Sir, it is. always.a source of regret. to me when com- 
pelled to differ with my friends, and especially one with 
whom Iam associated in the discharge of a high political 
trust. But, sir, painful as may be the task, when my 
judgment points out the way, I shall freely follow its dic- 
tates; and if I fail, yet will I find. solace and comfort in 
the conscious rectitude of my course, and a heart singly 
devoted to the cause of my country. I have no bank 
stock; I never borrow from the bank; in short, I am no- 
wise, interested or connected with the institution; nor. 
was I ever, at any time of my whole life, with any bank. 
I have.an interest only in common with all my fellow-citi- 
zens in the many great advantages and blessings which 
the genial influence of this institution has spread abroad 
throughout the land. In the discussion of this subject, 
I am influenced by no other feeling than a sense of duty 
o my country, and that duty I shall attempt. fully to dis- 
charge. S 
ad hold that the Bank. of the United States is essential 
to the wellbeing of the people -ofthe United States, and 
pre-eminently. so to those in ‘the Western States, and inan 
especial manner to the people of Missouri; and that who- 
soever opposes this institution, opposes the interests and 
wishes of that State. f 
Sir, my honorable colleague and myself have the same 


object in view—the promotion of our common. country’s) 


good. But we differ materially as to the mode of effect- 
ing that great, that noble object. I have. no doubt that we 
are alike impelled by the same noble impulse of patriot- 
ism, and. shall, therefore, treat this matter as an honest 
difference of political opinion; but, sir, as, from the oppo- 
site. position-we occupy, wé cannot ‘both. be right, and 
ag I most conscientiously believe 1 am right, and that he 
is wrong, I feel it to be my duty freely and fearlessly to 


ist. The nature of these checks, 

2d. The right the bank has to issue them. 

3d. The good.or ill effects of the bank on the country. 

Much pains has, been taken by the gentleman to name 
this paper security, and to ascertain the place of pay- 
ment; but he has not been able to satisfy himself on either 
point, but concludes it is to be treated under the Jaw age 
bills of exchange, and that these checks may be sued om 
at Philadelphia. f 
~ As names are arbitrary and immaterial, to gratify the 
gentleman, I will, for the sake of argument, call them 
bills of exéhange at the present; and, as they may be sued 
on at Philadelphia, it. may be fairly assumed that they are 
payable there, or at any braneh of the Bank of the United 
States, as payment by the branch is payment by the 
principal bank. It cannot bea matter-of any interest to: 
the holder of the check -how the bank settles her own 
affairs; if the individual presenting the check gets the 
money on it, he ought to be satisfied; yes, sir, and he wilk 
be satisfied. 

It is altogether immaterial to the inquiry into the vali- 
dity and negotiability of these checks, whether they are- 
called bills of exchange, checks, orders, or drafts. It is 
all the same inv substance; and that the people understand 
better, and regard more, than any parade about empty, 


‘}unmeaning form. 


Now, sir, let us look at the substance of this question, 
and sce what itis. And, meeting the gentleman on his 
own ground, on the hypothesis that they are bills of ex- 
change, or subject to the Taw which acts on bills of ex- 
change, will he then show how they are illegal and void? 
He has not yet been able to-do so, What is a bill of ex- 
change? It is defined to be an open letter of request from 
one person to another,-to pay a third person a sum of 
moncy therein mentioned, generally payable to order, 
but may be raade payable to bearer. A draft or order is, 
in substance and effect, the same thing. A check is an 
order or draft on abank, in form much the same as a bill 
of exchange, and may be sued on as such. In England, 
the essential difference between a bill of exchange and a 
check is created by the statute imposing a stamp duty 
on the former. In this country, their form and effect is 
ascertained by the common law. Orders, checks, drafts, 
and bills of exchange, are all of them requests to pay mo- 
ney;. all substantially in effect the same, All import a 
consideration, and equally negotiable, and bave the same 
legal. privileges. The Scnator himself, whenever his 
argument.touches.these checks, treats them as bills of ex- 
change, yet says they are not such; that they are void and 
illegal. How strangely inconsistent are his assumptions. 

| 1; in all respects, the Jaw, in relationto bills cf exchange, 
is to govern these checks; and if, in phraseology and sub- 
stance, they are the same, why strive to prove that they 
are not bills of exchange, are unauthorized by the char- 
ter, and are void? If, in truth, they are just such checks 
as all banks acknowledge proper to be drawn on them, 
cither by their own officers or any private person, and the 
bank isin the daily habit of paying them, where is the 
novelty of this currency, which the Senator thinks he has 
discovered?. Where the propriety of all this alann which 


-press my views. ‘Phén, sir, let us examine the subject; he would spread far and wide over the whole country, 
let us reason together, and prove the truth. He assumes; from a supposed discovery of a supposed violation of law, 
the groind that the bank is.a devouring monster; ajon the part of the officers of the “bank, with intent to 
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swindle the people by circulating what they know not to 
be binding -on the bank? Being satisfied thatthe law re- 
garding bills of exchange. governs this anonymous cür- 
rency, as he has been pleased to eall it, he applies what 
he calls tests of transfer and negotiability;:and, sir; E-con- 
fess they are such as-I,never understood, and such, I 
presume to-say, he will not find-in- any approved legal 
authority of the presentage- He ‘insists that: the drafts 
being payable to order, they cannot-be transferable, but 
by special- endorsement to order, arid that every subse- 
uent transfer must be by like endorsement... 2d. Hefur- 
ther contends that they are payable to a fictitious payee, 
and therefore must.be specially endorsed.to order. r. 
Mr. President, I must be permitted to express. my sur- 
prise that, in this body, a Senator, professing a knowledge 
of the law of the land, shoyld undertake to enlighten this 
body, and the nation, on. a question.‘so important to her 
interest, with no better recollection of the principles ap- 
plicable to the subject; and that,.too, in open and avowed 
opposition to a decision made by one of the judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Sir, who has dis- 
played the greatest legal knowledge on the subject of 
these orders, the judge who sustained them, or the hon- 
orable Senator who opposes them? ‘This question let 
the nation answer. Had the honorable Senator consulted 
approved treatises on bills of exchange, checks, and pro- 
missory notes, he would have found that most of his doc- 
trines on the subject of the transfer of bills are at war 
with established legal principles. These principles are 
familiar to most who hear me, and.the experience of many 
present will attest the correctness of what I state to be 
the well-settled law of theJand. A note, or bill, payable 
to order, may be endorsed to bearer, and thereby becomes 
negotiable by delivery, without the necessity of any. fur- 
ther endorsement by subsequent holders, the: same as if 
it had been made payable to bearer; nor would ‘the fact 
that the name of payee is fictitious, (if such was true, ) re- 
quire a special endorsement. On the contrary, such a bill 
requires no endorsement at all, but is, in effect, payable 
to bearer, and may be declared on as such against all par- 
ties having such notice of fiction. But as the clerks of 
the bank, who are the payees and endorsers of these 
drafts or orders, are not fictitious, there can be no diffi- 
culty on this point. l i 
It is admitted. that these orders, or checks, are issued 
under the authority of a resolution of the board of direc- 
tors of the Bank of the United States, to whom is commit- 
ted the management of the affairs of that institution. It 
will not be denied, I presume, that the presidents and 
cashiers of the branches, by whom they are signed and 
countersigned, the payees and endorsers; and the cashier 
on whom they are drawn, are, all of them, the legally 
constituted agents and officers of the corporation. Nor 
is it contended that the bank cannot draw, endorse, and 
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drawn by one authorized agent. or another of the-bank, 
are nothing more. nor less‘than bills drawn. by the corpo- 
tation- on itself, in-which they are drawer, endorser, and 
accepter, and are-therefore as much. bound to pay them 
las they are-any promissory note or bank bill they ever 
issued--as much as would bean individual, who would 
draw a bill on himself, and endorse it tobearer. Thus made 
negotiable, in sucha- case,-would it not be.superla-_ 
tively ridiculous. to.require the holder to-make presenta ` 
tion to the drawer, and,.if. not accepted or-paid, protest 
the bill for non-payment or non-acceptance; and notify the. 
party that he did not accept: or-pay his own note? The 
maker of anote payable to the order of another, is bound 
to pay it to the endorser or holder, because, by making 
the note, it is an admission. that he has effects of the 
payee in his hands, and authorizes him to- draw his order 
on the note for the amount; and the endorsement by.the 
payee is no more than such ‘order. . f 

This instrument, which before could not be assigned, 
or sued on, is placed, after endorsement, upon the foot- 
ing of a bill of exchange... The endorser of a note is view- 
ed asthe drawer of a bill, of which the drawer of the note 
is accepter, by virtue of his previous promise to pay the: 
amount when.the ordér shall be made, ~ The resolution o 
the board of directors, authorizing the emission of the bills 
in question, amounts, in law, to'a promise to pay all such 
bills as their agents, the presidents of the branches, shall 
draw on their agent, the cashier of the parent bank, and 
their obligation to pay them is the same as if they had made - 
and issued promissory notes, payable to the order of the 
presidents of the branches. A promissory note is spe- 
cial authority to the payee to avow for the amount speci- 
fied. The resolution before alluded to is a general au- 
thority to draw a number of bills. | This is all the differ- 
ence in fact, and the legal effect is the same in both cases. 

But it is said there is no promise, on the-part of the 
bank, to pay these bills: nor was there ever a bill, draft, 
or order, in which any of the parties made an express 
promise, to pay; and this the honorable Senator certainly 
knows; and this objection can have no other effect than to’ 
mislead the credulous and uninformed, and to do great 
mischief throughout the country—not, sir, to the bank, 
but to the holders of this paper, who have honestly earned 
it: and this I proclaim to my constituents, and admonish 
them to beware of the consequences of. this absurdity. 
Sir, the true doctrine is this: the drawer. requires the 
drawee to pay to the payee, or order, a sum of money; the 
payee directs it to be paid to some other person, or to 
bearer generally, and the accepter writes on the instru- 
ment, accepted.” Now, in all this“ proceeding, there - 
is not a word about promise. ` The law, though regarding 
the substance and.not the form of things, declares that all 
those persons have made a promise, and shall be compel- 
led to perform it. Another objection is, that these bills 


accept a bill of exchange, or draft, within the scope of|being once taken up, or paid, cannot afterwards be re- 


their authority, and in their official character, for -which 
they are not individually liable. Wherefore, then, all this 
onerous ceremony of presentation, protest, and notice— 
of non-acceptance and non-payment, as described by the 
Senator, if, after all, those persons are not individually 
liable for their official acts? But although they are not 
individually liable for their official acts, the bank is; be- 
cause it is the act of the bank, being done by the autho- 
rity of the bank. Foran authority toran agent to draw 
a bill on his principal is the act of the principal, and is, 
of itself, an acceptance, at the instant of creating the 
draft; and as the acceptance is irrevocable, without the 
consent of the holder, it follows that an accepted bill, 
draft, check, or order, isas-obligatory as a promissory 
note, and, at common law, has higher privileges; for] 
promissory notes were not negotiable, and did not im- 
porta consideration, until they were placed on a footing 
with bills of exchange by statute.” -These ‘bills being 


y 


issued so as to bind the bank. Very well: and is not this 
law alike applicable to the promissory notes with which 
the Senator seems so in love’ It is trae, sir, that when a 
bill or note is paid off, it cannot afterwards be negotiated 
so as to bind any of the parties to it who do not assent to 
the reissue; but it is equally true that all concerned in 
putting such- bill in‘ circulation are bound by it. The 
principles of law are equally applicable to notes as to bills 
of exchange, here; but, in England, there are exceptions 
in favor of promissory notes, by statute, which regulate 
what notes shall be reissuable;'so that if the argument is 
good against these bills, itis equally fatal to the reissue 
of the Senator’s much preferred promissory notes. But, 
sir, all these obstacles only exist in the cverstrained imagi- 
nation of. my honorable friend. The supposed obstacles 
to a reissue of bills and notes never have existed, to my 
knowledge, in reference to bank bills. But if we were 
to apply to the bills under consideration all the rules ap- 
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plicable to bills of exchange, with: the most:consummate 
strictness, still they would be reissuable.. The corpora: 
tion, asihas been shown, is the only party to them in their 
creation, and alone’is concerned in their reissue; and, 
upon the principle referred to, is as much bound to pay 
them, -as upon their-first emission. © The~ bank, in con- 
templation of law, has promised to pay those bills, both 
as drawer and accepter, and. has put them into circula- 
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rights which all Ameri¢an:citizens have to connect them- 
selves together as- -a private banking compaiy, and, a3 
such, tó do any thing, not against the law of the land; 
and, as such, ‘they-had a right to’ issue the bills in ques- 
tion, and to issue bills of. any size, and for any amount. 
But the charter, among many other things,. restricted the 
issue of notes to the minimum sum of five dollars, but did 
not restrict the issue of these checks. In short, the bank, 


tion, and is-bound to pay them. upon: every principle of| by fair legal right, may do all things as bankers, which 


law, unless there exists-a prohibition in the charter to issue 
them, and disqualifies the bank from: making such con- 
tract. I say disqualifies, because one incompetent to con- 
tract cannot be bound by a supposed contract, or one 
attempted to be made. Disqualification renders-the con- 
tract absolutely void; and is. this,-sir, the doctrine the 
honorable Senator wishes to’ establish? and if it were 
eétablished, against whom would it militate? Against the 
bank? No sir; the bank has:put oceans of this paper into 
circulation—has received great profit by it; and this paper 
is in the hands of the people—and there, sir, would this 
doctrine ‘sink it, to the utter ruin of hundreds of honest 
mens Or,.suppose the doctrine erroneous, as I most con- 
scientiously believe it to be, yet, sir, if by this course the 
currency 1s disparaged, the people will be the losers by 
it, and the bank will certainly gain. Men who have taken 
this paper at par will be obliged to sell it at a discount-— 
and who, sir, will buy it up? Why the bank, by her agents, 
will do it; and, sir, no part of this Union will share this 
loss equall 
this kind of bills circulate. I call on members 


are not restricted by the charter. ‘The ninth and twelfth 
articles have been examined, with great particularity, by 
the Senator, to prove that the power to issue these ordera 
does not reside there. Here, he is manifestly wrong. 
He considers these as grants of power. They are not 
such. The ninth, instead of conferring power, is entirely 
a limitation of power, and restricts the natural and original 
rights of private citizens to deal, or trade, in any manner 
they may deem best. No one, in his right senses, who 
once understood legal principles, for a moment ever sup- 
posed that, under this clause, the bank derived its power 
to deal or trade in bills of exchange, gold and silver bul- 
lion, or merchandise.» ‘The clause was intended to re- 
strain the exercise of the power to deal, which, in its 
absence, would have extended to other things, and other 
purposes, than those named. Does any one believe that 
to deal or trade in bills of exchange means to make and 
issue, or accept them? or does any one believe, to trade 
or deal in merchandise means to manufacture and sell it? 


with the Western country, where most of} It is conceded, sir, that, under the ninth fundamental arti- 
of this body | cle, the bank does not derive a power to issue paper se- 


to pause, and examine the subject. Linvoke the people, )curities of any kind. Where does it get it, then? Sir, 
ny constituents, to examine for themselves, before they|the right is derived from a higher authority than the sta- 


swallow the fatal drug. 
prosperous, happy, and content. 
in the currency or revenue of the country. 


Sir, the Western people are} tute of incorporation; it is founded in the genius of frec- 
They want no change} dom which every American citizen possesses, and which 
Take not}can only be taken away by his own consent, expressly 


from us the means of improving the internal condition ofi given. Then, sir, how far have those intuitive and sacred 
the country, and itis all we desire.’ This, sir, we need, rights. been surrendered, under the provisions of the char- 
and have aright to demand, and ought to reccive; and] ter which the bank has accepted? As far as they are sur- 
this, sir,,we never will surrender. - Mr. President, I have| rendered, the bank does not possess them, but no further. 
said thus much to show. that, by the common law, or law| It is said that the twelfth fundamental article enumerates 
merchant, tbe bank had a right to issue these bills, and! and defines the different species of paper securities which 
are bound to pay them. How far Ihave. succeeded, 1| this corporation may issue, and contains a grant of power; 
leave for others to judge. I-will now proceed to examine| and it is insisted that bills obligatory under the corporate 
the prohibition said to exist in the charter; and, first, I will| sca], and bills or notes signed by the president and coun- 
take occasion now to say that. I do’not admit that a cor- tersigned by the cashier, are all the paper securities the 
poration has no other power than that expressed in the} bank can issue.” But it will be seen that no power what- 
act of incorporation. I maintain that a power necessa-| ever to issue any paper security is given by that article. But 
rily incidental to what is given by the letter is as fully | suppose the position of my friend to be truc, and what is 


granted as if described by words, and is a part of the} the result? 
power specifically granted. ‘This doctrine is fully esta- 
bhshed by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in an action against the Bank of Columbia, on’a 
contract made. by a committee of directors for building a 
banking house, And the doctrine established by that de- 
cision: has since been fully recognised. as -the undoubted 
law of the land by the supreme court of. New: York, and 
in other States of this Union. . So fary then, from the bank 
having no power but what is given by the letter. of the 
charter, it has full power, -by its authorized agents, to 


make all contracts within the legitimate scope of its bank-! 
ing duties, except such as are. forbidden by the terms of, bills of exchange at all? ; 
Wel ticle cannot mean bills. of exchange, as he sometimes ap- 


its charter. Now, let us see what are forbidden. 


are informed by my colleague, that all the chartered’ 


Why, sir, that we have a bank which cannot 
transact the appropriate business of banking, or accom- 
plish any of the purposes of its institution--that can nei- 
ther transfer the public funds, nor furnish the community 
with the ordinary facilities of commercial exchange. But 
the honorable Senator attempts to escape this difficulty, by 
admitting that the bank may-make and accept bills of ex- 
change, but not to be circulated as a currency. 

But, sit, as he denies that the bank has any power spe- 
cifically granted, and that all paper securities not authorize 
ed by the twelfth article are forbidden, may Task him 
whence he derives the power to make, accept, or issue 
The term bills inthe twelfth ar- 


pears to conjecture; for, sir,to enact thata bill ofexchange, 


powers are contained in the eleventh section of the act of} payable to order, shall be assignable by endorsement, ia 
incorporation, and that the.institution has no other rights) like manner and with like effect as bills of exchange, 


than. chartered rights. 


dissent to. this position. There is not a single right 


granted to the bank in any one of the seventeen articles! 


Here, sir, I-must state my entire! 


contained in that section. “They are all what they purport) 


to. be—rules, restrictions, limitations, and provisions. Re- 


would certainly be entirely useless, not to use a plainer 
word. .- Besides, he denies any paper securities issued 
by the bank tobe valid, unless they are signed by,the pre- 
sident, and countersigned by the cashier of the bank. So 
that no bill of exchange could be made at any other place 


strictions, limitations, &c. are—what, sir? Will the Sena-| than Philadelphia; so that neither the Goverument or any 
‘tor say,,the' chartered privileges of the bank?. T presume] individual could obtain a transfer of funds but by a trans- 
not. . But they are limitations, &c, on the original natural] portation of specie. Checks, orders, drafts, certificates 
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ofdeposites, and bills of exchange, are alike-excluded by 
his view. Sò- that the most beneficial. objects contemplat- 
ed in the establishment of the bank, will be defeated under 
his view of its powers. —_ , ` : oN 
By the common. law, bills obligatory were not assigna- 
ble, nor could the assignee recover.in hisown name... ‘The 
same difficulty.in relation to promissory notes existed. They 
were not negotiable or assignable, so as to.enable thie as- 
signee to reeover on them in-his own name, nor couldthe 
payee recover on them himself, without averring and.prov- 
ing the consideration for which they were given. : ‘This 
difficulty in England, as to promissory notes, was obviated 
by the statute of Anne, which made them assignable by 
endorsement, and placed them on a footing with bills of 
exchange, the validity and negotiability: of which-had been 
established at common law. -` Most of the States, it is true, 
have-made sealed instruments assignable, and have adopt- 
ed in some form the substance of the: statute of Anne in 
relation to promissory notes; but because their laws do not 
generally apply to contracts of corporations, we see the 
twelfth article in this charter incorporated in almost every 
bank charter, and clearly operates as an-enubling power to 
payers of bills obligatory and promissory notes, by ena- 
, bling them to assign, and the assignees to recover. It de- 
clares the effect of the contract when made and assigned, 
but does not give power to make it. As far as the-bank 
is affected by the twelfth article, its power is restrained. 
The prohibition to make bills obligatory of less amount 
than five thousand dollars, or to make notes not payable 
on demand for a sum less than one hundred. dollars, 
or a longer credit than sixty days, certainly cannot be con- 
strued as a power to make those paper securities. The 
-result then is, that bills obligatory and promissory notes 
are nowhere specifically authorized, and must take the fate 
of orders, drafts, checks, and bills of exchange; all of 
which depend upon the same grant of power or original 
right, and they are all within the principle decided by the 
Supreme Court, which is the approved law of the land, as 
beforcalludedto. The most that can be said of the twelfth 
article, is, that, by the limitation imposed on the general 
right and power to make bills obligatory and promissory 
notes, the original power to do so is admitted. There is 
no specific grant of power to make loans, or take paper 
securities, directly or by transfer; but the tenth funda- 
mental article imposes a limitation on the power to do so, 
and consequently recognises its existence. ‘Ihe charter 
does not by its letter authorize the corporation to deal or 
trade in bills of exchange, gold or silver bullion, or in the 
sale of goods; but the ninth article limits and thus recog- 
nises the existence of a general power and authority, 
though nowhere granted in words. There is nowhere a 
specitic power to contract debts, or issue paper securities; 
but the eighth article limits the amount which the corpora- 
tion may owe, whether by bond, bill, note, or other. con- 
tract. Here isa clear expression of the opinion of Con- 
gress, that without this limitation the bank might have 
contracted debts to any amount, by bond, bill, note, or any 
other species of contract. Sir, it isa clear recognition of 
a general power to contract, in any. form, and to any ex- 
tent, not expressly forbidden. It is worse than idle to 
say, sir, that the eighth, ninth, tenth, or twelfth. articles 
confer any power whatever. They are all, as fur as the 
bank is concerned, limitations and restrictions of power ex- 
isting independently of them. Sir, it would be the most 
unpardonable legislative folly to limit and restrict the 
loans, trade, dealings, and contracts of the bank, if, with-| 
out those limitations gnd restrictions, the bank could nei- 
ther make loans, trade, deal, or make contracts. 
The cighth article recognises the power to contract 
debts by bill, bond, or other contract, without limitation, 
except as to amount; and even in-case of excess, the con- 


tion was understood by. the framers-of the charter to be 
Authorized to make contracts other. than bills. obligatéry 
and promissory notes; and, as there is no restriction-as to 
the form or the amount of these contracts, it follows that 
the bank has all power to make any. contract which indivi- 
duals might-make, and with like effect, with no other ‘limi- 
tation than that it shall be within. the scope of the legiti- 
mate purposes of the institution, (as checks, drafts, orders, 
bills of exchange; certainly are;) that no contract inthe 
form-of a bill obligatory, shall be made for'a-Jess sum than 
five thousand’ dollars, and no’ promissory. note shall: be 
made on demand for-less than five dollars, nor a credit for 
aless sum than one hundréd dollars, on a longer time than 
sixty days; so that, instead of bills obligatory under seal, 
and bills or notes signed by-the president and countersign- 
ed by the cashier, being. the only paper security which 
the corporation of the bank can issue, they are the only 
form of contract in which there are any limitations or re- 
strictions imposed on the power -of the corporation. Ano- 
ther set of tests has been resorted to by the Senator to 
show that the paper securities in question are not within 
the scope of the legitimate’ purposes of the corporation. 
The first'is, that they are not signed by the president.and 
countersigned by the cashier of the parent bank, but aie 
therefore “not authorized by the twelfth fundaméntal arti- 
cle. Sir, it is sufficient that they are not prohibited by 
tbat of any other article, and that they are signed by the 
authorized agents of the corporation. i 

Mr. President, I have now done. ` I beg pardon for hav- 
ing so long trespassed on the patience ofthe Senate, with 
an argument entirely accidental, and the-introduction of 
which I did think uncalled for; but, sir, it was introduced 
not by me—but after it was, I believed it my duty to give 
my views. Ihave done so as concisely as ‘possible. I 
shall not trouble the Senate with any’ remarks on the 
alum salt part of the honorable Senator’s argument, nor 
with any particular reasons for my vote in favor of the re- 
solution under consideration. I believe it to be my duty 
to acquire allthe information in my power to enable me 
to discharge my duty to my constituents and my country, 
and for thatreason will vote for the resolution, and take 
abook. ee ta 

After a few words from Mr. FORSYTH, in opposition 
to the resolution, and from Mr. KANE and Mr. FOOT in 
its support, the resolution was agreed to by yeas and nays, 
as follows: , - 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Fre- 
linghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Miller, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Préntiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Tomlinson, Webster, Wil- 
kins.--29, . > 

NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Dickerson, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, King, Marcy, Moore, 
Mangum, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.—17. 

The Senate then adjourned. i i 


Wepyespay, Marca 14. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

The bill to apportion representatives among the several 
States, being read a third time, 
` Mr. WEBSTER rose, and remarked, that he did not 
wish to protract the opposition to the bill beyond reasona- 
ble bounds, and he confessed that there were citcumstan- 
ces discouraging to a protracted opposition; but, viewmg 
the bill as unjust and oppressive in its operation upon the 
smaller States, he should notfeelhis duty, in relation to the 
subject, to be discharged, until he had fully shown whathe 
proposed, as well as what he opposed. -He then moved 
that the bill be recommitted, with instructions. This mo- 


tract is not declared void, but the directors are made liable | tion, he was aware, was susceptible of division: and if it 
as well as the bank. It appears, then, that- this corpora-|should be. wished to take the question ‘first on the recom- 
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mitment, he would modify. hisanotion to one'simply to re- 
commit the bill-to.a new~seleet committee, instead of the 
select committee from which the bill was reported. |. > 

> Mr. FORSYTH, to save-time, would move, if it was in 

order, to stiike.out that part of the motion which instructs 
_ the committee... |. > eee: 
» The VICE PRESIDENT said the motion was not in or- 
der at present... - ` 
Mr, HAYNE should vote against the motion to recom- 
mit, as he did not believe it would result in any modifica- 
tion of the bill, excepta reduction of the ratio, to which he 
was opposed. . He hoped the motion would not be divided. 
Mr, CLAY suggested that, after the motion to recommit 
_ was carried, various instructions might be moved for mo- 
difying the bill.. ‘Though he was himself opposed. to the 
plan of representing fractions, as unconstitutional, yet he 
believed that the bill might be so-modified as to.lessen its 
present inequality... He should, ata proper time, propose 
a plan which be thought would obviate some. of the ob- 
jections to.which the bill, in its present form, was liable. 
.. After some further. conversation, 

Mr. MOORE: said: that, if it was in order to move a re- 
consideration-of the vote by which the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts was rejected, he hoped 
that course would be taken. He believed there was a ma- 
jority of the Senate in favor of the plan proposed in that 
amendment. . ` . 

After some remarks from -Messrs. MILLER, CLAY- 
TON, and BELL, against the bill as it stood, 

Mr. CHAMBERS (to give an opportunity for a motion 
for reconsideration) moved to lay the bill on the table. 
Agreed to by a vote of 23 to 20. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN then rose, and said that, upon 
the suggestion that a majority of the Senate was in fa- 
vor of the amendment proposing a representation of frac- 
tions, and being willing that the will of the’ majority 
should prevail, he moved a reconsideration of the vote 
whereby the amendment referred to was rejected on 
Monday, at the same time stating that his own views were 
not changed in regard to the subject. 

After some further. discussion, in which Messrs. WEB- 
STER, KING, MOORE, EWING, and KANE took part, 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, é 
The Senate adjourned, 


Tuonspay, Manca 15. 


The unfinished business of yesterday (the apportion- 
ment bill) coming up, it was laid by for the present, to 
permit the debate on the tariff subject to proceed, &c. 

The Senate took up the resolution offered by Mr. Cray 
for the reduction of 

; THE TARIFF. 
" Mr: MOORE, of Alabama, addressed-the Senate as fol- 
lows: - er ee oan 

Nothing, said Mr. M., but the magnitude of the ques- 
tion, the deep and pervading interest involved in the man- 
ner of its final adjustment, could prompt me to claim the in- 
dulgence of the Senate for a moment, after the able and 
eloquent display of talent and argument with which they 
have been entertained, and so interestingly entertained, by 
gentlemen who have preceded me. b , 

But, sir, the acknowledged importance of this question 
seems to demand that 1 should not content myself to give 
a silent vote, and that it'isdue to the occasion that [should 
declare-the views and feelings of those whom I have the 
Wonor, in part, to represent. i. A 

~ Sir; ‘thé citizens.of Alabama have- looked forward, with 
the most: anxious- solicitude, to this session of Congress, 
for°a redress “of burdens imposed by an unjust and un- 
authorized systenr of taxation. <- ` K 2 
‘Vhey-tiave approached this body, time after time, with 


memorial after memorial, and remonstrance after. remon-| 


strance, representing the impolitic, unwise, and unjust 
course pursued in-relation to the tariff; they have looked 
forward. to the period, which has tiow arrived; when the 
national debt is about to he extinct, as the most favorable 
era in our history, as one which: could not fail to afford re- 
lief from a system se galling, ruinous, and destructive; and 
shall these fond anticipations be disdppointed?) “Will not 
the conciliatory terms proposed for a compromise by the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Hayyx,] in 
that able, convincing, and, I may add, unanswered and 
unanswerable argument, and which have been acceded to 
by every other gentleman who has spoken on the same 
side of this question, be received in that amicable and paci- 
fic spirit which prompted them? 

1 regret that the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WiiK1ns] has-so soon shown a disposition to retract 
the feeling evinced on that occasion to mect the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina upon a fair, compromising 
ground. I trust it has not been the resolutions adopted 
by his State, on this subject, which have changed his dis- 
position to mete out equal and impartial justice to his 
Southern brethren. 

[Mr. WILKINS rose, and said that he had not retracted 

the feeling evinced on that occasion, and still desired thata 
compromise might be effected. Mr. MOORE, in reply, 
expressed his gratification at learning that he had been 
misinformed as to the gentleman’s vicws on this point, and 
fervently hoped that the question would be discussed in 
such a spirit of conciliation as to ensure, finally, a decision 
that would be satisfactory to all parties. } 
_ Where, sir, said Mr. M., is that mutual forbearance and 
concession, that God-like spirit, which pervaded the coun- 
cils of this nation in the formation of this Union, and in the 
establishment of the federal constitution? Where, sir, is 
that high and sacred flame of patriotism, which, when the 
opposing and conflicting interests of the different sections 
of this Union threatened, yes, sir, awfully threatened, its 
dismemberment, prompted the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. [Mr. Cray] to.throw himself in the breach to 
preserve. its integrity? (I mean the Missouri question.) 
‘Then, the question which divided parties was the slave- 
holding. States, and the non-slaveholding States. Now, it 
is north and south of the Potomac river; or, to my mind, 
a more appropriate distinction is, the portion who receive 
bounties, and the portion who pay them. For it cannot 
be disguised, that, for the last ten or fifteen years, the 
means and substance of the Southern people have, under 
the tariff exactions and the internal improvement system,’ 
been dragged from them, for the benefit of other sections, in 
acurrentas bold, as rapid, and unceasing as that of the ma- 
jestic Mississippi; until we are reduced to the most wretch- 
edtate, and the last possible point of suffering. Sir, the 
picture drawn by other gentlemen on the same side of this 
question. presents a faithful portrait of the depressed con- 
dition of the planting and agricultural interest in Alabama, 
except, indeed, in the latter there is a deeper gloom, if pos- 
sible, hanging over this interest. This unfortunate section 
of. country presents precisely, the counterpart to that 
beautiful description of the high state of prosperity, drawn 
by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, of the condition 
of other sections. While I was charmed by the eloquence 
of the honorable Senator, in his vivid descripton of the 
prosperity of these the much favored sections of this 
Union, I was appalled and astonished at the contrast be- 
tween the condition of these, and the actual gloomy con- 
dition of the entire face of the country in my own much 
beloved State. í 

From what soùrce, let me ask, does this high state of 
prosperity emanate? Not from natural advantages, con- 
nected with superior soil, climate, salubrious air, or water; 
for in these we believe the God of nature has been as boun- 


-tiful to us as to any other class of citizens in any other 


quarter of the globe, 
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But this state of things is.to be-ascribed to artificial ad- 
vantages. Itis much better that the Eastern and North- 
ern States, inciuding the non-slaveholding States, ‘should 
have the power, for we-deny the: right, to.tax our slave 
labor at their own discretion, than to own our slaves them- 
selves—and. this is the advantage they-possess by a union 
of interest on this question. ae a 

Permit me, Mr. Président, to attempt to illustrate this 
injustice, by stating what I deem to-be a fair and correct 
history of the case. f ; A 

The cotton planter either takes his produce to. market, 
or his merchant does it for him, (the result is the same,) 
and returns with articles which suit his convenience: and 
it will not be denied but these are as much, his own pro- 
perty and the produce of his own labor,.as the manufac- 
tured article is the property and product of the manufac- 
turer; but here the Government steps in, and says to the 
agriculturist, we demand of your stock forty per cent. 
For what purpose? replies the planter: Is it for the ŝup- 
port of Government? ' No—the public debt is discharged, 
and we have an overflowing treasury; but there are some 
wealthy owners of large sugar plantations in Louisiana, 
some cotton and woollen factories in the Eastern. and 
Northern States, some wealthy owners of iron worksin New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, salt works and salt factories, and 
some cotton bagging factories in Kentucky; they are allin a 
high state of prosperity, it is true, but they are not satisfied, 
and it is for their benefit we demand of you this tribute and 
tax. 

Is it a matter of surprise, then, that the South should 
feel deeply and sensibly upon this subject--that such op- 
pression should fill the entire South with indignation? For, 
let gentlemen not deceive themselves upon this subject. 
Thisis the feeling and doctrine of patriotism; and, as has 
justly and eloquently been said by my honorable friend 
from South Carolina, [Mr. MILLER, ] it is the whig doc- 
trine, it is the spirit which animated our fathers in resist- 
ing British tyranny and British oppression. Itis the voice 
of seventy-six. Sir, it is the doctrine of the entire South, 
except, indeed, a small portion, where the soil is adapted 
to the culture of the sugar cane; and this circumstance is 
thought sufficient to justify a system of legal oppression 
which demands a portion of the hard earnings of their 
neighbor for their own private emolument. 

Mr. President, the time has nearly arrived, when long- 
er to submit will cease to be a virtue. It is due to the 
oppressed, and to posterity, that this question should be 
now met, and that this system of inequality of taxation, 
this restraint upon our natural and inherent rights, should 
receive the firm and united resistance of freemen. 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Rhode Island, 
(Mr. Ronuins,] in his argument on Friday last, contend- 
ed that ‘it was impossible that the Southern’ planters 
could pay any portion of the duties on the articles consum- 
ed by the Northern manufacturers, and added, that nothing 
short of necromancy could convince him that he did not 
himself pay the tax on his penknife in his pocket.” 

Now we think, without dealing in the black arts, that 
we can convince the gentleman that this thing is quite 
possible. He admits that the people of the tariff States 
do actually consume a large portion of foreign goods re- 
ceived in exchange for Southern productions. 

Tf, as he says, the duty lessen the price, then, of course, 
the planter, or the merchant, who is his agent in this 


transaction, cannot get back any part. of the tax; but if the 


duty is added to the price, then the manufacturer. takes 
care to indemnify himself fog any duty he may pay on the 
foreign article in the increased: price of his manufactures 
with which he pays the planter. 

Let us take the case of the knife. We will suppose 
the duty on penknives, with charges, profits, &c.. to be 
equal to fifty per cent. on the-cost.. -A- Southern plan- 


dollars, and receives in return one hundred dollars Worth 
of English penknives, on which he has to pay duties, &e: 
amounting to fifty dollars more; he sells these penknives 
to Northern manufacturers, and the Senator from Rhode- 
Island gets one of them.’ If the price, as the gentleman 


contends on the other side, is not increased by the duty, 


then the fifty dollars paid in duties and-charges must be 
lost to the planter, and the manufacturers will pay no tax 
at all on their penknives. Butif the penknives can be 
sold. to them: for the full priceof one hundred and fifty’ 
dollars, in what, let usask, do the manufacturers pay us for 
these articles? Perhapsin cottons, woollens, or iron, enjoy- 
ing a protection of from fifty to one hundred per cent. ; and 
our New England brethren must have lost some portion 
of that wit for which all the world gives them credit, if they 
cannot work the matter so as to put upon their cloth an 
increased price fully sufficient to cover any tax they have 
to pay on the penknives. 

If the duty is added to the price of the knives, so will 
the duty be added to the price of foreign cloths, and the 
price of these foreign goods will be a standard by which 
the manufacturer will fix the price of his domestic goods; 
so that, in the long run, the Southern planter will, directly 
or indirectly, have to pay the duty on very nearly so much 
of the foreign articles as may be received in exchange for 
his cotton, rice, and tobacco, no. matter by whom they 
may be consumed. If, in this calculation, the gentleman 
will only substitute one hundred and fifty cents for one 
hundred and fifty dollars, he will probably have the price 
of his own penknife, (if it has not been one furnished by 
Uncle Sam.) And if one. dollar be the price, and fifty 
cents the tax, and he has paid for it out ofthe profits of a 
Rhode Island factory, it is quite possible that I, or some 
of my neighbors may have been compelled to pay the tax 
on hisknife. That atax, and a very high tax, too, has in 
this case actually been paid by somebody,is very certain; for 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Harne] 
has handed to me two penknives, furnished him by some 
respectable merchant, the one of English, the other of 
American manufacture; the former costing in England 9s. 
3d. sterling a dozen, and standing the importer $3.09 a 
dozen, (including dutiesand charges, ) while the wholesale 
price of the American manufacture is $4 50 a dozen; and 
yet I think any one who will examine them, will agree 
with me that the English knife, which is twenty-five per 
cent. cheaper, is by far the better article... ` 

Sir, take notice that the good old buck horn handle’ 
there is the English knife. Now, sir; we have seen in 
what manner our Northern’ brethren are indemnified for 
any duty they may be compelled to pay upon their pen- 
knives, or any other article of foreign importation. But 
where is the indemnity for the Southern planter?’ It is 
well known that we cannot now, nor ever can, become 
manufacturers; nature has forbidden it. The tax, there- 
fore, which you require from us, is equivalent to dragging 
that amount from our pockets, in order to put it into the 
pockets of others. ar 

And what, sir, is this American system, in another point 
of view? It is one by which you say to the poor man in 
his cabin, that he shall pay an exorbitant tax for the salt 


jput in his bread, the sugar and coffee with which he 


supplies a sick family, the coat which he wears. himself, 
the flannels with which he clothes his wife and children, 
the hats which cover their heads, his axe, his plough, hoe, 
and other utensils with which: he-cultivatesthis crop. 
These, sir, are’ ‘* the rich ‘blessings; so much lauded by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,} and 
the consequence is, that the Southern and agricultural 
portion of the country; the real yeomanry of the South, 
are made the “hewers. of wood and drawers of water” for 
other sections. z . . 
‘Bat the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 


ter sends to England cotton to the value of one hundred ‘says, “‘as we haye a full treasury, and taxes not needed, 
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he is willing to reduce them”—but in what manner? 

Why, by applying aremedy which is worse than the disease. 

He proposes to. reduce the duties upon teas, silks, 
wines, velvets, &c.—articles of luxury, which are con- 
sumed by the rich only, and aristocratic nabobs, and leave 
the duties upon-articles. of prime necessity, such as enter 
into: the consumption of every man, as they are now, the 
effect of which will be to increase the protection; to rivet 
this system, in its most odious form, upon us, to the end 
of time; to throw the entire burdens of the Government 
upon the South; to coerce -bounties to enrich the manu- 
facturers, and exempt the manufacturing States then, as 
they are now, from contributing their due proportion to 
the support of Government. And this, sir, is the scheme 
from which we are to receive such rich blessings. May 
God, in his infinite mercy, avert it from us. 

. But the honorable Senator asks, ‘why should not a 
poor man be permitted to regale himself with a social 
glass of wine occasionally, as well as the rich? And why 
should not the poor man’s daughter and wife be permitted 
to clad themselves in a silk gown, at least in going to 
church on the Lord’s day, as well as the rich?” 

Now, sir, the obvious answer to all this is, that, being 
plain, country people, finding the pressure of the times so 
hard that they cannot make buckle and tongue meet, 
that, with the most intense labor and industry, the pro- 
ceeds of the ycar will not meet the ordinary expenses 
and disbursements thereof, they are, therefore, compelled 
to submit to many privations, and they think they can 
better dispense with the tea, the wine, the silk gown, and 
the prunelle shoes, than to be deprived of a little salt, 
sugar, and coffee, a warm coat, flannels, and farming 
utensils. And, sir, I request the honorable Senator to tell 
me which class of articles the honest ycomanry of the 
country. can best dispense with the use of—those acknow- 
ledged to be articles of luxury, which the poor do not 
want, and which are intended only for the’ mouths and 
backs of a proud and pampered aristocracy, or those of 
such absolute necessity that nature cannot subsist, nor 
agricultural pursuits be- carried on, without them. 

I will not yet believe but the honorable Senator and his 
friends will see the propriety of relaxing in this measure, 
and making some concession to the wounded feelings and 
just claims of the South. Let me tell the honorable gentle- 
men, that they will urge in vain that this system is of bene- 
fit to the Southern people, and that we are incapable of 
appreciating its value. I hope gentlemen will not longer 
add to injury and oppression the insult of supposing that 
we do not understand our own interest. 

We were informed by the honorable Senator, in 1824, 
as we have been now, that to give protection to home 
industry, would, in a few years, créate competition, and 
thus reduce the price of articles protected-—but one ounce 
of experience on this subject is worth pounds of theory. 
And experience proves that these. calculations and antici- 
pations have been entirely unfounded and fallacious. 

But we are indebted to the honorable Senator from 
Maine, (Mr. Hoxumes,] for one particular instance of the 
marked attention and liberality of the Government to the 
agricultural interest. That honorable gentleman has in- 
formed the Senate, «that much has been done for thisinter- 
estin great facilities afforded to purchasers of public lands.” 
Can the honorable Senator be serious in this position? 

By an official document which has been furnished this 
body, it appears there are in the Western and.Southwest- 


the Government, to its own injury, and the injury of its 


citizens, htigs, the public domain as a miser or Shylock 
would his strong box, when no other Government, except 
this, the most free on earth, has ever pretended to view 
its public domain asa source of revenue. 

Frequent appeals have been made to the liberality of 
this body in favor of the hardy pioneers of the West; 
frequent memorials have been presented from legislative 
bodies, recommending the passage of the bill graduating 
the price of the public lands, generally called the measure 
of the honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Bun ron.} 
And I am glad to say, the General Assembly of the State 
Lhave the honor, in part, to.represent, has, on more than 
one occasion, passed resolves expressive of the high sense 
of gratitude they feel to the honorable Senator for the 
zeal, exertion, and talent he has exercised in endeavoring” 
to promote this desirable measure, : 

But, sir, what has been the result? The measure has 
been resisted with a pertinacity equalled only by the im- 
policy of that resistance; and honest and respectable 
citizens have been driven from our own country into a 
neighboring province, where they obtain better lands 
upon better terms. 

Mr. President, is there any plausible apology for this? 
‘The public domain has been pledged for the payment of 
the public debt. This debt is now liquidated, and the 
pledge redeemed. Would it not be better for the Go- 
vernment to boast of a free, happy, and independent 
population, permanently located, improving the wilder- 
ness and wild woods; who, having a permanent interest, 
calculated to increase their attachment and devotion to the 
country, would constitute them the most firm and valuable 
defence to that Government, when invaded by an enemy, 
than to boast of countless millions of acres of jand, to 
them valucless? 

Sir, I will not say that this illiberality towards the West 
has been practised upon as a part of the system in the 
tariff operations, but I will say that the effect of it has 
been greatly to favor that interest, and to check the growth 
and the prosperity of the West, and more especially so in 
the new States. 

Sir, you place a minimum price upon your public do- 
main, beyond its value; and, what is more absurd and pre- 
nosterous, is, that you estimate good and bad land at the 
same price; soil, which is adapted to the culture of sugar 
cane, that which will produce two thousand pounds of 
cotton to the acre, and poor pine barrens and marshy 
swamps, are, by your arrangement, placed at the same 
price, and in this way you deprive the poor laborer of the 
power or inducement to purchase, and he and his family 
are compelled to enter some manufacturing establishment, 
or become tenants at will, for a support. 

And yet, in the view of the honorable Senator from 
Maine, “much has been done for the agricultural inte- 
rest.” Sir, it is our misfortune in this case, also, as it is 
in regard to the tariff, that we are incapable of perceiving 
or estimating its advantages. 

Another subject intimately connected with the tariff— 
yes, its twin sister, marching side by side, furnishing food 
for its stistenance, and aid in placing burdens upon the 
South—is the system of internal improvement, by which 
the same much favored sections claim the right to tax the 
Southern people, for the purpose of erecting their break- 
waters and roads and canals. Yes, sir, by this system, a 
citizen of Alabama is made to pay his proportion of the 


ern States one hundred and forty-one thousand three |tax to erect the Maysville road in Kentucky, which I view 


hundred and thirty-nine persons without a foot of land, | 


and the Government holding millions of acres, which have 
been in inarket from five to fifteen years, at a minimum 
price, so high that no man can or will purchase.* 


* Ohio 57,286, Indiana 13,485, Illinois 9,220, Missouri 10,118, Alaba- 


ma 39,368, Mississippi 5,505, Louisiana 3,466, Florida 1,906, Michi ae ; 
otal 141,38. There were ins fron Ansas ganas has been intimated by thé honorable Senator from 


985, ` Total 141,339, . There were no returns from Arkansas. 


Sir, Ithe said Maysville or 


as equivalent to a demand upon our citizens to take their 
pickaxes upon their shoulders,and march with the United 
states’ engineer to Kentucky, for the purpose of erecting 
some other road, to promote the in- 
ternal commercial advantages of that particular quarter. 
But, sir, I congratulate the citizens of the South, that if, 
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Maine, [Mr. Houmes,} the Chief Magistrate has not used 
in his messages, heretofore, language sufficiently explicit 
as to his views in relation to the tariff, as regards this 
system, he hag béeri ‘more fortunate, and adopts language 
which cannot be mistaken, I think, as respects his. veto 
message upon the Maysville road bill, and other similar 
projects. The honorable Senator will agree with me that 
he has been sufficiently’ plain and decisive; and, sir, I 
cannotbut believe, if the honorable gentleman could divest 
himself of all partiality for these darling’ bantlings, the 
tariff and internal improvement system, that ‘he would 
also unite with me in saying, 
not entirely destroyed, one branch of this unauthorized 
system of taxation, the President has given evidence of 
high claims to the continued confidence and gratitude. of 
the community. ae 

Mr. President, in the name of our sacred Union, I pro- 
test against this miscalled American system, which, con- 
trary to justice, to. the constitution of our common country, 
to allthe sacred rights of freemen, imposes a tax upon 
my constituents, for the purpose of enriching another 
section of the Union. It is an outrage, to which no pa- 
triotism can prompt any people, claiming to be free, to 
submit, and which, if persisted in, will prove a hazardous 
experiment, so long as there -remains one spark ofthat 
spirit in the Southern States, which resisted the unautho- 
rized taxation of the mother country. 

Mr. President, in concluding my remarks, you will be 
` pleased to permit me to read some extracts from a joint 


| 


remonstrance of the General Assembly of the State of| formed his part. 


Alabama, adopted with great unanimity, sir, in, both 
branches, in 1828, by way ofshowing how far the feelings 
of the citizens of the State of Alabama are in accordance 
with the views which I have endeavored to declare, as one 
of their representatives. ine 

“The General Assembly of Alabama, alive to the 
rights of the people they serve, and the interest of the 
country in which they live, (however painful the duty, ) 
feel themselves called on by the crisis to protest most 
solemnly against the principle asserted by the General 
Government to control the labor of the nation, by protect- 
ing certain branches of domestic industry, at the expense 
of others. Wedo not complain of the power to raise 
revenue or regulate commerce. These powers are ex- 
pressly granted to preserve the existence and promote 
the harmony and prosperity of the Government. Nor do 
we complain of the incidental protection that may result 
from a welladjusted ‘tariff, imposed on the importation 
of foreign goods, with a view to revenue alone, nor yet of 
the occasional inequalities that must attend the operation 
of any general system.” — > 

“Itis not of these powers that we complain, but itis the 
assertion of another, and a very different one. It is the 


of the many. ` This alarming principle leads to the union 
of the worst of human passions. Cupidity and ambition, 
under its deleterious influence, administer to each other, 
at’ the expense of the community. Cupidity will barter — 
worlds for money; and unchastened ambition will filch 
from the poor man’s toil a portion of its just reward; to 
appease the ctipidity of the cold, calculating monopolist.” 

‘Let it not be again said, that, because the Southwest 
and: South send no agents to beset the: members of Con-. 
gress, and have forborne to petition of remionstrate in 
every village, or to calla counter c6iivention, they are so 


that, for having crippled, if| recréant to duty, as to acquiesce in the proposed oppress 


sion: On the contrary, let it be distinctly understood that 
Alabama, in common with the Southern and Southwestern 
States, regards the power assumed’ by the General Go- 
vernment to control her internal concerns, by protecting 
duties beyond the fair demands of the revenue, as a pal- 
pable usurpation of power not given by the constitution.” 

Mr. BENTON, of Missouri, next rose. The present 
session of Congress, said Mr. B., was looked to with great 
anxiety by the people of this Union, as the one which was 
to effect a large reduction in the public revenue, and an 
equitable modification in the existing tariff. The people 
expected these things from us; but up to- this moment 
they seem to be in a fair way to be: disappointed; for no 
bill has even yet been brought in to accomplish their just 
expectations; and we are now well advanced in the fourth 
month of the session. 

The President of the United States has certainly per- 
His annual message, received by us in 
the first week of December, contained a strong recom- 
mendation to this Congress to reduce the revenue to the 
wants of the Government, and to adjust the duties on fo- 
reign imports so as to favor our national interest dt home, 
and counteract adverse policy from abroad; and he showed 
us, in the samé message, that the state of the finances, 
and the state of the country, required these things to be 
done, and to be done now! These recommendations will 
shield the President from censure for neglect in failing to 
bring the subject of the tariff before us; and it ought to 
shield him from the imputation of double dealing on that 
subject. It ought tosheld him from that imputation! For his 
sentiments are plainly expressed, and are, therefore, intel- 
ligible. They are publicly delivered, and are, thereby, 
universally known. They are in accordance withall his 
previous acts and words upon the tariff, and are, there- 
fore, entitled to credit for candor and sincerity. Imight 
go further, and say that his sentiments are in accordance 
with the public wishés and the public‘interests; but I 
will not presume ‘to speak for a nation! I will speak 
for myself alone, and -will say that the President has 
well éxpressed my sentiments in this recommendation, 
such as I have often declared them to the Senate here, 


assertion of the power to impose a duty on any article of jand to my constituents at home; and, this being the case, 


foreign commerce, not because we want revenue, or the 
regulations of commerce, as such require improvement; 
but because we want to exclude the foreign in favor of the 
domestic fabric. ‘This power is not grantefl in the constitu- 
tion, and must be sustained, ifat all, by the pliable doctrine 
of implication; and, as it is not necessary to the power to 
raise revenue or regulate commerce, it cannot be sustained 
asan incidental or implied power; on the contrary, itis asub- 
stantive, distinct power, resting on assumption, and fraught 
with frightful danger. 
those who assert its existence, and is necessarily subject 
to all the varying views of supposed convenience, and the 


it is my duty, still more than my inclination, to defend 
these sentiments, at this time, and in this place, arraigned 
as they have been on this floor, and stigmatized as ruinous 
to the country. : E PERAN S 
Iam in favor of reducing the revenue to the wants of 
the Government, not only for the reasons which have been 
mentioned by the President and by several Senators, but 
for another reason in addition, and which presents itself 
to my mind as a compact between the States and the 


It has no limit but the caprice of} Federal Government.. We all know that the present form. 


of Government grew out of the weakness of the Govern- 
ment of the confederation, and that the taxing power was 


fugitive conceits of expediency. The unlimited nature of|the hinge upon which the change turned. The Congress 


this power, and the dangerous purposes to which it may 
be applied, render it odious, and unfit to mingle in human 
affairs. Its natural offspring’is. monopoly; and its natural 
tendency is to divide the community into nabobs and pau- 
pers, to accumulate overgrown wealth in the hands of the 
few, and to extend the poverty, the vices, andthe miseries 


of the confederation had no power to tax the people of 
the States. It had no power over the purse. It could 
only ask for money; and this being found a slow way to ob- 
tain it, the power of taxing was applied for. The States 
refused this power, because the Congress might abuse it, 
and levy too much; they refused to vest the Congress of 
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the confederation with.power to levy duties upon imports, | tintil the new constitution was ratified by the States. Ido 


and te regulate the foreign commerce’ of the States, be- 
cause they-saw that, in'granting these powers, they yielded}. 
the unlimited and responsible power of" taxation, and left 

themselyes without ‘defence against the exactions of the 

General Government. . They resisted~-they refused. To 

all the solicitations of Congress they turned a deaf ear, 

and were inexorable. For ten years they held out; but 

the convention of 1787 inserted these two powers in the 

new constitution, and the States, with infinite difficulty, 

were induced to acquiesce; but that acquiescence was the 

effect, not of arguments, but of pledges!—pledges of 
that high and solemn nature which no man of that day 

was permitted to believe could evér be violated. Ast 

consider this pledge-as a corner-stone, lying at the foun- 

dation of the present constitution, I will take care to esta- 

blish it by proof; and for that purpose will have recourse 

to the legislative history of the proceedings of the Con- 

gress of the confederation which led to the adoption of 
the present constitution, contained in the first volume of 

the Laws.of the United States. Tread from the Rhode 
“Island objections to the application of Congress for power 
to levy duties on, and regulate foreign commerce. 

Here is the objection. Listen to it. 

«That, by granting to Congress a power to collect 
* moneys from the commerce of these States, indefinitely 
tas to time and quantity, and for the expenditure of which 
‘they are not to be accountable to the States, they would 
‘become independent of their constituents, and so the 
* proposed impost is repugnant to the liberty of the United 
$ States.” 

And here is the answer to that objection. 
also. 

“ Admitting the principle of this objection to be true, 
‘still it ought to have no weight in the present case, be- 
* cause there is no analogy between the principle and the 
‘fact. The fund proposed is sufficiently definite as to 
‘time, because it is only coextensive with the existence of] 
‘the debt contracted, and to be contracted, in the course 
‘of. the war. Congress are persuaded that it isas remote 
‘from the intention. of their constituents to perpetuate 
€ that debt, as to extinguish it at once by a faithless neglect 
t of providing the means to fulfil. the public engagements. 
Their ability to discharge it in a modcrate time, can be 
as little doubted as their inclination; and the moment that 
‘debt ceases, the duty, as far as it respects the present 
* provision, ceases with it.”” 

Mark, I beseech you, Mr. President, the language of 
this objection, and of this answer. ‘The objection is to 
the revenue-raising power, and is threefold in its nature. 
ist. Because the exercise of the power was to be inde- 
finite as to time. _2d. Because the revenue to be raised 
was to be unlimited as to quantity, 3d. Because the 

` Federal. Congress was to be unaccountable to the States 
for the expenditure of this revenue. This was the three- 
fold_nature of the objection; and the conclusion, or infer- 
ence, from the.whole, was, that such a grant of power was 
incompatible with the liberty of the States. Now, mark 
the answer. It admits the conclusion which the objection 
draws, but denies the premises. It admits the incompatibility 
between the liberty of the States, and the grant of un- 
limited and irresponsible power of taxation in the Federal 
Government; but takes a distinction between the princi- 
ple and the fact--between the possession and the exercise of! 
unlimited power; and, while admitting the tyranny of the 
principle, denies the analogy of the fact, and solemnly 
pledges the whole faith of Congress against the exercise of 
the power. The pledge is contained in the solemn declara- 
tion that the duties imposed for the payment of the public 
“debt shall cease to exist the moment that debt is paid! 
Such was the objection, and such the answer: and such 
they continued to be, in every stage of the process, till 
the convention of 1787 was assembled, and afterwards, | 


Listen to it 


not quote from each of these periods, because it would 


consume time, and present innumerable repetitions of the 
game thing. But I will remark, that the answer of the 
Congress. of 1781 to -the Rhode Island objections, was 
drawn by the men who were the fathers of the pre- 
sent constitution. It was drawn by General Hamilton, 
Mr. Madison, and Mr. Fitzsimmons, adopted by Congress 
unanimously, and promulgated to the States as a public 
official act. -Ht was the manifesto of Congress! and con- 
stantly referred to, and relied upon, until the constitution 
was produced by the convention of 1787, and ratified by 
the States. Hamilton, Madison, and Fitzsimmons were pre- 
sent at every scene--the federal convention—the State 
conventions--the public press—repeating their pledge, 
and going security for the néw Government never to yio- 
late it. And thus I consider a pledge to abolish the du- 
ties levied on account of the public debt, the moment that 
debt was to be paid, to be a compact between the States 
and the Federal Government, and a condition precedent 
agreed upon between the parties, and without which the 
unlimited and irresponsible power of taxation would 
never have been given to this Congress. 

Forty years have passed by--the event has been delayed 
far beyond the expectations of the year 1787—but the 
event has at last arrived, the public debt is paid! for all 
legislative purposes it is now considered as paid; and 
States, not one, but many, not the new only, but the old 
ones, who were party to the establishment of the Federal 
Government--who received from the old Congress the 
solemn pledge to abolish duties at the payment of the 
public debt—these States now stand before you, and de- 
mand the redemption of that pledge. Sixteen millions of 
revenue were raised for the public debt last year; the same 
amount is now levying for the debt this year; but next 
year it will not be wanted, nor in any year thereafter; and 
the abolition of these sixtcen millions is now demanded, de- 
manided as a right, and that by nearly one-half the States of 
this Union. ‘The demand is resisted, and resisted on the 
ground that the reduction will destroy the protection due 
to domestic manufactures, and will cover the country with 
desolation, and lead to the dissolution of the Union. Sir, 
I pass over the first and most obvious answer to this ob- 


jection—the answer which tells us that the private interests 


of the manufacturers cannot be set up to vacate a funda- 
mental compact between the States and the Federal Go- 
vernment. 1 pass over that answer which is in the nature 
of a demurrer, admitting the fact, and denying its suffi- 
ciency. I pass over that answer, because Ido not admit, 
but deny the truth of the answer. I take issue upon its 
truth; and mean to go to trial upon the fact before the 
American people. 

I maintain, sir, that the federal revenue may be reduced 
to the wants of the Government, as recommended in the 
President’s message, not only without destroying domes- 
tic manufactures, but without hurting or injuring them in 
the slightest degree. . This is my assertion! The proof 
and the demonstration shall follow; for I know how insig- 
nificant it is to make bold assertions without adequate 
proofs at hand to support them. And here, sir, permit 
me to presume that I am a friend to domestic industry, 
and voted for the tariff of 1824 with the approbation of 
my judgment, and for that of 1828 with repugnance and 
misgivings. Jama friend to domestic industry, and mean 
to protectit, according to what | believe to be the true po» 
licy of the country, sanctioned by the constitution and by 
the practice of the framers of the constitution. 1 will 
give protection, as an incident to revenue; and this is the 
kind of protection which is coeval with the foundation of 
our Government, and under which manufactures attained 
a high degree of importance under the first twenty years 
of its existence; and that without giving the least dissatis- 
faction toany part of the Union. As far back as the year 
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1810, our manufactures- had attained the annual value 
one hundred and twenty millions of dollars, (as we learn 
from Mr. Gallatin’s report—-a report which ought to have 
shielded him from the reproach which has been cast upon 
him here!).and that- under a low rate of revenue duties, 
ranging from five to fifteen per centum. ‘Fhe same rate 
of protection would now produce two hundred and forty 
millions of manufactures annually—for our population is 
doubled since 1810. But itis not desired. or intended,’ by 
any Senators with whom Iam acquainted, to reduce ma- 
nufactures to the degree of protection possessed at that 
time. The lowest rate proposed by the anti-tariff gentle- 
men is double and treble what it then was; and, for my- 
self; I shall not go so low as they do. : 

I now proceed to the proof of my assertion that the re- 
venue may be reduced to the wants of the Goyernment, 
without affecting or impairing the successful progress of 
any manufacture. And here l would ask, how many, and 
which are the articles that require the present high rate 
of protection? Certainly not the @otton manufacture; for 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crar,] who appears on 
this floor as the leading champion of domestic manufac- 
tures, and whose admissions of fact must be conclusive 
against his arguments of theory! this Senator tells you, 
and dwells upon the disclosure with triumphant exultation, 

_that American cottons are now exported to Asia, and sold 
at a profit in the cotton markets of Canton and Calcutta! 
Surely, sir, our tariff laws of 1824 and 1828 are not in 
force in Bengal and China. And I appeal to all mankind) 
for the truth of the inference, that, if our cottons can go 
to these countries, and be sold at a profit without any pro- 
tection at all, they can stay at home, and be sold to our 
own citizens, without loss, undera less protection than 59 
and 250 per centum! One fact, Mr. President, is said to 
be worth a thousand theories; Twill add that it is worth a 
hundred thousand speeches; and this fact, that American 
cottons now traverse the one-half of the circumference of 
this globe-—cross the equinoctial line~descend to the an- 
tipodes--seck foreign cottons on the double theatre of 
British and Asiatic competition, and come off victorious 
from the contest--is a full and overwhelming answer to 
all the speeches that have been made, or ever can be made, 
in favor of high protecting duties on these cottons at 
home. The only effect of such duties is to cut off con- 
sumption--to create monopoly at home—to enable our 
manufacturers to sell their goods higher to their own chris- 
tian fellow-citizens, than to the pagan worshippers of Fo 
and of Brahma! to enable the inhabitants of the Ganges 
and the Burrampooter to wear American cottons upon 
cheaper terms than the inhabitants of the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi. And every Western citizen knows the fact, that 
when these shipments of American, cottons were making 
to the extremities of Asia, the price of these same cottons 
was actually raised 20 and 25 per 
the West: with this further difference to our prejudice, 
that we can ouly pay for them in money, while tiie inha- 
bitants of Asia make payment in the products of their 
own country. é 

This is what the gentleman’s admission proved; but I do 
not come here to argue upon admissions, whether candid, 
or unguarded, of the adversary speakers. I bring my 
own facts and proofs; and, really, sir, [have a mind to 
complain that the gentleman’s admission about cottons 
has crippled the force of my argument—that it has 
weakened its effect, by letting out half at a time, and de- 
stroyed its novelty, by an anticipated revelation. The 
truth is, I have this fact (that we exported domestic cot- 
tons) treasured up in my magazine of argument, and in- 
tended to produce it at the proper time, to show that we 
exported this article, not to Canton and. Calcutta alone, 
but to all quarters of the globe; not.a few cargoes only, 
by way of experiment, but in great quantities, as a regu- 
lar trade to the amount of a million and a quarter of dol- 


| 
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the gentleman’s admissions. 


cent. in all the towns of| Glass 


ofl lars annually; and that, of this amount, no less than forty 
thousand dollars worth in the year 1830 had done what 
the combined fleets and armies of the world could not do; - 
it-had scaled the rock of Gibraltar, penetrated to the heart 
of the British garrison, taken possession of his Britannic 
Majesty’s soldiers, bound their arms, legs, and bodies, and 
strutted in triumph over the ramparts and batteries of that 


inattackable fortress; ańd:now, sir, I will use no more of 
I will-draw upon. my own 
resources; and will show nearly. the whole list of our do- 
mestic manufactures to be in the same flourishing condi- 
tion with cottons actually going abroad: to s¢ek competi- 
tion, without protection, in every “foreign clime, and 
contending victoriously with foreign manufactures wher- 
ever they can encounter them. Iread from the custom- 
house returns -of 1830—the last- tbat has been printed. 
Listen to it! : 


Domestic Manufactures exported in 1830. 


Soap and tallow candles A - - _ $619,238 
Leather boots and shoes 7 - - 338,603 
Household furniture - - = - 239,463 
Coaches and carriages - - : 51,130 
Hats - te - > o>, 369,362 ~ 
Saddlery - - - - < 36,651 
Wax - z 3 à 2 - 153,666 
Spirits from grain, beer, ale, &e.— - - 225,327 
Snuff and tobacco, (manufactured) - - 246,747 
Linseed oil and spirits of turpentine - 35,039 
Cordage - - - - > 4,135 
Iron, pig, bar, and nails - - - 96,183 
Castings of iron - - z - 85,408 
All manufactures of iron - - -.. 177,876 
Spirits from molasses - - - >. 49,798 
Sugar, refined - - > - 193,084 
Gunpowder - - - - -128,625 
Copper and brass, (manufactured) -. < 36,601 
Medical drugs a anar a - 92,154 
Printed and colored cotton goods ~ - - 61,800 
White cotton goods - ` - - -964,196 
Nankeen cottons - - - - 1,093 
Twist, yarn, and thread do. - - 24,744 
All other manufactures of cotton -~ - 266,350 
Wearing apparel - - - -. 102,277 
Combs and buttons - - - - 124,589 
Umbrellas and parasols - - -3> 25,796 
Leather and morocco skins © -~ - ~ 70,968 
Printing presses and types - - - 10,261 
Books and maps - - - - 32,004 
Paper and other stationery > - - - 40,334 
Paints and varnish - - - - 13,716 
Vinegar o - - - - 6,699 
Earthen and stone ware - - - 2,773 
s - - - : - 60,280 
Artificial flowers -~ - - - 13,707 
Molasses - - - - - 3,968 
Trunks - - - - - 6,654 
Salt, (domestic) - - - - 22,978 


This is the list of domestic manufactures exported to 
foreign countries. It comprehends the whole, or-nearly 
the whole, of that long catalogue of. items. which the Se- 
nator from Kentucky (Mr. Cray] read tous onthe second 
day of -his discourse; and shows the whole to be going 
abroad, without a shadow of protection, to seek. compe- 
tion, in foreign markets, with the foreign goods of all ` 
the world.- The list of articles I have read, contains near 
fifty varieties of manufactures, (and £ have emitted many 
minor articles, ) amounting, in value, to near six millions of 
dollars! And now-behold the diversity of human reason- 
ing! The Senator from Kentucky exhibits a list of. arti- 
cles manufactured in the United States, and argues that 
the slightest diminution in the enormous protection they 
now enjoy, will overwhelm the whole in ruin, and cover 
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the land with desolation. I exhibit the same list, aad Quantity, value, and price, 


argue that these articles can`bear, without injury, a very 
considerable’ diminution.. He says, if there is the least 
diminution, foreigners will come-here and undersell them; 
Lsay, no, because : these articles now go abroad, and un- 
dersell foreigners, in foreign markets, without a particle 
of protection. This is the difference in our reasoning, 
for our facts are the same; and which is right, I leave to 
the common sense of all mankind to say. 

‘I do not propose to comment, item by item, on all the 
articles contained in this list. I have read it in detail, and 
leave the reficctions which the reading suggests to the 
understandings of others. A few items only I will ex- 
amine, for the purpose of exemplifying my own opinion 
of the tariff, and of the-kind of modification it ought to 
receive. In some instances, the manufacture is so gene- 
rally diffused, and the price reduced so low by domestic 
competition, that the duty is a dead letter, giving no pre- 
ference to the artisan, adding no increase of price to the 
purchaser; and, in such cases, no practical man should 
trouble himself about the duty. In other instances, the 
domestic supply is far from being equal to the demand; 
large foreign supplies must be procured, and the duty on 
the foreign articles is paid by the consumer; in such 
instances, there ought to be a reasonable reduction. In 
other instances, again, the duty enables a few to engross 
the domestic market, and to exact extortionate prices, 
where, in fact, no duty is necessary at all to give them a 
fair profit; and, in such cases, the duty should be abo- 
lished. In other instances, the foreign article has no 
rival or substitute manufactured in the United States; and, 
in such cases, the foreign article should be freed from 
duty. 1 do not now travel over the list to exemplify these 
positions; the time will come for that exemplification 
when we arrive at the details of the bill. I will take two 
items only to illustrate some part of my meaning, namely, 
iron and salt. The list shows a large exportation, up- 
wards of $300,000 worth of domestic iron, and its manu- 
factures. Turning to the detailed statement from which 
this summary list is compiled, and we find this entry under 
the head of nails— 


‘To Cuba, 1,030,376 lbs.~-value $61,216.” 


Now, sir, let any person who can work a sum in the 
golden rule of three, calculate the price of these nails per 
pound. He will find it to be less than six cents; and whether 
these exported nails consisted of an assortment, which is 
most probable, or were all of the lowest price, which is 
impossible to believe, it will turn out that American nails 
are exported for less than they are sold at home: for it is 
incontestable that the people of the West pay more than 
six cents a pound for their nails. 

The list also contains this item~- 


** Salt, $22,378.” 


Turning to the detailed statement, and we find that this 
salt of domestic manufacture goes to Canada, actually goes 
into his Britannic Majesty’s dominions, where British salt 
comes free of duty, and where it has to contend with that 
salt, upon its own territory, and without a particle of pro- 
tection. Now, why not contend with it also at home, 
upon our territories, upon the same terms? It can cer- 
tainly stand the competition better at home than abroad. 
Why, then, does it want protection at home? Mr. Presi- 
dent, another opportunity will present itself for going at 
large into the whole question of the salt tax; but I can- 
not permit this opportunity—-so forcibly presented by the 
actual view.of American salt exported to the British do- 
minions—to pass by, without unfolding the peculiar opera- 
tion of the tariff Jaws upon this article of universal and 
prime necessity. I will make a brief exposition of this 
cruel operation; and,. first, we will see the quantity and 
value of foreign salt imported into the United States, as 
shown in the custom-house returns of 1830. 


ri er bushel, Cof 56 lbs._) of salt 
imported into the United States, for the year 1830, 


———————————————————— ee 


Bushels, Value. ae 
bush, 
From the Swedish West , . 
Indies, - - 6,278 $500j 8 
Danish West Indies, 24,233 2,656 | 11 
Dutch West Indies, 95,483 7,306 | 7% 
England, - - | 3,083,347 | 469,711 | 153 
Scotland, - 1,575 293 | 18$ 
Ireland, - - 56,798 11,556 | 204 
Gibraltar, - - 37,360 4,146 | 114 
British. West Indies, 705,526 65,618 93 
British American 
Colonies, - - 3,926 1,583 | 408 
Other British Golo- : 
nies, - - - 16,203 1,250 | 73 
France, on the Me- 
diterrancan, - 86,582 6,772 | 73 
Hayti, - - - 7,460 962 | 12% 
Spain, on the At- ; 
lantic, - - | 436,690] 29,665] 6% 
Spain, on the Medi- 
terranean, - - 86,372 7,574 8ł 
Cuba, - -= - 17,296 | 6,849 | 39% 
Other Spanish West 
Indies, - - 607 50 84 
Portugal, - - 620,188 49,621 8 
Fayal and other 
Azores, - - 6,489 835 | 12 
Cape de Verd Islands, 6,682 510 | 7% 
Sicily, - - - 15,375 569 4g 
Italy and Malta, - 35,915 2,007 | 53 
Trieste and other 
Adriatic ports, - 9,363 310 | 33 
Turkey, Leyant, and 
Egypt -  - 8,588 907 | 103 
Mexico, - - _ 157 86 | 544 
Colombia, - - 1,000 200 | 10 
Brazil, - =- -~ 1,647 173 | 103 
West Indies gene- 
rally, - - 2,906 300 | 10ł 
5,374,046 | 671,970 


za 


In this list, sir, behold the import price—-the first cost=- 
of all the variety of salt imported into the United States. 
See the pure, natural, crystallized, sun-made salt, which 
comes from Spain, Portugal, France, and the West In- 
dies, costing seven, eight, or nine cents a bushel. See 
that which comes from the coasts and the islands ‘of the 
Mediterranean, and the head of the Adriatic sea, and 
which is equally pure, strong, and good, costing no more 
than three, four, five, and six centsa bushel. Then look 
at the price of this salt in the seaport towns, generally 
ranging between forty and fifty cents a bushel; look at 
the price of the same salt in the interior of the country, 
when sold to the farmer, and observe this price increased 
to about one dollar, and the bushel reduced to fifty pounds; 
observe these things, and tell me the reason of this exces- 
sive, this monstrous, this astonishing disproportion be- 
tween the import and the retail price. Look at the 
respective prices of the English fire-made salt, and the 
natural sun-made salt, which comes from twenty other 
countries, and tell me the reason why that which cost 
double, and is worth but half as much as the other, sells 
for about the same price in our market. Tell me why it 
is that all qualities are levelled, and all prices raised, to 
the same standard, and profits of four or five hundred per 
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centum exacted on some descriptions of salt. Sir, 
I will tell you the reasons of all these enormities, and 
Į will prove it to you besides. Itis the tariff which does 
it! Itis the tariff, which, giving birth toa race of re- 
giaters in the seaports, and monopolizers in the interior, 
throws all the foreign salt into the hands of one set, and 
all the domestic salt. into the hands of the other; and en- 
ables the two classes to fix their.own-prices, and to exact 
what they please for every variety of the article, without 
regard to the difference in cost or quality. 

The tariff does it, and this is the process: A vessel ar- 
rives from the dominions of a foreign Power with salt. 


Before a permit can be obtained to land it on the soil of 


the United States, the duty must be paid in ready money, 
or bond and security given to pay itin nine months. If paid 
in ready money, the interest for nine months is discounted; 
if credit is taken, the principal and securities in the bond 
are all required to be citizens of the United States. This 
is the law. Now for the practical operation of the law. 
The importer who has brought this salt to sell, and which 
he wishes to sell at four, five, six, seven, eight, or nine 
cents a bushel, did not bring along with him spare cash at 
the rate of ten centsa bushel, (which is the present duty, ) 
to pay the American Government before he can sell his 
salt to American citizens. He, therefore, cannot pay the 
duty in ready money. Credit becomes his only resource; 
and, to get American securities to his bond, the salt must 
be sold or consigned to American citizens. This throws the 
whole foreign sait trade into the hands of afew men, who 
make it their business, and their profit, either to go secu- 


rity and take the salt to sell, or to buy it at once out of 


the hands of the importer, and assume the duties to the 
Government. And this is the practical operation of the 
law. Having all the salt in their own hands, the next 
thing is to fix the price, and that is done by adding the duty 
to the cost, and putting as many hundred ‘per cent. as 
they please upon both, for their profit, and this brings the 
price to forty or fifty cents. ‘This is the process of the 
regrater in the seaport; the monopolizer in the interior 
keeps pace with his brother; and, between the two, ‘the 
farmer pays four prices for his bushel of salt, and then 
gets a weighed bushel of fifty pounds, measuring little 
more than half a bushel, instead of a measured bushel, 
weighing from seventy-six to eighty-four pounds. Such 
is the operation of the tariff upon the price of salt! 
Abolish the duty, and introduce a free trade, and what 
would be the consequence? Why, sir, the importer would 
never fall into the hands of the regraters. He would 
land his salt without a permit--without tax—without 
bond-~and sell it in the river, or at the wharf, to any one 
that would buy it; or he would ascend into the interior 
with it, bartering his salt with the farmers, against their 
provisions, and that at first cost, without duty, or advance 
upon cost and duty. The manufacturer would have 
a fair price for the domestic article; for freight would 


operate as a protection, and be equal to a duty of near 


twenty cents, and give a better profit upon their capital 
than farmers and planters are receiving. This would be 
the state of our salt trade if the duty was abolished; and 
every interest of the farmer requires the abolition. 

I pass on to another topic. The fine effects of the high 
tariff upon the prosperity ofthe West have been celebrated 
on this floor: with how much reason, let facts respond, and 
the people judge! I do not think we are indebted to the 
high tariff for our fertile lands and our navigable rivers; 
and I am certain we are indebted to these blessings for the 
prosperity we enjoy. In all that comes from the soil, the 
people of the West are rich. . They have an abundant 
supply of food for man and béast, and a large surplus to 
send abroad. They have the comfortable living which in- 
dustry creates for itself in a rich -soil;'but, beyond this, 
they are poor. 
which imply the presence of the moneyed. power! . No 


-money. 


They have none-of the splendid works. 


Appian or Flaminian ways; no roads paved or.McAdam- 
ized; no canals, ‘except what are made upon borrowed 
means; no aqueducts; no bridges of stone across our in« 
numerable streams; no edifices dedicated to eternity; no 
schools for the fine arts: not a public library which an or- 
dinary scholar would not apologize. 
those things? 
for public improvements, fer the useful and the-fine arts, 
and for literature? Certainly they have a very strong 
‘taste for them; but they have no money! not enough 


And why none of 
Have the people of the West no taste 


for private and current uses, not enough to. defray. our cur- 
rent éxpenses, and buy. necessaries! without thinking of 
public improvenients. “ We..have no money! and that is 
a tale which has been told too often here--chanted. too 
dolefilly in the book of lamentations which was composed 
for the death of the Maysville road--to be denied or 
suppressed now. They have no adequate supply of mo- 
ney. And why? Have they no exports? Nothing to send 
abroad? Certainly they have no exports.. Behold the 
marching myriads of living animals annually taking their 
departure from the -heart of the West, defiling through 
the gorges of the Cumberland, the Alleghany, and the 
Appalachian mountains, or traversing the plains of the 


South, diverging as they march, and spreading themselves 


all over that vast segment of our territorial circle which 
lies between the debouches of the. Mississippi and the es- 
tuary of the Potomac! Behold, on the other hand, the 
flying steamboats, and the fleets of floating arks, loaded 
with the products of the forest, the farm, and the pasture, 
following the course of our noble rivers, and bearing their 
freights to that great city which revives, upon the banks 
of the Mississippi, the name* of the greatest of the empe- 
rors that ever reigned upon the banks of the Tiber, and 
who eclipsed the glory of his own heroic exploits by 
giving an order to his legions never to levy a contribution 
of salt upon a Roman citizen! Behold this double line of 
exports, and observe the refluent currents of gold and 
silver which result from them! Large are the supplies-— 
millions are-the amount which is annually poured into 
the West from these double exportations; enough to co- 
ver the face of the earth with magnificent improvements, 
and to cram every industrious pocket with gold and silver. 
But where is this money? for itis notin the country! Where 
does it go? for go it does, and scarcely leaves a vestige 
of its transit behind! Sir, it goes to the Northeast! to the 
seat of the American system! there it goés! and thus it goes! 

1. To pay our proportion of twenty-eight, millions of 
duties, and eight or ten millions of merchants’ profit upon 
those duties, levied upon foreign articles under the opera- 
tion of the high tariff system. 2. ‘Yo pay for all the do- 
mestic goods which we purchase, and for which the ma- 
nufacturers will receive nothing from our merchants but 
S. It gocs to pay our heavy -proportions of the 
millions which are expended in making roads and canals, 
erecting breakwaters, digging harbors, building sea walls, 
and stretching causeways to Smutty Nose island, in the 
Northeast. 4. It goes to pay for public lands; for which 
object. about three millions of dollars were taken from 
us last year; and the American system, as we. have been 
lately told, means to keep up that enormous levy for two 
of her favorite objects. 5. Above all, it goes. to supply 
that British institution—that real head and horns of the 
American system, miscalled Bank of the United States— 
with perennial supplies of hard money; and to pay -her 
the sixty days’ collection in advance of interest, bank in- 
terest, on twenty-six millions of bank debt; half of it in 
domestic bills of exchauge, a sort of fiscal metempsychosis 
—now, a promissory note in the interior; next, a draft on 
the seaboard--and gathering usance at each transmigra- 
tion with a rapidity of accumulation which might excite 


* Derived thus; New Orleans—Regent, Duke of Orleans—Orleans, in 


| France—Aurclianum, in Gaul—Aurelian, Emperor, 
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the cupidity of old Shylock himself, and make him lift his 
head from Pluto’s:dreary realms, to admire and envy. In 
these five ways, the. West is regularly stripped of its ef- 
fective ‘cash: The American system carries it off. The 
Jong arms of that system pick up her gold and silver, as 
an elephaut’s proboscis would lifta pin. They pluck her 
clean; they pick her to the bone!‘ and the only remedy is 
to amputate some of these arms, and shorten the others. 
Reduce the duties from twenty-eight millions to about 
twelve; reduce the price of the public lands, and make 
donations to settlers and to the States, for public purposes; 
give us a barter instead ofa cash trade for goods; let us have 
good woollens, at low price, for tobacco, instead of inferior 
ones, at double price, for cash; stop our heavy contributions 
to Atlantic seaboard improvement; get rid of the bank debt, 
and its desolating exactions for interest, and usury, and 
hard money. . Do us these favors, or rather this. justice, 
and the West will soon fill up with gold and silver. It will 
have money enough, and good enough, for it will consist 
of the precious metals. Public objects and private wants 
will find. their ample and their adequate supply. The 
returas from our exports will make us as rich in money as 
we are in produce. 

Lhope, Mr. President, I have justified my assertion that 
there is no- danger of the least harm, much’ less of total 
destruction, to our domestic industry, from the operation 
of reducing our revenues to the wants of the Government. 
The spectre of desolation, so frightfully paraded before 
us, vanishes before a few plain facts; before the single fact, 
that nearly the whole of these manufactures are going 
abroad, without protection, which are to die at home, ifa 
hair of their protection is touched. The reason alleged 
against this reduction of revenue ceases to exist, The argu- 
mentis nullified by facts; and the question stands naked be- 
fore us for final decision. Will this Congress redcem the 
pledge upon which the unlimited and irresponsible power 
of taxation was obtained from the States? Will it abolish 
the sixteen millions now raised on account of the public 
debt, and no longer wanted for that debt? Will it keep 
the faith of the Congress of the confederation, and of the 
fathers of the constitution? Or will it establish ‘the ana- 
logy between the principle and the fact,” between the 
principle of tyranny contained in the power to levy taxes 
without limitation of time, without stint of quantity, and 


without accountability for its expenditure, and the fact of 


the actual exercise of that power? This is the naked 
question which stands before us! And J, sir, who know, 
from the lessons of all history, that no free Government 
ever broke into fragments, or sunk into monarchy, until 
civil rulers had prepared it for destruction, and exaspe- 
rated the people to madness, will take public faith, and 
equal justice, and amicable concession, for my guides on 
this occasion. I will vote for relief to the burdei-bearing 
portions of this confederacy-—substantial, vis:ble, and tan- 
gible relief to the South, where I was born; to the West, 
where Llive; I will vote for the reduction of revenue, un- 
til sixteen millions of taxes are abolished. 

I do not now go into the articleson which this redaction 
should fall; but there is one article, most pre-eminently 
entitled to a place in the list of reductions, which has, 
nevertheless, been held up here for hard and permanent 
taxation—which has been so ostentatiously claimed asa 
permanent source of revenue, that I should be recreant to 
my principles and my duty, and insensible to a public de- 
fianice, if I did not notice it. I allude to the public lands; 
and to that new revelation of the beauties of the Ameri- 
canssystem, which is to keep up their price to an arbitrary 
height, and appropriate their procceds to seaboard im- 
provement in the Northeast, (for to that complexion bas 
our internal improvement system degenerated, ) and to the 
colonization of free negroes upon the coast of Africa. Sir, 
these lands—a large. part of them—were given by Virgi- 


nia, North Carolina, and Georgia, for the payment of the! 


public debt; the proceeds of all the lands—those bought 
from France, as well as those received from the States—~ 
were pledged to the payment of the public debt. The 
debt is paid! and, in the millennium of its extinction, in 
the national jubilee of a great nation freed from national 
debt, the farmers of the West hoped to come in for ‘a 
share of the enjoyment! they hoped for relaxation in the 
arbitrary price of public lands. They hoped for reduc- 
tion in the price of the soil, and for donations and settle- 
ment rights. But it seems that the American system has 
cast her eye over the wide extent of our public domain. 
She has surveyed the unsold acres! She has marked them 
for berown! The devouring cry of the Triumvirate soldiers 
on the banks of the Po, is to resound through the forest 
and the prairies of the West: Hac mea sunt/-~and the 
suggestion of the Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Mc 
Lane) ‘to dispense with the public lands as a source of 
revenue,” is sugmatized in advance as the maddest of all 
mad and wild conceptions. Sir, Ido not mention this sub- 
ject to go into this discussion now; an appropriate time 
is coming for that purpose in the discussion of the gradu- 
ation bill, which is next in order; but I mention it to have 
an opportunity to notice the stigma which has been cast 
upon the plans of myself and friends, and to pledge 
myself to their vindicution—to pledge myself to prove, at 
the proper time, that the plans which bave been denounc- 
ed as mad” and ‘* wild,” are the plans of reason and 
justice, approved by the wisdom of all ages, sanctioned 
by the practice of all nations, called for by the imploring 
voice of the new States, and due to the necessities of their 
actual condition. 

I proceed, Mr. President, to the second branch of my 
subject, namely, the principle on which the reduction of 
revenue should be made. Sir, I advocate a system of dis- 
criminating duties. Iam for regulating foreign commerce 
according to the theory of the constitution, and according 
to the united intentions of all those who framed and ratified 
that instrument. TI go back to the true intent of the con- 
stitution, and ask for the execution of the clause which 
authorizes Congress to regulate foreign commerce. These 
are the words: ‘Congress shall have power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes.” But here comes a difficulty. 
This word, regulate, is a stumblingblock to Congress: its 
meaning is the puzzle of the day. “Some suppose it au- 
thorizes Congress to levy duties, for the support of the 
Government; as if the power to Jevy duties was not ex- 
pressly given in another place! Some suppose it conta:ns 
a power to establish and protect manufactures. Sir, such 
interpretations are enough to make the ghosts of our an- 
cestors shrick from their graves! Look at the words! see 
the word * regulate” apphed to the commerce between 
the States, and with the Indians, as well as to the com- 
merce of foreign nations, and tell me if it is not bound to 
receive the same interpretation in each application. If 
you can raise revenue from foreign goods, under that 
clause, you can also raise upon it-—upon every article 
which passes from State to State. If you can protect domes- 
tic manufactures against foreign manufactures, under that 
clause, you can also protect the manufactures of the States 
against each other; and if any of the State manufactories 
are in danger of being eclipsed by the superior productions 
of the Indian tribes, we can grant protection against their 
competition also. The monstrosity of these interpreta- 
iions would be properly exposed by bringing in bills to 
regulate commerce between South Carolina and Connec- 
ticut, and taxing the manufactures of Connecticut two 
hundred -per cent. to raise revenue for the Government, 
and protect the manufactures of South Carolina! and to 
regulate our trade with the Indians, by extending our 
high tariff system to the baskets and wampums, the buck- 
skin leggings, beaded mocasins, and buffalo robes, of our 
red neighbors, to defend our infant manufactories of coarse 
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woollens, leather boots and shoes, and domestic ribbons 

‘and home-made baskets, from the. formidable competition 
of the Kickapoos and, Assinaboins. , Mh heise ale 

No, sir, such madness never entered the heads of our}. 


as now, heavily dutied our exports, than wpon-imports 
from France, who received them on favorable terms... His 
resolutions went, if I. may.so express myself, to the està- .. 
blishment of two tariffs; one for friends, the other for foes, 


ancestors.: The meaning’ ‘of this: clause. was. justas. well 
understood, by the framers of the constitution, as we- un- 
derstand the letters of the alphabet. “To levy duties was 
one power; to regtilate commerce. was. another.”.The 


with-an.offer to all nations, to-take their choice; with a 
wish that all should: choose the better; and.with the alter- 
native-of paying the penalty, if they chose. the worse, and 
incurred the heavier. duties: The sole object of this dis- 


regulations óf foreign commerce, in their undérstanding, | crimination, and, by. consequence, the-sole object: of the 
signified the acquisition of beneficial markets abroad for| clause to regulate foreign commerce, -was,to_obtain-better 
our. domestic productions; to be effected by disériminating | markets abroad for our. exports.. Hete | NO, he 
duties, founded in a principle of reciprocity, and which | tells those who framed the ‘constitution, and who-ratified 
should measure back to. every nation the same degreé of| it--that, but for this.object, the ‘constitution would never 
favor or disfavor to its commerce, which itself. measured | have bècn adopted! He declares that these fruits, namely, 
out to ours. . This. was the sense of. the phrase, when the | the acquisition’ of better markets abroad, were expected 
convention proposed, and the States ratified, this grant of} to have been the first effects of the new Government; and 
power to the Federal Government. How dol know that?| expresses his own astonishment, and proclaims the disap- 
Í know it from the most authentic sources; from the vene-| pointinent of the people, that four years had elapsed, and 
rable records of. our early history; and the concurrent; these fruits had not been gathered. This was in January, 
authority of all the fathers of the constitution. I know it, | 1794; and had no law for laying duties.on foreign mer- 


ist. From the history of the proceedings in the Congress 
of the confederation, which led to the adoption of the con- 
stitution. 2d. From the debates in the federal conven- 
tion. 3d. From the debates in the State conventions which 
ratified the constitution. 4th. From the eleventh number 
of the Federalist, written by General Hamilton. 5th. From 
the letter of President Washington, in October, 1879, to 
Mr, Gouverneur Morris, then our informal minister ‘in 
London. 6th. From the report of Mr. Jefferson, in the 
year 1793, on the commerce and navigation of the United 
States. 7th. From Mr. Madison’s resolutions for the regu-| 
lation of foreign commerce in the year 1794. 8th. From 
his (Mr. Madison’s) speeches in. support of those resolu- 
tions: 9th. From the speeches ofall the members who 
took part in the extended debate to. which those resolu- 
tions gave rise. .Such are the sources—a part only of the 
sources--from which I draw proofs to’sustain my reading 
of the constitution. I do not produce all these proofs to 
the Senate: they are at hand, but time forbids the produc- 
tion. A few only will I use, and begin. with some extracts 
from Mr. Madison’s speeches in favor of his famous reso- 
lutions. Hear him! : 
“This subject, as had-been remarked on a former oc- 
casion, was not a novel one:. It was coeval with our poli- 
tical birth, and has, at all times, exercised the thoughts 
of reflecting citizens.. As early as the year succeeding 
the peace, the effect of the foreign policy which began to 


chandise then been -passed? Yes, certainly! the funda- 
mental act’of July, 1789, establishing the whole custom- 
house system; also the act, of 1792, which repealed that 
of 1789, and established the whole system over again; and, 
besides these two general acts, fourteen subsidiary ones 
for the-collection of duties had been passed. These acts” 
did both the things which are contended, for under the 
new-fangled interpretation of.the regulating clause; first, 
they levied duties; and, second, they encouraged domestic 
manufactures! Yet Mr. Madison, who was himself the 
leading supporter -of these acts, declares, in the-face of 
those who framed and who ratified the constitution, that 
Congress exercised no power under the clause-to regulate 
foreign commerce! a most authentic declaration that the 
power to levy duties was not-a power to regulate foreign 
trade! But let us proceéd with the speech > 7... 5 
“As to the discrimination proposed-between nations 
having, or not having; commercial treaties with us, the 
principle was embraced by the laws of most if not all the 
States, whilst the regulation of trade was in their hands. 
it had the repeated sanction of votes in the House of. Re- 
presentatives, during the session of the present Govern- 
ment at New Vork. It has been practised by other nations, 
and, ina late instance, against the United States... It tends 
to proctire beneficial treaties from those who refuse them, 
by making them the price of-enjoying ‘an. equality with 
other nations in our commerce. It tends, asa conciliatory 


be felt in our trade and navigation, excited universal at-| preference,. to procure better treaties from those who 
tention and inquietude: . The first effort thought. of was) have not refused them.” | ike on Sk age re 
an application of Congress to: the States for a grant of|.. Here, sir! -See the whole operation and natural effect 
power, for a limited time, to regulate ous foreign com-jof. the. discriminating policy is beautifully and briefly. laid 
merce, with a view to.control the influence of unfavorable |down. .. The nation which refuses to trade with us upon 
regulations in some cases, and to conciliate an extension | fair terms—which refuses to take our productions. at all, 
of favorable ones in others. : From some circumstances, jor loads them with heavy and oppressive duties, incurs 
then incident to our situation, the experiment did not|the penalty of her own selection. She incurs a discrimi- 
take effect. * * -*  *  Qut of this experience |iation of duties; and her products will pay higher jn our 
grew the measures which terminated in the establishment {own ports than the productions of more friendly nations. 
ofa Government competent to the regulation of our com- | The prejudice which she incurs will be of her own selec- 
mercial interests, and the vindication of our commercial tion, not of our infliction. It will continue. while she 
rights. As these were the first objects of the people in| pleases, and no longer; and, while it. does continue, will 
the steps taken for establishing the present Government, |rest upon the uniinpeachable basis ofa wise, a just, and a 
they were universally expected to be among the first constitutional reciprocity. -A discrimination of five to ten 
fruits. of its operation. - In. this expectation, the public!per cent. was contemplated by Mr. Madison, im the year 
were disappointed.” def Astor A ~ |1794; that same amount of discrimination:may be sufficient 
Sir, this extract establishes my reading of the constitu-}now. But Ido not fix the'amount. It isa practical ques- 
tion, It shows what was.meant by the phrase, řegulate. ition for merchants, to decide.. Whatever. will: turn tlie, 
it shows that to control the influence of unfavorable regu-|scale of commerce, in the same article, between different 
lations in some cotintries, and to conciliate an extension nations, will be sufficient... It'will doubtless accomplish 
of favorable ones in- ethers, was the object, and discrimi- now what it would have accomplished in 1794; it'willcon~ 
nating duties the means, of accomplishing this.double pur-|trol the policy of unfriendly-nations; it will conciliate pre- 
pose--for the resolution of Mr, Madison tumed exclusively | ferences, and obtain. beneficial treaties trom: those. who 
upon discrimination— upon the establishment of a higher |withholdthem:. There is nothing in the state of our com- 
vate of duties upon imports. from Great Britain, who. then, [mercial relations with foreign nations to impede the adop- 
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tion of this policy: The common stipulations, to be found] upon a level with all nations. The high tariff policy then 
in every treaty, for all the advantages granted to the most) has failed; it has had its trial, and not succeeded: Far 
friendly Powers, always imply the same terms; and thej from succeeding, it has aggravated the evil it professed to 
discriminating policy sets out with offering the same terms] counteract. Then abandon it; return to revenue duties, 
to-all, and ends with leaving -the option to themselves.| and. commence the policy of discrimination. Tax altim- 
Besides, out treaties are temporary, all requiring frequent) ports fairly for revenue, and incidental protection for 
renewals, and subject to daily alterations; and, with the| home industry, and make a discrimination of five or ten 
principal commercial Power (Great Britain) our treaty| per cent. to the prejudice of those who will not ‘make fair 
is nothing but a temporary arrangement, determinable at| and friendly treaties with us. My word for it—no, not my 
a short notice from either party. There is nothing, then, | word—the word of Mr. Madison, the act of Mr. Pitt, for 
in our political relations to embarrass us; still less in the! it—she will relax. She will grant to a discriminating duty 
commercial situation of the world; for-that is most pro-| of six or seven per cent. which she refuses to the whole - 
pitious to our design in the universal tranquillity, which) power of the high tariff policy. : 
prevails; and, as for ourselves, we actually have a crisis} We will read again: 
at home which demands its adoption. Í “The only remaining hope that can induce Great Bri- 
Let'us continue the reading. of Mr. Madison’s speech: | ¢ tain to persevere in the plan of conduct she has adopted 
‘It had been asked, what grounds there were for con-| ¢ towards the United States, lies in the supposed difficulty 
* cluding that Great Britain would be led by the measure] ¢ of reconciling the different interests and local prejudices. 
¢ proposed to change her policy towards the United States. | < The present occasion will decide whether this hope shall 
‘He thought we had the best ground for relying upon| ‘also be withdrawn from her; or whether she is to be in- 
‘such an‘effect. It is well known that when she appre-| © spired with fresh confidence in pursuing her own inte- 
‘hended such measures would be taken, she manifested] < rests without a due respect, either for our interests, or 
‘a readiness to admit a greater reciprocity into the com-| € for our rights. He (Mr. M.) could not but view the pre- 
“merce between the two countries. A bill for the pur-} ‘sent as, perhaps, the final chance of combining the 
«pose was brought into the House of Commons by the} * opinions and interests of the several quarters of the 
‘present minister, Mr. Pitt, and would probably have] < Union in some proper and adequate plan. If, at a mo- 
« passed into a law; if hopes had not sprung up that they| € ment when so many occurrences conspire to unite the 
* should be able to maintain their exclusivesystem. Knox, |‘ public councils; when the public mind is well disposed 
“an under-secretary, appears, from a collection of papers, | ¢ to second all equitable and peaceable means of doing 
* published by him, to have been the chief adviser inthe] ¢ justice to our country, and when our commerce is so 
« cabinet, as Lord Sheffield was the great champion before] < critically important to the vital resources of Great Bri- 
“the public of this experiments (to maintain their exclu-| € tain, it should be found that nothing can be done, he 
«sive system, and dispense with Mr. Pitt’s bill.) It was| € could foresee no circumstances under which success was 
‘ founded, according to both these witnesses, (among other | € to be expected. To reject the propositions, therefore, 
« causes,) on the belief that the General Government was] < whilst nothing better was substituted, must convey the 
“so weak that it could not execute a plan of retaliatory! ¢ most unfavorable impressions of our national character, 
€ restrictions; and that local interests and prejudices pre-}¢ and rivet the fetters on our commerce, as well as pro- 
s dominated so much among the States that they would] ‘long other causes which produced such injurious conse- 
€ never even agree to make the attempt.” ‘quences to our country. He would not permit himself 
T pause, Mr. President, in this important reading to] ¢ to apprehend that such would be the end of their delibe- 
make d remark. It is upon that eternal objection to the) € rations.” 
attempt ofa measure which is founded upon its anticipat-| Butsuch was the end of their deliberations. The reso- 
ed unsuccess. , It is an insidious objection, tending to pro-| lutions of Mr. Madison were rejected! rejected by the 
duce what it professes to reprehend. It is a fugitive ob-{slender majority of five votes! and history, the inexorable 
jection, flying from the solid argument, which cannot be] voice of history, has set down that majority to the influ- 
met, to the. delphic annunciation of the sinister event, | ence of unhappy causes, to the germination of political 
which no man can foretell. It is often an objection in fa-| parties, which then began to sprout into existence, and, 
vor of a foreign interest, by exciting and stimulating a| soon afterwards, attained so large a growth, ‘Phe resolu- 
foreign Power to counteract our policy. Thus it was in] tions were rejected; and the predictions of Mr. Madison 
the period of our history to which Mr. Madison alludes.| have been fatally fulfilled. It was the last chance (at 
Mr. Pitt had yielded. -He had actually brought a bill intoj least for forty years) for attempting any regulation of 
Parliament to admit a greater reciprocity into our com-|commerces The wars of the French revolution ensued, 
mercial relations. ‘Chat bill, says Mr. M., would probably fand all the decrees and orders of France and Great Bri- 
have passed into a law. But an under-secretary, whoj tain, which grew out of these wars, and which were so 
probably had his under-correspondents in America, advis-| fatal, for so many years, to all commercial arrangements. 
ed the British cabinet that the local interests and preju-} Then came our own embargo and the war with England, 
dices of the States would never permit them to agree in] out of which grew the high tariff policy; in the prosecu- 
any plan of discriminating duties. The bill of Mr. Pitt| tion of which all idea of the constitutional design of regu- 
was withdrawn. No law was passed. The under-secre-| lating commerce seems to have been totally lost. The 
tary was right. He had good intelligence from America. | consequences have been such as Mr. Madison foretold. 
Forty years have passed away, and no discriminating du-| The restrictive system’ of Great Britain has been pursued 
ties have ever been established. England has not relaxed} and followed up. She has doubled her restrictions upon 
her restrictive system; on the contrary, she has drawn its| us! she has riveted her fetters upon our commerce! Far 
bonds doubly tight. The increase of our tariff duties, | from relaxing in her high duties when we add to ours, she 
tenfold beyond the rate proposed by Mr. Madison, has| follows our example, and raises hers still higher! thus 
had no effect upon her restrictive system, except to tighten} producing a real contest for mutual mischief 1 thus 
it. And why? Why should five or ten per cent. alarm] carrying on against each other a war of retaliation which 
her then, and fifty, a hundred, two hundred, have no ef-| has no other result but to provoke new blows! 
“fect upon her now?. Because these tariff duties are indis-| T proceed to quote a few other names and opinions in 
criminate; they full upon all nations alike; and she can| favor of the discriminating system. They will be such 
carry the load as easily, and more so, than other nations. | names, and such opinions, as all America shall hear with 
Her commerce, though directly, is not relatively injured| reverence; and first I quote from President Washington, 
by it. She is not put behind any nation byit. She is still | and take his letter of October,. 1789, to Mr. Gouverneur 
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Morris, then. in England; written from New. York, 
Mr, Jefferson had been appointed Secretary. of State. 

«The commerce between the two countries you well 

‘understand. You are. apptised-of the feelings of the 

‘* United States-on the present-state of it; and you doubt; 
‘less. have heard, that, in the late session of Congress, a 
‘very respectable number ‘of both Houses were inclined, 
‘to discrimination of duties unfavorable to. Britain; and 
< that it would have taken.place but for conciliatory con-, 
f siderations, and the probability that the late change: in 
« our Government, and circumstances, would léad to more 
* satisfactory arrangements, . - * ies + E pr 

< This communication ought regularly to be made-to-you 
‘ by the Secretary of State; but that office not being at 
t present filled, my desire of.-avoiding delays. induces me 
* to make it under my.own hand.” : 

Tread next from Mr. Jefferson-—from his report, in the 
year 1793, upon the foreign. commerce of the United 
States. < Page sO ee $ 

“ Such being the restrictions on the commerce and na- 
* vigation of the United States, the question is, in what 
* way they may be best removed, modified, or counteract- 
“ed. As to commerce, two. methods occur. 1. By- 
* friendly arrangements with the several nations with 
* whom these restrictions exist; or, 2. By the separate act 
‘of our own legislatures ‘for countervailing their efforts. 
* There can be no doubt but that, of these two, friendly 
‘arrangement is the most eligible. * *  * Would 
‘even a single nation begin with the United States this 
* system of free commerce, it would be advisable to begin 
* it with that nation, since it is. one by one only that it can 
‘be extended toall. Where the circumstances of either 
* party render it expedient to levy a revenue, by way of 
‘ impost, on commerce, its freedom might be modified in 
* that particular, by mutual and equivalent measures, pre- 
* serving it in al] others. . * 0. #7 o% ki . z 
* But should any nation, contrary to our wishes, suppose 
* it may better find its advantage by continuing its system 
€ of prohibitions, duties, and regulations, it behooves us to 
* protect our citizens, their commerce and navigation, by 
* counter prohibitions, duties, and regulations, also. Free 
* commerce and navigation are not to be giyen in exchange 
* for restrictions and vexations; nor are they likely to pro- 
€ duce a relaxation of them.” 

Now for General Hamilton. Hear bim. 
the eleventh number of the Federalist. 

“ Suppose we hada Government in America, capable 
* of excluding Great Britain (with whom we have no treaty 
* of commerce) from all.our ports, what would be the pro- 
$ bable operation of this step upon her politics? Would 
‘it not enable us to negotiate, with the fairest prospect of 
* success, for commercial privileges of the most valuable 
‘and extensive kind, in the dominions of that kingdom? 
De. i * Such a point gained from the British 
* Government, and which could not be expected without an 
€ equivalent in exemptions and immunities in our markets, 
* would not be likely to have a corresponding effect on 
* the conduct of other nations, who would not be inclined 

sto see themselves altogether supplanted in our trade, 
: ‘i Let Americans concur in erecting one great 
American system, superior to the control of all trans- 
F atlantic force or influence, and-able to dictate the terms 

* of the connexion between the old and the new world,” 

„Such are the concurrent authorities in favor of the.con- 

stituuional design, and the national expediency, of esta- 
blishing discriminating duties. Has not experience proved 
the wisdom of this policy? Certainly it has, and the slight- 
est comparison between ‘our present and former situation 
will confirm what I say: ‘Take; for example, our rela- 
tions with England, and compare the duties of 1790 with 
those of 1832. The duty. on our tobacco, at that time, 
“was one shilling and three pence sterling a pound; it is 
now three shilhngs. ; 


L read from 


On rice, the dufy was then seven, 


before shillings and four pence the hundred weight; it is now fif- 


teen shillings. . Flour and grain were not admitted at that 
fime, until the pfice rose to. fifty shillings the quarter; 
they are not admitted. now until the price risés to seventy 
shillings... Beef, pork, and bacon were prohibited then; 
they are prohibited now... Such are the relative restric- 
tions. of the two. periods. on. our leading articles; it is 
thé.same-in minor ones... The fact is- incontestable, that 
the high tariff policy has failed to procure us better tnar- 
kets for‘our exports; on the contrary,” it-has injured: and 
deteriorated these markets; and this: being thé result of 
forty. years’ experience, the question comes. up. for the 
candid consideration of all reflecting men, whether the 
discriminating ‘policy--the policy of the constitution, and 
the policy of the fathers of the constitution—ought not now 
to be attempted. f 

And here, sir, we meet the question of domestic manu- 
factures, and of the substitution of a domestic fora foreign 
trade. We aretold that domestic manufactures will be 
prostrated, and the country covered with desolation, if 
the high tariff policy is touched; and we are further told 
that a home market willbe created, by persevering in that 
policy, superior to the foreign one, which may be lost by 
it. .Sir, it might be ananswer to this objection to repeat 
that the constitution was made to. promote foreign com-. 
merce, not to destroy it; that the exporting States have a 
right, under the constitution, to choose their own markets, 
and ought not to be subjected to the dictation of the manu- 
facturing States; but, as arguments drawn from that instru- 
ment have latterly fallen into disrepute, or insignificance, 
I shall make no further reference to it, and proceed to the 


practical view. of these two questions. i og oce a oo 
I consider the first of these questions. settled, 80 fat” as 
facts‘and:.reason. can settle any question.in, human. affairs. 


I consider the fact of the exportation of manufactures, of — 


nearly fifty varieties, and to. the value of. six millions of 
dollars, which now. go to foreign countries, and contend 
successfully with the manufactures of all nations, without 
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any protection at all, to be conclusive of the. question, of © 


their overthrow and prostration at home, by being reduc- 
ed to a revenue protection. I will, therefore, leave this 
question. where I placed it when I read the. list of our do- 
mestic exports of manufactured articles, and proceed to 
the second one, which involves an inquiry, into the truth 
of the position, that a perseverance in the high tariff policy 
is to create a domestic market, superior to.the foreign 
one which may be destroyed byt. 9.0. 3. - 2 : 

I propose to examine this latter question, chiefly in refer- 
ence to its bearing upon the West. This great region, is 
now rapidly advancing -to the foremost rank as an export- 
ing “section of this Union. Her domestic exports, for I 
speak of no other, from the port of New Orleans, for the 
year 1830, amounted to upwards of thirteen millions of 
dollars. The domestic exports of New York only amount- 
ed to about the same sum. The emporium of the West is 
then even with the London of America in that truest line 
of national wealth, the domestic exports. Compared. to 


other exporting ‘cities, she stands thus: Five millions: of ' 


dollars ahead of Charleston; ten millions ahead of Balti- 
more; ten ahead of Boston; eleven ahead of Philadelphia; 
and these disproportions are to increase in rapid progres- 
sion from this time forth. Such-an-export trade, from a 
country so young and so. thinly populated, announces a 
region of unbounded production, and of the. greatest fa- 
cility for sending her products abroad; and. such is. the 
fact. The West, sir, is capable of becoming the granary 
and the provision magazine of numerous nations. The 
extent of the region, and its. fertility of soil, display its 
capacity for production;,a hundred rivers, draining the 
area of an immense: circumference, bearing their tributes 
to the king of floods, and furnishing above forty thousand 
miles of inland navigation, display its capacity for foreign 


trade. - Thisregion must produce, and can send away, the 
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masses of provisions which myriads, in other’ climes, can 
alone consumé. “The course: of all her rivers; bearing 
south; the’position of New Orleans, always free from the 
embargo of tee, and her rapid-and regular communication 
with the country above, and the sea below, since the ap- 
plication’ of steam power to the propulsion of vessels, make 
that city the most favorable on this continent for an export 
trade. Thirteen millions of dollars worth of provisions, 
cotton, and tobacco, now leave that port annually, to find 
a foreign market. Seven or eight millions more, coming 
from the upper half of the valley, find their market in the 
Southern States and‘on the lower Mississippi; in all, about 
twenty millions: and. this with a young and thin popula- 
tion, which barely sprinkles the earth, anda slight cultiva- 
tion, which extends to one acre in fifty, and only half cul- 
tivates that one. cde od 
- Where are, and ‘where are to be, our markets for all 
those productions? We see those markets now, 1st, in the 
Southern States; 2d, in the West Indies; 3d, in some por- 
tions of South Atherica; and, 4th, inthe middle countries 
of Europe. “There we see our markets now. But we 
‘are told of a domestic market, to be created by domestic 
manufactures, and which is to make New England the su- 
perseder and the successor of the Southern States and of 
all foreign nations, in the purchase and consumption of 
Western prodtice. ‘Thisis what weare told! anda list of 
cattle driven’ into Boston, the invoices of some schooners 
carrying corn and flour into Rhode Island, and an adven- 
ture of wool into the same quarter, which has remained 
without imitation or repetition, are gravely exhibited to 
us as the proofs on which we are to surrender the com- 
merce of the world, and betake ourselves to the commerce 
of New England! Sir, I do not embarrass my argument 
with the consideration of these petty statistics, disputable 
in point of fact, and insignificant if ascertained. I look to 
greatdata: I view the question under large aspects, visi- 
ble to all mankiad, and decisive in their nature. I look, 
“first, to-the territorial extent of New England, a mere 
speck upon the map of our America! Ofthat speck, only 
the one-half engaged in manufactures, the other half en- 
gaged in producing provisions. Rhode Island, Connecti- 
cut, and Massachusetts are the manufacturing part of New 
England. ‘Their joint areas amount.to fourteen thousand 
square miles; just half the extent of South Carolina, which 
is itself just one-half the extent of Virginia, which is itself 
some fortieth part of the Southern and foreign market; 
the whole of which we are required to give up for this 
magnificent prospect in New England! ‘This is onc of my 
data; from which I draw the inference that the mannfac- 
turing districts of New England are incapable, for want of 
extent, to furnish the myriads of people who can consume 
the products of the West. 

My next great data is this: That, instead of being our 
customer, “New Englandis our competitor.in the provision 
trades “She exports great quantities of provisions herself. 
Her domestic: exports were six millions and.a half for the 

` last year: of which about one million was in fish; a conside- 
rable part in beefand pork; much in vegetables; and much 
in butter and cheese—two articles which I particularly. 
name because their exportation always implies a sufficiency 
of cattle at home. New England has advantages in her 
provision trade, which the West has not, in the use of fo-| 
reign salt free of tax. Her salt, free oftax, for the year 
1831, wasone million one hundred and thirty-one thousand 
five “hundred bushels; and has seldom been less in any 
_ preceding year, as the annual reports of the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury will show. New England then can take no- 
‘thing frotn-us inthe way of meat or vegetables. But she 
imports ‘corn and flour; she actually receives corn and i 
flour from thé coasts of Virginia and North Carolina! Yes, | exhibited for the future consumption of the products oi 
dréceive them long before the high tariff wasthought/ the great West, in the nutshell of New England. 1 look 
-of; and Will Gontinué to teceive them. after it ceases to-cx-|at the thing under other, and larger, phases. 1 look at it 
ist. . The first that she received, according to my reading, |under the aspects which God and nature present, and 


was about the year 1630, when the Plymouth colony sent 
down to the Jamestown colony to buy corn; and she has 
been at it ever since. Her high northern latitude pre- 
vents the’ raising of these articles at home; and she gets 
them in her coasting trade tothe South. But how much? 
Notthe hundredth part of what the lower part. of Virginia 
and Carolina have to spare! They can supply her amply 
with corn and flour, to say nothing of the neighboring 
parts of Pennsylvania and New York, which are them- 
selves national granaries of wheat. No, sir, New England 
can never purchase our provisions. Ifshe really took 
from us all that she could consume, it would amount to 
nothing in the mass of our productions, It would be no 
more than the nibblings of the mice at our barns and cribs, 
which we do not miss; and by no means equal to the de- 
predations of the Norway rats, which, in truth, affect us 
considerably. Boonlick alone would gorge her. 

A third: great data is the well known fact that New 
England takes no tobacco from us; and the whole heart of 
the West—(for Lam confining my remarks to the West)—- 
the whole heart ofthe West, upon an area of five hundred 
miles square; comprehending the finest parts of six States, 
is a tobacco-growing region. New England takes no part 
of this article. The Netherlands, the Hanse Towns, Eng- 
land, (to name them in the order of their importance in 
this trade, ) France, Spain, the coasts ofthe Mediterranean, 
and the shores of the Baltic sea, arc the markets for Amc- 
rican tobacco. Forcign markets alone furnish us parehas- 
ers for it; and, if deprived of that market, we must give 
up the cultivation of that great staple. 

A fourth great data, to prove the necessity of foreign 
trade, and the utter futility of the New England substi- 
tute, is the state of our hard moncy trade. New England 
will furnish us with no gold and silver; on the contrary, 
she takes it from us, and nothing else, in payment for her 
manufactures. Our acquisitions of specie all come from 
foreign trade. For even that portion which comes from 
the lower Mississippi and the Southern Atlantic States, is 
first obtained from foreign countries, in exchange for the 
cotton, the rice, and thé tobacco which is exported, The 
last ten years have furnished the Union with seventy-five 
millicns of hard money, imported from abroad. Not less 
than two hundred and forty millions have been imported 
since the establishment of the Federal Government. Mex- 
ico isour great fountain of supply; Great Britain and her 
dependencies stand second; the Spanish West Indies third; 
the South American States fourth; France and her depen- 
dencies fifth. Mexico alone furnishes more than half the 
annual supply! But how? for we send to her dominions 

ess than one million of our domestic productions! Sir, 
we obtain it by the circuitous operation of trade; by send- 
ing our productions to Europe, exchanging them for fine 
goods, and carrying these goods to Mexico. New Eng- 
land cannot supply the place of Mexico. and Peru, of Eu- 
rope and the West Indies, in furnishing us with hard mo- 
ney. ` Far from supplying us with that metal, she exacts 
it from us. “She gives us nothing but manufactured goods, 
and for these she will take nothing but hard moncy, or its 
equivaleñt; and herein lies one of the great evils of the 
high tariff system, and its hardest operation upon the 
West—an evil beyond that of the British colonial system; 
for the colonies could always pay for their goods from Old 
England in their provisions and raw materials: but the 
West must send money to New England! 

“No, Mr. President, I wash my hands of these Lilliputian 
statistics. I attach no consequence to the long list that 
was read to us of sheep and cattle driven into Boston, and 
the invoices of corn and flourimported into Rhode Island. 
I wash my hands of all the fine prospects which have been 
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which man can neither conceal nor‘alter. - I look at her In the products of the forest, = A192, 047 
under the:aspects òf territorial: extent--possible popula-} `- of the sea, - Š 1,726,270. 
tion—pursuits- of industry--and habits of trade; and say. of manufactures, - ~ 6,557,380 


~ Here; sir, is proof for you! Here is demonstration! 
Here is the logic: of the exact-sciences! Here is the true, 
working ofthe high tariff policy! And what does.it prove 
to‘you? “It proves that agriculture in the year 1830 is worth 
seven millions less: than in 1816; instead. of being worth 
one-third,. or seventeen millions more; that the productsof 
the forest—a kindred: product to -agticulture--are ‘three 
millions less in 1830 than:1816, instead:of being three mil- 
cause I wish to avoid disputation; and I know that [should lions:more; that the products of the sea; instead of declin- 
be suddenly told that the Wéstis to temove or overcome all jing like the others, have actually advanced near half a 
these obstacles of nature; her lands are to be a fund for | million; atid that the products of the manufactories have 
levelling mountains, and drawing out railways, and perfo- advanced upwards of threefold, from one million and 
rating the earth with canals! and so drawing off the com- |three-quarters to six millions and a half! This logic of 
merce of the West from New Orleans to Boston and New |figures puts to flight all the delusive theories which would 
York. Tleave out these views; because I know that after jeither deny the fact of a decline in our foreign commerce, 
the -West may: have been- despoiled of its lands for this jor attribute it to the diminution of money, and consequent 
object, the commerce of the great. valley will still. follow fall of prices. The produce of the high tariff States is 
the course of nature, and flow through the channels which not affected by those causes. The produce of the sea, 
God has created for if. It will still prefer down hill to 
up hill—down stream to up stream--a flowing river to a 
frozen ditch-——a magnificent steamboat toa narrow cage— 
a cheerful city, in a soft, delicious, salubrious climate, 
(for such is New Orleans in all the business months,) to 
the dreary regions, the ice-bound harbors, and the winter 
desolation of the Northeastern cities. 

The West needs foreign trade. . Why else did our an- 
cestors struggle under the Government of the confedera- 
tion to secure the free navigation of the Mississippi? Why 
else did the whole West rejoice at the acquisition of the: 
‘nouths of the Mississippi in'1803? But it is said that the 
introduction of the high tariff policy has not’ been injuri- 
ous to foreign trade. “I think otherwise; but let us avoid 
anarray of opposite opinions, and contradictory assertions, 


that the microscopic speck in ‘the Northeastern corner of 
our America, cannot farnish consumers: for Western pro- 
visions—cannot furnish purchasers for Western tobacco— 
cannot become the golden fountain of supply for the pre- 
cious metals. And I say this without reference to:the moun: 
tains which intervene, and the ice which forbids communica- 
tion when communication is alone wanted. I pretermit.all 
mention of these natural ‘obstacles of earth and climate, be- 


from the high-tariff States in the Northeast, sells as well as 
ever.. The produce of the manufactories,.too numerous 
to be detailed, especially after reading-a list of-them an 
hour ago, also goes from the same State, and is yastly in- 
creased. But the produce of agriculture, namely, beef, 
pork, bacon, flour, grain, cotton, rice, tobacco, ‘&c. &c., 
which goes from the Southern and Western States, is large- 
ly sunk in value; the produce of the forest, which goes 
principally from the same States, and consists of skins and. 
furs, of tar, pitch, rosin, and turpentine, of staves and shin- 
gles, hewn timber, masts, spars, boards, and other lumber, 
has also‘sunk in value.: Sir, there is no mistake in these 
figures! no erfor in these deductions! novroom for any di- 
versity of opition! ` The high tariff works alike, through- 
which decide nothing, and produce no results, and Jet us |outall its departments, and in every operation, at home and 
have recourse to the logic of facts which put an end to all {abroad. It is hurtful to the farmer and the planter; it is 
mistakes. Let usexamine this point upon evidence, and beneficial to the fisherman and the manufacturer. Jt sheds 
evidence of that character that no man may be permitted |the whole of its benign influences upon the Northeast; it 
to dispute it. I speak of the evidence of the custom-house [reserves all its baleful effects for the South and West! 
books, and will take’ two periods which will exhibit the} Several speakers, Mr. President, have read-to us the 
fairest state of the question., I will take the year 1816, [accounts of British oppression during our colonial vassal- 
which was the year of the commencement of the high tariff jage- They have shown that we were allowed to manu- 
policy; and the year 1830, which was two years after that facture nothing for ourselves, and were compelled to pur- 
system had attained its present maximum growth. In the chase the manufactures of the mother country. This was 
first of these years the export of domestic productions was {certainly a great oppression upon the-colonists, and de-. 
$64,781,896; in the second it was $59,462,029. Here-is {served their highest resentment; but in some respects tie 
a decrease of five millions, when there-ought to have been | present state of trade between the Westand the high tariff 
an increase of about thirty millions; for our population [States ison a worse footing forthe West than that ‘of the 
had increased one-third in the same time, and our country {colonists was-with the mother country. “In the first place, 
was at peace with all the world during the whole period; the colonists bought their manufactures from the mother 
and her foreign commerce should have beén as progres- {Country at a cheaper rate than we buy from the high tariff 
sive as her population. The diminution of forcign trade |States, especially in the essential articles of woollen goods. 
is then, in reality, about thirty-five millions; and that in |En the next place, the colonists paid in their own: produc- 
the short space of fourteen years. This is a striking view |tions, we in money. _ In the third place, the colonists fur- 
of the decline of foreign trade under the high tariff policy; ;nished the raw materials to be worked up in‘Englgnd, 
but it is by no means the strongest view which the case while the West furnishes scarcely any raw material for the. 
admits. That strongest view will be seen in. the dissec-|Northeastern manufactures, and many of them.employ fo- 
tion, or analysis, of our export trade for those years; an 
operation which will show that the decline has fallen, not 
generally upon all our exports, but partially and exclu- 
sively on the products of the earth—the products of the 
South and West—while the exports of the Northeast have 
actually increased during the same period. 

Here is the analysis: >”. 

In 1816, the domestic exports were: 


We have a very striking instance of this in a memorial now 
upon our tables from afirm of flax manufacturers near 
Philadelphia, It contains this remarkable sentence: ‘The 
manufactures your memorialists produce are-from foreign 
flax exclusiycly,and consist of shoe threads, tailors’ threads, 
twines, and flax and tow yarns entering-into other manu- 
factures, as checks, linens, carpeting; patent floor cloth, 


In the products of agriculture, -< $53,354,000 [boot webbing, and hair seating, which cannot be made 
of the forest,»  - 7,293,000 from the flax grown in this country, of a quality to answer 
of the-seay eS 1,331,000 | the purposes of the consumers.” Now, under the old co~ 
of manufactures, 4- -, - 1,755,000 Honial system; these manafacturers would have been oblig- . 


tn 1830, they were: : : ed'te use American flax, and to have paid Americans for 
In the products of agriculture, = $46,976,332 |it; but under our high tariff, they buy the flax from abroad; 


namely, fish, vil, whalebone, and spermaceti, which goes 


reign materials, to the exclusion of American materials. ` 


~ 
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and the high duties upon all the manufactures of flax, as} I mentioned before, and which, upon this subject, is the 
threads. and twines, checks: and linens, ‘carpetings and | law and the prophets with me: revenue, to the extent of the 
floor cloths,-boot webbing and hair seating, enables them| Government wants; protection as an incident to revenue. 
to sell the manufacture sufficiently high to enable themto| ` Sir, Ido not argue these points over again; nor do I go 
buy. the-foreign material, andthe people are. to. be delud-| further into the discussion for regulating foreign commerce 
ed.avith.the story that.this isa domestic manufactory! The] upon the principle of reciprocity, and establishing discrim- 
quantity of foreign flax imported into the United States| inating duties as a means of coercing or conciliating bene- 
in two years:after the tariff of 1828, and remaining in the] ficial treaties from foreign nations. I leave all these points 
country for consumption, was ninety-six thousand seven| to. their fate, to live or perish upon what has already been 
hundred and forty-two dollars worth; which, of course,|said. But there was a phrase used by General Hamilton, 
went into our. domestic manufactories. It is the same|and read to you some half hour ago, which I must be ex- 
thing with other articles; for-our custom-house books show | cused for bringing up again to the notice of the Senate. 
an import of foreign wool, since the tariff of 1824, to the] General Hamilton spoke. of the American system; and he 
value of. two million seventy-two. thousand one hundred |is the first individual, so. far as my reading extends, that 
and eighty-five dollars; of foreign hemp to the value of|ever pronounced that phrase. But in what sense did he 
three million five hundred and forty-one thousand sixjuse it? For the destruction of foreign commerce? think 
hundred and forty-two dollars; of foreign indigo to the; you! and the substitution of a delusive home trade, and 
value of four million eight hundred and thirty-five thou-| domestic. manufactures? No, sir! But for the preserva- 
sand seven hundred and sixty-seven dollars; of foreign raw | tion, the. extension, the promotion of foreign trade! to 
hides to the value of eleven million one hundred and se-{ exalt it to the highest point of prosperity! and that by a 
venty-two thousand seven hundred dollars; and of foreign | discriminating duty! This was General Hamilton’s idea 
furs to the value of two million seventy-seven thousand | of an American: system! This was the system, this the 
two hundred and thirty-five dollars: making, in the whole, | policy, which, inthe glowing language of that ardent man, 
an importation of foreign materials, in five articles alone, | was to enable us, not to cut the connexion, but to dictate 


to the amount of twenty-five millions of dollars, in the short 
space of six years, between the years 1824 and 1830. And 
this is the nett amount which remained in the country for 
consumption, after deducting the re-exportations. This 
immense sum has been paid to foreigners, instead of Ame- 
rican citizens; so that, in this respect, our trade. with the 
Northeastern manufacturers is on a far worse footing than 
that of the old colonists with Great Britain. But I trust 
that this hardship will soon be relieved, and that, in the 
modification of the tariff at the present session, the farm. 
ers and planters of the United States will be admitted 
into the benefits of the American system, and secured in 
the domestic supply of the raw materials to our domestic 
manufactories. I hope for this much for the farmers, and 
for the honor of the system. For nothing can be more 
absurd than to erect domestic manufactures upon foreign 


the terms of the connexion, between the old and. the new 
world, This it was which was to open to us the commerce 
of all nations, upon reciprocal terms. And this is the sys- 
tem with which President Washington directed Mr. Got- 
verneur Morris to warn England in 1789, and the fear of 
which, Mr. Madison . tells us, induced Mr. Pitt to bring 
this bill into Parliament for the relaxation of the British 
restrictive system above forty years ago. This is the sys- 
tem the success of which was believed to be infallible forty 
years ago. Is there the least reason to believe its success 
would fail now? So far from it, that success is still more 
probable. now than at that time.. Examine its operation: 
see its practical effect upon foreign Powers. We import 
linens from England, France, and Germany; each of these 
Powers takes tobacco from us, but with heavy duties or 
restrictions. We abolish duties on linens in favor of any 


materials; nothing -more contradictory than to. predicate | Power that will take our tobacco on moderate duties; and 
independence for goods upon dependence for materials | we leave a duty of six or eight per cent. on the linens of 
to make them out of; nothing more iniquitous than to give | those Powers that refuse. ‘Fhe result must be, that some 


to the manufacturers the home market of goods, and not 
give to the farmers the home market of raw materials; no- 
thing more insulting to the understandings of the people, 
than to call sucha one-sided monopoly an American system, 

The West, then, Mr. President, in common with all the 


agricultural portions of this Union, has a deep and direct, 


interest in the preservation and extension of foreign trade. 
If she looked to her interest alone, if she looked at the 
question under the single aspect of sclfish benefit, she 
would be an advocate*for unrestricted commerce with all 
the world. She would continue the cry, upon which she 
went to war twenty years ago, for free trade and sailors’ 
rights! But the West is not individual in her existence, 
nor egotistical in her policy. She is a sectional division 
of an extended confederacy; she belongs to a great politi- 
cal-system; she is subject to a duplicate form of Govern- 


one will enter into our arrangement; and if any onc does, 
‘the others must, or suffer a decline ina branch of trade 
which will be greatly to their own prejudice. Another 
‘example: we get coffee from Cuba, St. Domingo, and 
Brazil; all these countries take provisions from us, but 
loaded with duties beyond their value in the United States. 
Their coffee trade with us is indispensable. We are their 
jbest customer. A free trade in coffee with any one of 
them would compel the others to.relax in their high du- 
ties, and relieve our provision trade from oppressive bur- 
dens in the West Indies. I mention a few articles, and a 
few Powers only, by way of example; but the system which 
I recommend extendy to all Powers without exception, 
and to all the leading. articles on which we propose to 
abolish, or greatly reduce, our duties. Success seems to 
be certain; but if, not, what then? Have we lost any 


ment; and these conditions impose upon her obligations, |thing? No, sir; we are where we should be without the 
which neither duty nor patriotism permit her to disregard. jattermpt. And thisis the peculiar recommendation of the 
Her Government must be supported, and that support re- |discriminating system, that, while it proposes, and almost 
quires revenue; her independence must be maintained, makes sure of the greatest advantages, it exposes nothing 
and that independence requires a hpme supply of certain {to risk. RA ; . , 

articles, Foreign commerce presents the most conyeni-| Sir, this proposition for equivalents obviates the objec- 
ent subject for revenue, for the support of the Federal |tion to a repeal of duties on articles of luxury. Under 
Government; and the levy of that revenue may be made |the plan I propose, the repeal will be purchased, not grant- 
the means of encouraging the production of the essential |ed gratuitously; and the laborer that never uses a luxury 
articles which our independence requires to be made at | will have the benefit of the repeal of duty on all articles 
home.. Hence the necessity of qualifying the unlimited [of that description in the improved markets which it will 
freedom of trade, which our pecuniary interest might re- | obtain for his produce abroad. ; i 
quire; and hence, also, the measure of that qualification. | Sir, let no one object to the trial—-the experiment—ot 
And this, Mr, President, brings me back to a point which ! this system, upon a self-made prediction that it may not 
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succeed. Sinister predictions. are a very common, buta 
very miserable substitute for solid argument. They are 
insidious objections, often disgiuised in candor, founded in 
hostility. They aid the foreign Powers, by suggesting to 
them an adverse policy, and confirming them in schemes 
of counteraction., -Such predictions belong to the enemy,” 
or to those.feeble minds to:which every attempt is'an im- 
possibility, who-see defeat in every ‘undeftaking. Let 
such be content with their. own inactivity, without throw- 
ing cold water upon the ardor of others. Let the timid, 
“stand back. ‘They could-do'nothing if they tried. “Faint 
heart never won fair lady.”- Let the bold go forward. 
Let those try who have-the spirit of victory within them. 
I predict auspiciously for my country. I predict success, 
and the most beneficial conséqences, from a trial of the 
discriminating system. We can abolish sixteen millions 
of duties; we can set one-half our.commerce free; all Eu- 
rope wants a share in that free. trade; and every Power in 
Europe. will bid for it, and grant: equivalents for it, if not 
gratuitously abandoned to them, Why should we aban- 
don such a privilege? Why not avail ourselves of all our 
fair advantages? We hold a lever with which we can lift 
the commercial system of the world; we occupy a position 
which enables us to command the commerce of all nations— 
a position which, in the language of General Hamilton, ena- 
bles us to dictate the terms of the connexion between Ame: 
rica and Europe. Why refuse to work thatlever? Why 
forego the advantages of such a position? Why abandon forty 
milhons of free trade to the gratuitous enjoyment of foreign 
nations? Why not ask for equivalents? Why not ask for 
a reduction of sixteen millions of duties on our exports of 
grain and provisions, tobacco, rice, flour, &c. in return 
for a reduction of sixteen millions here upon the imports 
of silks and wines, linens and worsted stuff goods, coffee, 
&e., which we receive from foreign nations? Why not 
try the system of the constitution, in a conjuncture so fa- 
vorable, which may never recur again, when success is 
„now so certain, and the advantages so great?—-when the 
attempt exposes nothing to risk, and failure would leave 
all things just as they are? Task for a chance, and nothing 
but a chance. Iask itin the name of the constitution, 
and the good of the country. If we are defeated, let the 
defeat come from abroad. If the constitution cannot work; 
if its theory of regulating trade by discriminating duties 
ìs a fallacy; if the constitution is to fail in the main object 
for which it was formed, and without: which it would not 
have been formed, let it, at least, have a trial first. Let 
the failure be proved upon experiment, and not acknow- 
ledged upon anticipation. . But it will not fail. Authentic 
facts enable me to say it will not. France has actually 
began the system of discriminating duties with us. Ial- 


lude to the arrangement upon wines and cottons, which |’ 


the late treaty contains. Another Power, which Ido not 
name, for a reason which the Senate well understand, is 
now actually complaining that we do not begin the system 
with her; and that Power is one of our best customers for 
tobacco, and the very best customer. we have for rice. 
The. Governor General of the Swedish West Indies, from 
a third Power, made a visit to this city two years ago to 
propose the same policy between the Swedish West Indies 
and the United States; an instance which 1 cite, not for 
adoption to the extent he proposed, but to show the ge- 
neral feeling in favor of a just reciprocity in trade. Nor 
do I despair of England. © ‘The vast majority of her peo- 
ple, and a powerful minority in Parliament, have always 
been in favor of relaxation in her corn laws; the reform of 
the representation, now.in progress, is expected to effect 
that reform in legislation; and a circumstance just occur: 
red in England raises my expectation of its early success. 
It is the refusal of the titular Lord Milton to accept a peer- 
age, and go into the House of Lords, bécause he wishes to 
remain in the House of Commons ‘till the. corn laws are 


repealed, 


- Mr. President, 1 hope I have been fortunaté enough to 
make myself intelligible to the Senate. I certainly under- 
stand myself, whether others door not. I am an enemy 
to unnecessary taxation, and mean to vote. for reducing 
the revenue to the wants of. the Government: Tam an 
enemy ‘to.a public:debt, to its substance -as well as to its 
shadow, and mean to vote for relief from the burdens as 
well-as-relief from the-name. of our-present debt. -I am 
a friend to domestic ‘industry, aiid. intend to. give ita fair 
protection. under the‘ regular: exercise: ofthe revenue- 
raising power. Iam a friend to.a judicious tariff; in con- 
tradistinction to an injudicious, or apolitical, or a sectional 
one; and mean to have regard to every public interest— 
the farmer.as well as the manufacturer--the consumer as 
well as the producer—-the importer as well as. the ex- 
porter, in adjusting the future. scale of the. tariff duties, 
Above all, Lama friend to the cultivators of the earth, 
and mean to laborhard to give them some benefit from 
the reduction of the revenue, in lowering the price of 
land! and abolishing the tax on salt. For the rest, [am in 
favor of action, not words. Lam for going to work on 
the tariff bill, and ceasing’ to debate on the tariff resolu- 
tions. I'am in favor of dropping both’the resolutions be- 
fore us, and sending another to a. committee, directing 
that committee to bring in the whole tariff in one bill-—- 
every item now subject to duty; that we may take it up 
for decision, begin at the beginning, and go to the end;-al- 
tering what we can alter, and showing the result to the peo- 
ple, for their approval or condemnation. This is what I am 
now for; and for this purpose, E now conclude my speech, 
and offer you a resolution in amendment, or substitution 
of those which are now depending, [instructing the com- 
mitteee to which the subject should be referred, to report 
a bill embracing all the items on\which a reduction might 
be’ thought proper, either with or without fixing the rate . 
of duties on each article.] ` Erari, 
The Senate then adjourned, 


Frivar, Marcu 16.. - 


REFUNDING OF DUTIES. 


The bill to exempt imported merchandise in. certain 
cases from. the operation of the tariff law of 1828, was 
taken up in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. SILSBEE offered an amendment, that where any 
merchant or agent in a foreign country had made pur- 
chase of certain articles specified tobe imported into‘the ` 
United States, and where said purchase: was made in’ the: 
regular course of business before’ the:tariff act of 1828 
was known to said merchant or agent, ‘that said articles be 
exempt from the duty then laid upon them. ° ins 
Mr. S. supported the amendment, and éxplained the 
effect of the duty upon the commercial interest generally. 

Mr. CLAY said that the bill proposed a large appropria- 
tion, but involved principles more important, as it might 
establish a precedent of great influence in its consequen- 
ces. In order to enable the Senate to obtain a full view 
of the amendment and documents, and: have an opportu- 
nity carefully to examine.the subject, he moved to: lay 
the bill on the table, in -hopes that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would: move to have the amendment.and 
documents, which he had read, and-which-he considered 
satisfactory, printed for the use of the-Senate:’ . The bill 
proceeded on the principle that no part of the increased 
duty had entered into the price of the articles on which it 
had beenJaid and if that case could be fairly made out, - 
the petitioners might have an equitable claim to relief. 

The bill was laid on the.table, and the- amendment and 
accompanying documents ordered to be printed. 

i THE TARIFF. 


The. Senate then resumed the consideration of Mr. 
iCray’s resolution respecting the tariff. 
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journment, in opposition to the resolution. . 
The. Senate; than adjourned over to Monday.’ 


aguo lea Morpaxy, Marcu 19. ; ; 
“ Mt. DICKERSON, fromthe Committee on Manufactures, 
made a report :adverse to the’ reduction of the duty on 

„alum salt, concluding with a resolution that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. S i ae 

-The report and accompanying documents were ordered 
tobe printed. $ : eek 

E 7 THE TARIFF. 

‘The Senate again proceeded to. consider the following 
resolutions, submitted by Mr. Crax on the 9th January 
laste. pate. an a a Je Pee - 
`- Resolved, That the existing duties upor articles import- 
ed from foreign countries, and not coming into competi- 
tion with similar articles made or produced within the 
United States, ought to be forthwith abolished, except 
the duties upon wines and silks, and that they ought to be 
reduced... i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance report a bill 
accordingly. ` . 

Aud Mr. Haxyx’s amendment thereto, proposed on the 
16th of January, viz. ; A 
__., Strike out all after.the word * countries,” and insert as 
follows: sce . 

“© Bé so reduced that the amount of the public revenue 
shall be sufficient to defray the expenses of Government 
according to the present scale, after the payment of the 
public debt; and that, allowing a reasonable time for the 
gradual reduction of the present high duties on the arti- 
„cles coming. in competition with similar articles made or 
produced. within the United States, the duties be ulti- 
mately equalized, so that the duty on no article shall, as 
compared with the value of that article, vary, materially 
from the general average.” 

Myr. BIBB resumed, and concluded his remarks in op- 
position to the original resolution, and in favor of the 
amendment... 0% + : 

Mr. FORSYTH moyed to refer the whole subject to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

This motion was negatived, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Smith, Troup, Tyler, White,--18. 

NAYS.=~Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dickerson, Dud- 
ley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Johnston, 
Knight, Marcy, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Sils- 
bee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Wilkins.--22, 

Mr. HAYNE then called for a division of the question; 
and the.vote was first taken on striking out all of the 
original resolution. after the word ‘* Resolved,” by yeas 
and nayss and-negatived, as follows: 90-0. ; 

YEAS.—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, ‘King, Miller, Moore, Poin- 
dexter, Robinson, Smith, Troup, Tyler, White. —18. 

NAYS.—=Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man, Wilkins.—-23-. 2 - i i 

The PRESIDENT declared that the amendment of Mr. 

~Havxx was rejected, and, the original resolution adopted. 

Mr. WILKINS remarked that he had intended to pro- 
posë a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from 
“Kentucky; [Mr..Czax:] From the decision of the Chair, 
‘he did. not know-how he could effect his object. He 
would; for the present, moye to lay the subject on the 
table, and that the Senate 
executive: business. : 


proceed to the consideration of} - 


The Tariff. —Internal Improvements. — Remission of Duties. [Manca 19; 20, 21,1832, 


“Mr. BIBB, of Kentucky, spoke until the hour of ad-| gentleman from Pennsylvania could now propose his sub- 
z _ |stitùte, would-be by moving a reconsideration, of the vote 

just taken. 
{remove the difficulty. ` 


‘A postponement. of the subject would not 


Mr. WILKINS said it was proper:he should apprise 
the Senate that the amendment intended to be proposed 
by him would not vary the general principle assumed in 
the original resolution; he was only desirous that the reso- 
lution should be somewhat more definite. 

Mr. CLAY said, as the resolution was merely the asser- 
tion of a great federal or general principle, it was un- 
necessary to enter into details, untila bill should be re- 
ported, in conformity to that principle. The question 
would then be open for discussion, and the gentleman - 
from Pennsylvania would have an opportunity, by amend- 
ment, if necessary, to effect ahy object which might be 
decmed necessary, &c. 

Mr. FORSYTH moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the subject until the first Monday in May. 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. CLAY, WILKINS, 
and HOLMES; and before coming to a decision, on mo- 
tion of Mr. HOLMES, 

The Senate adjourned. . 


‘Feresa, Maren 20. 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. HENDRICKS asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Wabash river, and for the survey of the Kaskaskia and 
White rivers; and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, 

Mr. SMITH opposed this reference, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. ' 
. Mr. HENDRICKS said that he had, on a former occa- 
sion, moved to refer the resolution of inquiry and memo- 
rial on this subject to that committee; but the Senate had, 
on mature deliberation, decided to refer them to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, and he had, therefore, 
moved that this bill be referred to the committee having 
the other matters in relation to it under consideration. 

Mr. SMITH said that he believed this was the first 
time that subjects of this nature bad been referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals; and as the object was to 
benefit commerce, it more properly belonged to that 
committee. 

Mr. HENDRICKS replied that the bill for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi and Ohio rivers was referred 
tothe Committee on Roadsand Canals,ona former occasion. 

Mr. EWING said that there was a distinction between 
foreign commerce and internal improvement. “The for- 
mer subject came within the jurisdiction of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, but the latter being in fact for the iin- 
provement of a public highway, seerned more properly to 
belong to the Committee on Roads and Canals. As this 
bill provided for the improvement ‘of the internal commu- 
nication between the States, he was in favor of having it 
referred to the committee on that subject. 

After-some further remarks by Messrs. SMITH, HEN- 
DRICKS, and CLAYTON, the motion of Mr. Hex- 
pricks was agreed to. | 

Mr. BENTON asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill granting to the State of Missouri five hundred thou- 
sand acres of the public Jands, for the purpose of internal 
improvement within that State; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

The remainder of the day was spent on private bills and 
executive business. 


WEDNESDAY, Mancu 21. 
` REMISSION OF DUTIES. 
The bill from the House of Representatives for the re- 


Mr. KING suggested that the only mode.in which the | lief of Bishop Benedict J. Flaget, was read the second time. 
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from Virginia was quite libéral; and he’ hoped the ‘gentle- 
man from Mississippi would not again urge the objec- 
tion that organs might be required to‘ come duty freeat 


this was passed. When this.subject came up, there was 


{This was a bill-to remit the duties on certain paintings 
and furniture presented by, two foreign potentates to the 
Catholic church at Bairdstown, in Kentucky. rae 

Mr. CLAY said there was no necessity to. commit this 

pill, ‘and he hoped‘it would be:allowed to pass to a third 
reading. _ It was the same bill, and made the same provi- 
sion, as that introduced by him, and laid òn the table.’ 
This bill was reported from the committee“of the other 
House, and for the benefit of Bishop Flaget alone, with- 
out the amendment which-was offered to the bill laid on 
the table the other day forthe purpose of reconsidera- 
tion. - If the gentleman from Virginia chose to convert the 
other bill into a genéral appropriation for the benefit of 
churches, in similar cases, he had no objection. 

Mr. TYLER said, as the bill came from the other House, 
te should decline pressing the amendment proposed. 

Mr. POINDEXTER opposed the. bill as being uncon- 
stitutional, and having a tendency to establish a precedent 
that might lead to numerous applications for similar ob- 
jects. He cited the case of the bill granting land for the 
benefit of the church at Richmond, which was not approv- 
ed by President Madison, because it was contrary to the 
constitution to grant exclusive privileges to any religious 
sect or denomination. The churches that had imported 
organs might require the same privilege, if this was grant- 
ed. If they were imported for an individual, the duty 
might be remitted. 

Mr. KANE said there was a striking difference between 
this bill and the one with the amendment. This bill was 
for the benefit of an individual—the other for a particular 
church. It was ‘customary to grant privileges of this kind 
to individuals not at the head of a religious body, and he 
could see no reason why the fact. of his being a bishop 
should exclude him from the common privileges of other 
citizens. Books, paintings, &c. for the benefit of learn- 
ing and the fine arts, were admitted free, in many cases, 
for the encouragement of literature and the fine arts. 
‘These paintings were not objects of worship, but of or- 
nament, and the remission of the duty on them could not 
be considered as favoring any religious denomination in 
their worship, because they were hung upon the walls 
ofa cathedral, more than if they were placed in the Aca- 
demy of Fine Arts, in Philadelphia—to the latter of which 
this benefit had been extended. The object was simply 
to declare that, if a foreigner chose to make a donation of 
paintings to a person in this country, to be hung up in a 
church, or elsewhere, Congress would not discourage it 
by imposing a heavy duty upon the gift. “This was for the 
benefit of aH persons who chose to resort there to exa- 
mine them, and had nothing to do with religious privi- 
leges whatever. | ` as 

Mr. TYLER said that he was in hopes that he should 
have been permitted to remain silent after having with- 
drawn his proposed amendment, and that, for one single 
day, the subject of the tariff would have been allowed to 
rest unmolested. But the gentleman had thought proper 
to found his argument on this very subject, and this in re- 
ference to an organ imported when the tariff of 1816 was 
in force; and of course had nothing to do with the present 
duties. The gentleman had alluded to the bill for-the 
benefit of the church at Richmond. He had brought for- 
ward that measure, which-was based on the humane and 
sympathetic feelings which arose from the destruction of 
the Richmond theatre, and the loss of two hundred of the 
most respectable citizens of Virginia in that conflagra-|statement of the former practice of the. Senate, and the 
tion. If the gentleman had presented a similar measure, | parliamentary usage; but it had been found inconvenient, 
he would certainly support it on the same grounds. There jand productive of injurious consequences, and, therefore, 
was a difference between the purchase of articles and a|the Senate had decided that the custom should not be ad- 
freewill offering; and if the question was, which should jhered to. This decision had also been made in the popu- 
be entitled to the privilege of coming free of duty, he|lar branch of the State Legislature over which he had 
would say, the purchase which was already burdened with |formerly had the honor to preside; and this decision should 
a heavy price. | oe : F be valid until the Senate thought proper to reverse it. — 

Mr. CLAY said that the course taken by the gentleman! Mr. WILKINS said that his only object was to ascertain 

Vou. VIH. —38 ` í 


no doubt that the gentleman would play the tune to it. . 
With respect to the paintings, they néver would have 
been brought to the United States but for the benévo- 
lence of foreigners, as Bishop Flaget was unable to pur- 
chase them himself. The gentleman’ objects to the bill, 
because President Madison decided that it was not consti- 
tutional to pass laws in favor of religious denominations. 
But, in that case, the object was to Obtain the’ rights of 
pre-emption for the benefit of the church. The very 
term pre-emption implies privilege. But this is the case 
of an individual, and the gentleman admits that, if he was 
nota bishop, he would be entitled to this: benefit; anid is 
the gentleman prepared to say that a person at the head 
of a religious denomination shall be deprived of that which 
he would be entitled to as a private citizen? Can‘it be 
doubted: that President Madison would have sanction- 
ed this bill, if it had been offered to him when President? 
What, sir, are we to refuse that justice to a man because 
he is of a religious denomination, which he would be enti- 
tled to if he was of no religion? This seems to bea pe- 
culiar favorite principle with some of the foreign Govern- 
ments, but not of our own. Already has Congress passed 
bills remitting the duties on vestments, and other furni- 
ture, for churches. This looks more like favoring religion 
than to remit the duty on paintings, which are more for 
the encouragement of the fine arts than religious worship. 
Bibles have been admitted free of duty. for the encourage- 
ment of the Baltimore Bible Society; and. there are eight 
or ten cases on record of precisely the same principle, 
where Congress has remitted the duty on imported arti- 
cles.» Mr. G. concluded with the remark that he hoped 
the gentleman would agree to the measure, and, if not, he 
should cheerfully acquiesce in the decision of the Senate. 

After some further remarks from. Messrs. BENTON 
and POINDEXTER, the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing--yéas 26, nays not counted. i 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. WILKINS rose to inguire whether the amendment, 
which be had before given notice that he should offer to 
the resolution of Mr. Crax, on the subject of the. tariff, 
would be precluded if not offered at this time. He wish- 
ed to ascertain whether the decision of the Senate, dis- 
pensing with the parliamentary custom of precluding-fur- 
ther amendments, after a motion to strike out the whole had 
failed, was considered as valid, or whether he should have 
to move a reconsideration in order to attain his object. 

Mr. KING (then in the chair) said that, in 1824, an ap- 
peal on a question of order had been made to the Senate, 
which had, in direct opposition to all parliamentary rule, 
determined to amend, after-having refused to strike out. 
Since that time, cases of the same kind had occurred; and 
the practice, supposed to have been settled by that deci- 
sion, had been acquiesced in. The Chair was decidedly 
of opinion that, without this precedent, directly. contrary 
to all rules of parliamentary practice, both in England 
and in the two Houses: of Congress, an amendment to the 
resolution, after the refusal of the Senate to strike out any 
part of it, would not be in drder. . 
Mr. HAYNE agreed that the Chair was correct in his 
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the sense of the Senate on the subject. 
to bim which way it.was decided. He should. not press 
the subject further: than to. prevent his being precluded 
from offering his amendment in any shape. maa 
. After some further remarks from the Craxm, - ? 

M LY. s t discuss the ques- 
tion,. but. merely, to ‘state his opinion of 
the course to. be pursued. He was of the opinion that 
the motion to strike out, offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and decided-in the negative, did not pre- 
clude any other amendment which might be offered. He 
did not consider that this decision, in effect, adopted’ the 
resolution; and if the amendment to be proposed was dif- 
ferent in its nature from the one negatived, it was unques- 
tionably proper to admit it: He spoke with great defer- 
ence to the opinions -of other gentlemen, having more 
experience in the practice of the Senate; but, according 
to all the proceedings of legislative bodies with which he 
was acquainted, he considered that the resolution was still 
open to amendment. © ; . 

After some further remarks by Messrs. WILKINS and 
MILLER, the subject was laid on the table. 

‘The following resolution was submitted by Mr. WAG- 
GAMAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to 
the State of Louisiana 500,000 acres of the public land, 
to. aid the said State in keeping open the watercourses 
communicating with the Mississippi, and for such other 
objects as may be considered of public utility. 

Mr. POINDEXTER offered a resolution of inquiry. re- 
lative to a grant of 500,000 acres of land to the State of 
Mississippi, for purposes of internal improvement. 

On motion of Mr. MARCY, the unfinished business of 
yesterday was laid on the table, and the Senate went into 
executive business; and, after spending some time therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


Mr. CLAY. said. that-he did not rise to 


Taurspay, Marcu 22. 


After the usual morning business, 

Mr. WILKINS asked of the gentleman from Delaware, 
[Mr. Craxton, ] whether he was willing to take up the ap- 
portionment bill at this time. It was:a subject of great 
interest to the country, and the Legislatures of many 
States were waiting a decision; and therefore he was anx- 
ious that the subject should be disposed of as soon as it 
could be done conveniently. 

Mr. CLAYTON had no objection to having the question 
decided at-any time when the Senate was full; but, as it 
was a question of great importance to the country, and 
one in which every member should have an opportunity 
to record his vote, he would observe that his colleague, 
together with some other members, were absent, who 
were desirous. to -be present when the final question was 
taken, and who would be in their places in'a few days. 
He hoped, therefore, that the gentleman would not press 
the subject.at this time. Pd 

After some debate by Messrs. WILKINS, WEBSTER, 
MARCY, BUCKNER, CLAYTON, SMYTH, FORSYTH, 
FOOT, and HOLMES, the question was put on taking up 
the bill, and decided in the negative by a large majority. 


THE TARIFF. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
on the subject of a reduction of the duties on imports—— 
the question being on Mr. Forsyra’s motion to postpone 
‘the subject until the 1st of May next; which motion Mr. 
F.,.at.the request of several gentlemen, withdrew. 

Mr. SPRAGUE addressed the Senate as follows:1 had 
not intended, said he, to participate in the discussion of 
this resolution, and should have persevered in my deter- 
mination to give a silent vote, had I not yesterday received 
certain resolutions of the Legislature of Maine in relation 


the propriety of|the whole Union. 


„It was immaterial|to the tariff, which render it proper that I should submit 


afew remarks. ba, tee 

When we enter these walls we. take a solemn oath, as 
representatives of the. people, binding upon. our con- 
sciences individually: it is to support the constitution of the 
United States; and our duties under it have reference to 
on. - Every représentative of the people 
here, duly impressed with the responsibilities of his sta- 
tion, must receive the instructions of other representatives 
of the people, in the State Legislature, with the most de- 
ferential respect, and a sincere and anxious desire to 
act in accordance with them. If, unfortunately, this 
should conflict with his. previous opinions, he should, 
with singleness of heart, and with the utmost care and 
deliberation, re-examine and reconsider the subject, with 
the hope of arriving at a harmonious result. To desire 
this, he has every. inducement of official obligation and 
personal convenience; and nothing but the most solemn 
convictions of disinterested public. duty should ever in- 
duce him to decline a literal conformity with such expres- 
sions of legislative opinion. , But yet he may be constrained 
to do so by the highest obligations to the whole people, and 
the. most. sacred moral duty to his conscience and his God. 

On the present occasion, I have the satisfaction to be- 
lieve that I shall be able to concur in the substance, if not 
in the form, of these resolutions. 

Their substantial object appears to be— 

1. To reduce the revenue from imposts to the proper 
expenditures of Government. 

2. Soto adjust the duties as tu benefit the laboring 
class. And 

3. To modify the tariff law of 1828. 


REDUCING THE REVENUE. 


As to the first, I have long been, and am still, decided- 
ly, in favor of a reduction of duties. Years since, as a 
member of the Finance Committee of the other House, I 
exerted myself to accomplishit, in relation to some of the 
most important articles contemplated by the resolution of 
the member from Kentucky, (Mr. Cray.] 

It seems now to be generally agreed that the revenue 
ought to be diminished;—but how? in what manner? 
That is the question. 

On the one side, we have the resolution of the member 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Cxax,} and on the other, the pro- 
position ofthe senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Haxyp.} 
The former preserves the protective principle, and pro- 
poses legislation with a view to aid domestic industry and , 
American products; the latter discards and rejects such 
protection as no legitimate object of any system of im- 
ports, denouncing it as utterly unconstitutional. 

It is now even insisted that, in imposing duties primarily 
for revenue, we have no right to have any regard to their 
incidental effect in encouraging domestic manufactures, 
which until recently has never been denied. 

I shall not go at large into the constitutional question, 
but suggest a few considerations. 

The right to lay imposts, and to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, is given in express, uncquivocal 
terms, The letter of the constitution clearly confers the 
power to vary imposts and commercial regulations at plea- 
sure. But it is insisted that it was never within the con- 
templation of the framers of the constitution, that the 
power thus conferred was to be used for the purpose of 
aiding or protecting any occupation or branch of industry 
in our country; and that such exercise of it is, therefore, 
against its original spirit and intention. > 

The history of the times, anterior and subsequent to the 
adoption of the constitution, shows this assertion to be 
utterly groundless. 

After. Great Britain had acknowledged our indepen- 
dence, she put in full force against us the system of pro- 
tection and inhibition, by which our ships were to be 
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excluded from her ports, while British vessels were freely 
admitted:to. ours; and. we were to-purchase her manufac- 
tures of all kinds, while’ ‘she, in, effect, prohibited the 
greater portion of our productions, receiving such only 
as were of indispensable. necessity. to her- prosperity. 
Thus, after as before the revolution, the rich streams: of 
_our industry were to .be directed into British-channels, to 
exhaust our: resources. and swell. her wealth. She had 
indeed ceased: hostilities by arms, but she substituted a 
war-upon our trade, by restrictions and commercial regu- 
lations. - Against this species of attack the United States 
were defenceless. The confederation. had no power to 
impose duties or regulate commerce; and could not, there- 
fore, counteract the deadly influence of foreign legislation. 
Several of the States, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Pennsylvania, and others,- attempted to protect them- 
selves by acts of their own: Legislatures; but they: were 
rendered nugatery by the omission of neighboring States 
to co-operate. in one system. Massachusetts, for. example, 
imposed restrictions upon the productions of foreign na- 
tions; but while they were received freely into all the 
ports of Rhode Island and Connecticut, their imposts were 
utterly vain and inefficacious. It was soon perceived, that 
to defend ourselves successfully against this insidious 
hostility to our trade and industry, we must have recourse 
to the same means which had been so triumphant against 
the assaults: of open force—the creation of a common 
power to bring into exercise the concerted and united 
energies of all the States, and, by an uniform system, to 
meet adverse legislation by counter legislation, to oppose 
restriction to restriction, and interdict to interdict. The 
first idea was to invest the confederation with. this power, | 
and measures were taken with this view; but it was soon 
perceived that additional strength, for other important 
purposes, was also necessary; and, instead of attempting a 
mere amendment of the articles of confederation, a new 
and General Government was established, with enlarged 
powers. A primary, if not the principal cause, which 
conduced to the formation of our present constitution, 
was this very purpose of giving efficient protection to our 
own citizens in the pursuits of their industry, against the 
unfriendly and injurious restrictions of foreign nations. 
And pursuant to this design, the first Congress of the 
United States, immediately upon the organization of the 
new Government, framed laws, with express and avowed 
reference to the advancement and protection of American 
products and pursuits; and those acts, or others having in 
view the same object, have been in full operation from 
that time to the present moment. ` 

The positions which f have assumed, and the sketch now 
presented, are fully. sustained by the documentary history 
of the early ages of the republic. shall offer to the Se- 
nate but a small part of the abundant evidence which 
might be adduced. 

The attempts of Massachusetts to counteract the de- 
structive effects of foreign discriminations having been 
defeated by the non-concurrence of the other States, many 
of her citizens presented a petition to the continental 
Congress, at the head of which was the signature of John 
Hancock, that glorious name which, in bold and command- 
ing characters, was the first affixed to the declaration of 
American independence, and which will ever be held in 
grateful and reverential remembrance by the friends of 
liberty throughout the world. That memorial breathed 
the following language: - > : 

‘* Your petitioners observe, that the ships and. commo- 
‘dities of that nation, whose insidious conduct has long 
‘ been the object of our peculiar jealousy, are received in 
‘our ports under -the same adyantages with our own, 
‘ while our navigation, in return, is discouraged by every 
‘ possible embarrassment; and our exports, on their part, 
‘ are either prohibited, or, if admitted: to-their ports, are 
‘loaded with the most rigorous exactions. ` Im proof of 


* our assertions, we need only point the attention of Con- 
< gress to the enormous duty on our rice, oil; ‘and tobacco; 
€ to the principle and spirit.of their navigation laws; or to 


‘a bill-Jately agitated in. the British Parliament, which. 
‘now, most probably, has the: sanction of a law, for the: 
€ support: and: encouragement of their American fishery, 
to the direct prejudice ‘of ours, and.is intended to: derive 


* that benefit from. these States, which, in.our apprehen- 
‘ sion, and on-their principles, ought only tobe permitted ` 
© imour own bottoms.. : + : FO 3 K 

-. Impressed: with -these ideas,” you! 


etitioner' ; 


pet _ beg 
leave to:request of the very august body:which they now 
-* have the honot to address, that the numérous impositions 


t of the British.on the trade and ‘exports of these: States, 
‘may be forthwith contravened by similar expedients on 
‘our part; else, may it please your excellency and honors, 
‘the commerce of this country, and, of consequence, ‘its 
‘wealth, power, and. perhaps the. Union. itself, may be- 
“come victimsto the artifice of a nation, whose arms have 
€ been in vain exerted to accomplish the ruin of America.” 

The Legislature of Pennsylvania, near the same period, 
passed the following resolutions, in consequence of peti 
tions from the citizens of: that States c 5 20 c.i 

“ Resolved, ‘That: it is the: opinion of this House, that 
‘the privilege, in the degree hitherto ‘retained: by ‘the 
‘States individually, of controlling and regulating their 
‘own trade, is no longer compatible with the general 
‘interest and welfare of the United States; reason and 
‘experience clearly evincing that such privilege is pro- 
«ductive of mutual inconveniences, and injurious among 
“ourselves; and that the systems of several: nations, by 
‘which our merchants are excluded from the: most bene» 
‘ficial branches of commerce, whilst the whole-of ours‘is: 
‘laid open to’ them, cannot be’ consistently. or effectually — 
‘counteracted, but by a unity of councils in the great re-" 
‘presentative body of the United States. age) A Bees 

* Resolved, therefore, That’ Congress’ be requested to 
£ devise such a system-of commercial powers, as they ought 
‘necessarily to be invested with, to be recommended to 
“the States; and that Congress be assured of finding the 
* most suitable. disposition on the part-of Pennsylvania to 
‘comply therewith.” i 

In 1784, Congress adopted, the report of a committee.: 
holding the following language, with reference to thè: 
hostile legislation of the British Government: ~ eeu 

“It would be the duty of Congress, as it is.their’ wish, 
‘to meet the attempts of Great Britain with similar re- 
‘strictions on her commerce; but their powers on this 
‘head are not: explicit, and propositions. made by the 
‘ Legislatures of the several States render it necessary to 
‘take the general sense of the Union on this subject. 

*¢ Unless the United States in Congress assembled shall’ 
‘be vested with powers competent to the. protection of 
‘commerce, they can never command reciprocal advan- 
‘tages in trade; and without these, our foreign commerce 
< must decline, and eventually be annihilated. - Hence it is 
‘necessary that the States should be explicit, and fx on 
‘some effectual mode by which foreign commerce, not 
‘founded on principles of equality, may be restrained.” 

And consequently, in July, 1785, a report was made by 


another committee of the continental Congress, of. which 


Mr. Monroe was chairman, recommending that the arti- 


cles of confederation be so amended.as to confer addi- 
tional strength; and that a letter be addressed to the 
Legislatures of the several States, showing the principles 
upon which the alterations were proposed. ` The follow- 
ing isan extract from the epistle thus. recommended: 


$s The common principle upon which a friendly cóm- 
‘mercial .intercourse-is conducted between independent 


nations, is, that of reciprocal advantages; and, if this is 


‘not obtained, it:hecomes the duty of the losing party to 
‘make such further regulations, consistently: with the 


“faith ‘of: treaties, as will remedy the evil and secure its 
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‘interests. If, then, the: commercial regulations. of any 
‘foreign Power, contravene the-interests of any particular 
‘State; if-they refuse admittance: to its produce ‘into its 

ports; upon: the same. terms that ‘the State admits its 
‘manufactures here, what. course. will it take toremedy 
‘the-evjl2:If itmakes’ similar. regulations to counteract 
‘those. of. that Power, by reciprocating the disadvantages 
‘which it feels, by impost or otherwise, will it produce 
‘the desired effect?. What operation: will it have upon 
‘the neighboring States? Will they enter into similar rè- 
‘gulations, and make it common canse? -On the contrary, 
‘will they not, in pursuit of the. same local policy, avail 
‘themselves of this circumstance, to turn it to their par- 
‘ticular advantage? : Thus, then, we behold the several 
‘ States taking. separate measures in pursuit of their par- 
‘ticular interests. in opposition to the regulations of fo- 
‘reign Powers, and. separately aiding those Powers to 
‘defeat the: regulations of each. other: for, unless. the 
‘ States act together, there is no plan of policy into which 
‘they can separately enter, which they will not be sepa- 
‘ rately-interested to defeat, and, of course, all their mea- 
‘sures must prove ‘vain and abortive.” 

_ The palpable necessity of strengthening the confedera- 
tion led to various discussions, propositions, and resolu- 
tions, which resulted in the establishment of our present 
constitution. The new Government was to have been 
organized on the4th: of March, 1789; buta quorum of, 
both branchés.of the National Legislature did not assem- 
ble-antilthe 6th day of April. The first petition pre- 
sented to the House was-on Saturday, the 11th of that 
month, **from.the tradesmen, manufacturers, and others, 
‘of the town of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, 
‘praying an imposition of such duties on all foreign arti- 
‘cles which-can be made in America, as will give a just 
‘and decided preference to the labors of the petitioners;” 
‘tand that there may be granted to them, in common 
< with other manufacturers and mechanics of the United 
‘States, such relief as, in the wisdom of Congress, may 
‘appear. proper.” 

sit was. referred toa Committeé: of ‘the Whole, into 
which:the House was: immediately resolved, and their re- 
port, in the following language, was forthwith adopted: 

“Resolved, That.it is the opinion of this committee 
‘thatan act ought to pass for regulating the collection of 
‘imposts and tonnage in the United States.” 

“ Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pursuant 
‘to the said resolution.” : 

The second petition to the House, and which was pre- 
sented ón the Monday following, was from the shipwrights 
of the city of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, 
praying for .‘‘such. measures, in a general regulation of 
‘trade and the establishment. of a proper navigation, as 
‘will tend to-relieve the particular distresses.of the peti- 
*tioners, and, in common with them, those of their fel- 
‘low-shipwrights throughout the United States.” 

The first act passed by Congress was to regulate the 
administering of the oaths necessary to the constitutional 
organization of the Government. The second was to 
impose duties upon foreign goods. It contained the fol- 
lowing preamble: i 

‘< Whereas itis necessary for the support of Govern- 
* ment, for the discharge of the debts of the United States, 
‘andthe encouragement and protection of manufactures, 
‘that. duties be laid on. goods, wares, and merchandises 
‘ imported.” ep 

Jt contained a discrimination in favor. of importations 
in American bottoms. f 

-The next, being the third act of the first Congress, was 
also passed with the most. unequivocal reference to the 
protection of. American industry. It imposed a tonnage 
duty of fifty. centa: upon foreign vessels, and of six cents 
only upon odt own. > > 

Mr: Madison:has been justly ‘denominated the great 
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constitutional lawyer of this country; and, perhaps, no 
män: was ever more profoundly versed in the principles, or 
thoroughly imbued with the spirit, of the ‘constitution; 
and in its construction, no name, except that of Washing- 
ton himself, would carry amore preponderatory influence. 
He was a member of the first Congress, and a most zeal- 
ous and efficient advocate of the measures of protection, 
speaking with glowing indignation of the restrictive policy 
of Great Britain, and in strong and energetic terms of the 
right and duty of this Government to counteract it, and 
declaring that the. constitution was. formed for- that 
purpose. . The following is an extract from one of his 
speeches: : ` i 

t We have now the power to avail ourselvés of our 
‘national superiority, and I am for beginning with some 
‘manifestation of that ability, that foreign nations may be 
‘taught to pay us that respect. which they have neglected 
©on account of our imbecility. ` This language, and these 
‘sentiments, are the language and sentiments of our con- 
‘stituents; the great political revolution now brought 
‘about by the organization of the new Government, has 
‘its foundation in these sentiments. Sensible of the sel- 
‘fish policy which actuated a nation long disposed to do 
‘all she could to discourage our commercial operations, 
‘the States singly attempted to counteract her nefarious 
‘schemes; but, finding their separate exertions ineffec- 
‘tual, with a united voice they called for a new arrange- 
‘ment, constituted to concentre, conduct, and point their 
‘t powers, so as to obtain that reciprocity which justice 
‘demands. The arrangement has taken place; and though 
‘gentlemen may contend that we are not at this moment 
“prepared to use it in the latitude I could wish, yet let 
them concur in doing what shall indicate that on a pro- 
‘per occasion we dare exert ourselves in defeating any — 
‘measure which commercial policy shall offer, hostile to 
‘the welfare of America.” —. 

On the 7th of May, 1789, he uttered the following 
language: . , 

t Iam amazed, sir, when I consider how, in consequence 
‘of her regulations, the whole proceeds of American ship- 
‘ments are drawn into the vortex of the British treasury. 
‘Sir, this preponderation ought not be. It is in our 
‘power to effect an alteration. The productions of our 
* country are more necessary to Great Britain, and the rest 
‘of the world, than those of the world at large, or the 
‘manufactures of Great Britain, are tous.” 

How could he have expressed himself more clearly and 
strongly as to purpose of the formation of the new Go- 
vernment, and the consequent duty of its members. ` 

President Washington, in his address to both branches 
of Congress, in January, 1790, recommended agriculture, 
commerce, and manufactures to their attention: the House 
of Representatives ‘* Ordered, That it be referred to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and report to this 
‘House a proper plan or plans, conformably to the re- 
* commendation of the President of the United States, in 
‘his speech to both Houses of Congress, for the encou- 
‘ragement. and promotion of such manufactures as will 
‘tend to render the United States independent of other 
‘nations for essential, particularly for military, supplies.” 
In obedience to which, General Hamilton, then Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury, a member of the cabinet, under the eye 
of Washington himself, prepared and presented to Con- 
gress his celebrated and elaborate report upon the subject 
of manufactures, recommending, by strong facts and un- 
answered reasoning, their encouragement by national 
legislation. 

In obedience to a resolution of the House of Represen- 
tatives of February, 1791, Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary of 
State, made his able and admirable report upon the com- 
merce of the United States, in which he decidedly recom- 
mends the system of counteracting protection. In one 
place he expresses himself thus: 
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“But should any nation, contrary to-our wishes, stip- 
‘ pose it may better find its advantage by continuing its sys- 
‘tem of prohibitions, duties,and regulations, it behooves us 
tto protect our citizens, their commerce and navigation, 
‘by counter prohibitions, duties, and regulations, also. 
‘Free commerce and navigation are not td be given in ex- 
‘change for restrictions dnd vexations: nor are they likely 
‘to produce a relaxation of them.” ~ : : 

Again: : tS ee cae: 

“1. Where a nation ‘imposes high-duties on our pro- 
t ductions, or prohibits them altogether, it may be proper 
t for us to do the same by theirs; first burdening or exclud- 
“ing those productions which they bring here, in éompeti- 
‘tion with our own of the same kind; selecting next such 
‘manufactures as we take from them in greatest qiantity, 
‘and which at the same time we could the soonest furnish 


‘to ourselves, or obtain from other countries; imposing on | - 


t them duties, lighter at first, but heavier and heavier af- 
‘terwards, as other channels of supply open,” &c. 

Sir, I might heap authority upon authority, and extract 
upon extract, until I should fatigue the Senate. Our 
whole legislative history abounds with them. The fram- 
ers of the constitution, its contemporaneous expositors, 
those who were earliest called upon to execute its provi- 
sions, the pre-eminent statesmen of the earliest days of the 
republic, never for a moment doubted that it contained 
this fostering and protective power for the advancement 
of American industry. Indeed, it was known, felt, and 
avowed, that this was one of the great leading objects of 
its creation, which it was the solemn duty of Congress. to 
keep constantly in view, and which they could never neg- 
lect, and be innocent. l 

The States had by the first article of thë constitution ex- 
pressly divested. themselves of the right to protect their 
own products by imposts upon foreign importations. No 
one even now contends that the States individually have this 
power. ‘They did possess it before, under the confedera- 
tion. Why did they renounce it? .Can any man scridusly 
deny that it was in order that it might be vested in the 
General Government, to be more efficaciously exercised? 
The war of commercial restrictions, waged by Great Bri- 
tain, was severely felt by many of the States. “They found 
themselves incapable of effectual resistance, by repeated 
efforts, and therefore concentrated all their powers in the 
General Government: and now, shall that Goverpment, 
having become the depository of all their arms, and their 
whole means of defence, leave them, naked and unarmed, 
exposed to the attacks of their enemies? Is there not the 


same necessity now for resisting the commercial hostility | - 


of Great Britain, that there was in 1789?" Is not her sys- 
tem of restrictions and prohibitions in full and vigorous 
operation? Will she receive a single article from us, that 
she can dispense with? Will she admit into her ports any 
of the staples of the Northern, Middle, or Western States?— 
our corn or grain, our beef or pork, our fish or lumber-— 
any of our vegetable or animal food, the produce of the 
seas, the forest, or the soil? We know that she will not. 
And can it be believed that while this hostile system contin- 
ues, on the part of foreign nations, to counteract which was 
a special and prominent object of the formation of our con- 
stitution, that this Government is to be preserved by aban- 
doning those measures of defence which have been in 
operation, with such wonderful success, from the dawn of 
its existence? That the States, who have bound thèm- 
selves for the express purpose of common, united protec- 
tion, under the broad and. ample shields of the Union, will 
now permit that ægis to be withdrawn, themselves to be 
divested of their panoply ‘of‘defénce, and that the liga- 
ments which bind their limbs°from separate action shall 
still continue all in their tension? © «°° i 3 
Sir, we always have had; ànd; so long’ as. other nations 
shall persevere in their présent® policy, we must have, | 
some system of protection for our industry. The true 
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question is, what it shall be, and to what extent it shall be 
carried. eae : a > 3 see A s = ee 3 
And this problem, the adjustment of a tariff, is one of al- 
most infinite and inconceivable difficulty.” It involves the, 
most profound principle of political economy, the most 
comprehensive views of civilized society, the most extend- 
ed knowledge of the productions of nature, and the minut- 
est details of the diversified and multittidinous occupations 


I consider the resolution now beforé'us as substantially’ 
involving only the question of protéction or no protection; 
tariff, or no tariff; ‘and that the mode and manner is to be’ - 
discussed and decided when proper bills shall be intro- 
duced: In this ‘aspect of the subject, therefore, I shall 
ask your attention only to a few general principles. — * 


BENEFITING THE LABORING CLASS. 


In any and every adjustment of the tariff we should’ ex- 
ercise a. primary regard to the interests’ of the laboring 
class of the community... We must all feel and know our 
obligations to, and dependence upon, thém. There is not: 
a member of either House of Congress from the North, 
who does not owe his seat here to that body of men, and 
to them is his highest responsibility. Weare emphatical- 
ly the representatives of labor, and should never for a 
moment be unmindful of our solemn duty to aid and ad- 
vance its interest. But in what manner is this desirable 
end to beattained? Thisis the problem in political science, 
which we are called upon to solve. . 

The first, all-important, means is to furnish employ- 
ment—the next is to make labor as productive as practi- 
cable. . | ; f E i a 

` The object of a tariff should be-- 

1. To give employment to’those who would 
be without it. ; a Da wie” 

2. To make labor.more productive and more profitable. 

The Jaw which accomplishes tbis is beneficial. a 

On the other hand, ariy system, or want of system, which 
throws out of employment those who would otherwise be 
occupied, or changes labor from the more profitable to 
the less productive branches, is so far injurious. _ ; 

I say, sir, that the primary and most important of all 
means of benefiting the laboring class, and indeed every. 
class of the community, is to furnish them with employ- 
ment; presenting opportunities and inducements to free, 
voluntary, constant, productive occupation. ~: Your legisla- 
tion should say to the people—be employed—profitably, 
if you can, but--be honestly employed. © | 7e 
Demosthenes was asked what was the first requisite to 
eloquence ?—he replied, action: what the second?—action: 
the third?—-action. If I were asked what were the first, 
second; and third requisites to the permanent prosperity 
and happiness of an individual or a community, I should 
answer—labor—labor—labor. * 

In this we have discovered, what the.alchymists of old 
so long sought for in vain, as the grand desiderata of hu- 
man existence~-the philosopher’s stone, which converts 
dust into gold—and the elixir vitæ, which confers perpe- 
tual health. l A S 

Itis the fountain of wealth, sending forth streams peren- 
nial and innumerable, whose incessant flow confers unmea- 
sured blessings. its fruits are constantly consumed and con- 
stantly reproduced. : Let human labor stand still, and how 
long would its present accumulations sustain human exist- 
ence? They would expire, like the unfed lamp—vanish, 
like the mists of the morning. : i f 

Labor isthe best measure of exchangeable value. A 
want of due regard to this important truth, has occasioned 
infinite perplexity and confusion in speeches and writings 
upon the tariff.. In order to determine its merits or de- 
merits, they inquire whether the price of its objects. lias 
been increased or diminished. On the one side, is select- 
ed a-class of articles, the price of which is undoubtedly 


otherwise 
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increased by the imposts;and on theother, a list of products | If a father were about to establish his-sons in the world, 


which are in no degree affected by the dutiés in the statute 
book... From.the one. set of examples itis vehemently in- 
sisted that imports álways enhance the price, and from 
the other as confidently that they never have that. effect. 
Suchreasoners, starting from different premises, and diverg- 
ing as they.progressin their course, can never comé at any 
common conclusion. l - 
In order to ascertain whether the tariff laws are bene- 
ficial or injurious, they inquire whether they do or do not 
increase the price of articles, and to this devote all their 
ehergies, as if the answer. were decisive of the primary 
question... But the response, if it were given, would not 
` be conclusive, because. the price about which they dispute 
is measured by money, that is, the precious metals——no per- 
manent standard—but themselves, measured by something 
else. y TEE PUCA PEE Wa 

Why is gold more highly appreciated, than iron? Not 
for its. comparative utility; not on account of the necessary 
and useful purposes to which it can be applied; for if man- 
kind were to be wholly deprived of one of those metals, 
they had. better, by a thousand times, dispense with the 
former, than the latter. But it is because both being de- 
sirable, the difficulty, the labor of obtaining the one is so 
much greater than that of procuring the other. If mines 
of gold and silver should suddenly be discovered, render- 
ing themas abundant, and produced with as little labor as 
iron, they: would be even less. valuable than that common 
metal. One consequence would be, that a debtor—that 
is, he who had promised to deliver another a certain quan- 
tity. of gold or silver, would be able to procure it, and dis- 
charge his debt, with far less labor than before; while the 
creditor, whose wealth consisted in the obligations of others 
to deliver him these metals, would find himself reduced to 
comparative. poverty. 

‘The light of day bears no price, has no exchangeable 
value. “Why ?--because it is the free, inexhaustible, glori- 


would he not seek. that. situation, or that employment, 
which should. yield tò: their industry the greatest amount. 


of these desirable objects? ‘ 
With reference to this subject, therefore, that system 
of legislation is best- which gives to labor the greatest 
amount of comforts and conveniences. ‘This is a cardinal 
principle, which should be kept constantly in view—a 
polar star to guide our course through this pathless, 
boundless, stormy, tumultuous ocean—of the tariff. 

Ifa law: shall tend to increase the price of articles of. 
consumption; still, if, in: my deliberate judgment, it will 
enhance the price of labor, still more, I shall not hesitate 
to adopt it; while, on the.other hand, if it shall diminish 
the price of that which is to be purchased, but depress, 
in- a greater. degree, the labor by which they are to be 
procured, I shall certainly resist it, : 

It has been said, that if the mechanic and farmer were 
asked to pay the increase of price, by reason of the duty, 
separately, they would object. That, sir, depends wholly 
upon the. form of the question... If, when the hatter is 
about-to purchase a pair-of boots, he is asked, are you 
willing to pay fifty.cents additional for the duty? he would 
doubtless answer, no: but if he. were asked, are you 
willing to pay that, amount, if you can thereby obtain a 
dollar more for the hat which you must, directly or indi- 
rectly, give in exchange? his answer would be in the 
affirmative.. The farmer wishes to procure cloth—he 
takes his wheat or wool to market. Are you willing to 
pay five cents.a yard.as duty? No. But suppose you 
can thereby obtain. ten cents more for the quantity of 
grain or wool necessary to purchase the yard, will you 
then consent? Certainly. So of every other article. The 
true question is, in what manner will the products of his 


Habor procure most of the commodities which he wishes to 


obtain in exchange for it? . 
Discussions of. the principles of political economy have 


ous. gift “of-all-bountiful Heaven, requiring no labor. of| generally had. reference to the body politic as. a unit--to 


man. But let the sun descend below the horizon—let the 
darkness.of night. envelop. us, and then.we are ready to. 
putchase at a price. the dim and feeble rays of artificial 
light, and. to pay therefor in proportion to the labor re- 
quisite to obtain the oil or other material by which it 
must be sustained, : 

Labor, then, isthe best measure of exchangeable value, 
and the best standard by which to determine the benefits 
or the. evils of a tariff system: price, in its usual accepta- 
tion, having reference to that fallacious standard-—-money. 
A course of legislation which diminishes the price of arti- 
cles may be injurious to the people, while one that in- 
creases it may. be beneficial; and, on the other hand, a 
law which diminishes price may benefit, and one which 
increases it, injure the public. : 

Thus, if you diminish the price of the articles which a 
farmer or mechanic wishes to procure, but, at the same 
time, depress’still more. the commodities which he has. to 
give in exchange, you injure him; while, if you enhance 
the price. of those things which he purchases, but, by the 
same act, increase still more that of the articles which he 
is to give in return, you confer a benefit. 

It should be known and remembered, that the great 

_all-pervading article to be given in exchange, is human 
labor, in.its various forms, modifications, fruits, and pro- 
ducts. What are the means by which the great body of 
mechanics, farmers, artisans, and workmen of all kinds, 
aie to`procure the necessaries and comforts of life—their 
labor or its products—the operation and effects of skill 
and strength? Let their whole labor cease, and distress, 
ruin, desiruction, overwhelms them, and the whole com- 
munity, at once. , ; rs 

‘For what. object is labor performed? Is it not to pro- 
cure the comfortsarid conveniences of life? Money is to be 
desired only. as the means; but that is the paramount end. 


one homogeneous community. But the American states- 
man is ever to bear in mind that. ours is not a consolidated 
empire;. that the States are modified sovereignties, with 
diversified interests and sacred-rights. This is one of the 
elements essential to any correct judgment of a tariff 
system, and aggravates not a little the inherent difficulties 
of this most difficult subject. 

The complaints which we have heard, and still hear, 
from an important section of the Union, are entitled to 
the most respectful consideration, and profound attention. 

Although their pictures of distress may be overcharged 
with sombre coloring, yet, coming from such sources, we 
are bound to receive them as evidence, at least, of com- 
parative depression. But when they attribute this ex- 
clusively to national legislation, we are to examine and 
inquire whether there rnay not be some other and more 
efficacious cause. -And such, I believe, will be found in 
the character of their laboring population—the existence 
of slavery. . For whenever, in any part of the world, we 
find.this evil, we find. the community in which it exists 
comparatively stationary and depressed. Is it not eminent- 
ly so with, many of the West India islands? 

It has been matter of surprise with our brethren of the 
South, that their cries of danger and distress have not 
produced more evident impression upon us of the North. 
Permit-me to suggest one or two reasons for this our ap- 
parent want of excitability. 

One is to be found in their having too often made the 
institution of slavery a means of combination for political 
objects against the free States.. With that institution, the 
North have carefully abstained from all interference. They 
have left it, where the constitution places it, in the ex- 
clusive custody of the States where it exists. Upon this 
exciting and absorbing subject, they have exercised uni- 
form and wonderful forbearance, And yet, notwithstand- 
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of menace and contumely, ‘should: not ‘find immediate 
favor, and an instant and kind response? Sir, we are mien, 
and have the ‘feelings incident to humanity; and, if we do 
not speak as loudly, we feel as deeply, and-act ‘as firmly, 
as others. -The language of each portion of this Union to 
every other should be that of kindness, conciliation, and 
fraternal regard: ` -By compromise’ was the Government 
forméd; by mutual concession -only’can it be preservéd. 
There is: much danger that’a different style of address 
may produce too-great a reaction. “Against such effects ‘I 
have sédulously erideavored to guard my own breast, “and 
have endeavored: to divest myself of all influences, but 
such as ought’ to pervade a member of the American 
Senate, placed here to consult the rights; the interests, 
and the permanent happiness of the whole country. 

Tariff of 1828.1 was opposed to the tariff bill of 1828; 
and, asa member of the other branch, raised my voice 
and gave my vote against it. -It came here, ‘was matéri- 
ally amended, ‘and returned. to the House of Representa- 
tives. Still it did not meet my approbation, and I resisted 
its final passage. It prevailed, and became a law. AsI 
then said, the question of a repeal, the prostration of a 
system, is a very different one from that ‘of its original 
enactment. If I had been asked: whether I would ¢on- 
sent to the laws passed for the erection of this vast and cost- 
ly edifice, I should have answered in the negative. But 
shall I therefore assent to a proposition to demolish this 
splendid structure, and level it with the dust? 

But notwithstanding this difference in the state of the 
question, Iam decidedly in favor of a modification—a 
change’ of the tariff law of 1828. Ishall, I trust, have 
an.opportunity to state to what extent, and in what parti- 
culars, when:it shall be proper to go into detail. a 

In the adjustment of every scheme of legislative pro- 
tection, we must-have reference to the necessities of the 
country in: war, to the requisites for perfect defence; and 
essential independence: we must have regard also to the 
original adaptations, capabilities, and advantages of our 
country, so that the applications of art may be rendered 
most powerful and productive by co-operating with the 
effects of nature: we are to keep in view former legisla- 
tion and its effects, and the present condition of the pro- 
perty, capacity, and industry ‘of our citizens; we are to 
consult, too, the separate interests, the peculiar views, and . 
even the prejudices, if such there be, of the several 
States and the different sections of the Union, Of the 
various pursuits and employments, those are to be chiefly 
fostered, which conduce, not merely to’ wealth, but to the 
preservation and permanency of our republican institutions; 
and that which is entitled to precedence of all others is 
agricuiture, which, as it was. the first, so itis the most im- 
portant of human occupations. Coeval with the creation, 
it will terminate only with the extinction of the human 
race, Commencing in the garden of Eden, it was one of 
the joys of Paradise, continued in the thorny wilderness 
of the world, attendant upon the first curse, to mitigate 
and render it supportable: it has been the solace of fallen 
man. It is the employment most congenial to his'com- 
bined physical, moral, and intellectual constitution, and 
most conducive to the happiness of individuals and of com- 
munities. To free and independent husbandmen we may 
confidently look for that morality, intelligence, and piety, 
upon which'the hopes of freedom must-rest..** Protected 
by the Divinity they adore, supported by the earth which 
they cultivate, at peace with themselves,” they bow to no 
master, and seek no change. “eS 

Mr. WILKINS then submitted: the following amend- 
ment to the resolution: al 

Strike out all after the word forthwith, and insert the 
following: *‘so far reduced, or altogether abolished, as to 
bring down the amount of the public revenue to a sam 
sufficient to defray the ordinary expenditures of the Go- 
vernment, after the payment of the national debt, as pro- 


ing all. this, it is. believed that ‘when it has’ been deemed 
expedient to arouse all hearts, and'tinite all hands, in the 
slave States, for political purposes, the cry has been raised 
that the North—the North—are attempting to emancipate 
‘our ‘slaves—-are scattering the “firebrands of a servile 
war—that massacre and conflagration-may sweep over the 
land! Beet an Tie ES Pe a Ee Es ie 

The tocsin thus-sounded, the alaram- bells thus. rung, 
have had their effect, which ‘the North have felt and 
known to be unjust. -The.consequeince is natural, that 
when any outcry is raised upon‘another topic, they should 
give somewhat less heed to it at first, than they otherwise 
would have done. : ea ee at 

Another reason is to be found in ‘the course pursued in 
relation to this same matter, of the more recent tariff 
laws. After the late war, New England was no favorite 
with the majority ofthe nation: Possessing, as it Was 
supposed, more than her proportion of disposable capital, 
and, fiom the density and character of her population, 
the most efficient means of carrying on hostilities, she had 
not come forward in the manner which I have thought, 
and still most sincerely think, she ought to have done, in 
support of the National Government. For this she was 
undoubtedly in bad odor here; and when the tariff laws 
came to be revised, her wishes were by no. means espe- 
cially consulted. She had grown rich, as it was supposed, 
by commerce; it was thought best to give new encourage- 
ment to manufactures; and, if the effect should be to 
diffuse her wealth over other portions of the country, 
which had devoted their means ina more patriotic manner 
during the last conflict, it was a consequence, at least, not 
to be deprecated. She raised her voice against the pro- 
posed modifications of the. protective system, and up to 
the year 1825 she was, upon this subject, in perfect har- 
mony with the South.* : 

The bill of 1824 was adverse to her wishes, and en- 
countered the decided opposition of her representatives. 
It passed. It became the law of the land. It was your 
desire that the course of industry should, in some mea- 
sure, be changed, that a greater amount of capital should 
be invested in manufactures. What wasshe to do? What 
did she do? Resist? No, sir; she bowed in submission to 
your decision, and conformed to the course of national 
legislation. She changed the investments of her capital; 
she entered upon new paths of labor; she encountered 
great hazard and sustained severe losses from want of skill 
and experience, in establishing new branches of industry, 
beneficial to the whole country. And now, when the 
first obstacles have been surmounted, and her citizens are 
about to receive some return.for their vast sacrifices and 
unremitted exertions, they are called upon: for another, 
and still greater change; their establishments are to be 
rased to their foundations; the sound of the loom and the 
hammer are to cease; new investments are to be made; 
new arts acquired; new employments sought. And be- 
cause they do not readily assent to such propositions, de- 
nunciations, loud and long, are poured upon their devoted 
heads. Passing by the whole*West, and quite over the 
great States of Pennsylvania and New York—the fathers 
and fosterers of the present tariff—all their curses, for 
this, to them, accursed thing, seem to be concentrated 
upon New England. It is against the Northeast--New 
England alone, that the outcry is raised, and the feelings 
of indignation and- resentment aroused.t Even the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Haxne,] in invoking 
conciliation and relief to the South, confined his appeal 
to the Middle States. Is it surprising that such complaints, 
mingled with such injustice, and made not always in a 
tone of remonstrance or conciliation, but too often inthat} 


* In that year, a citizen of New England was elected President; and 
opposition to his administration immediately commenced. 

+ en speech of Mr. Tyler, of Virginia, is an exception to this re- 
mark, i 
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posed, in the late report of tlie Secretary of the Treasury, 
and without.a view to a surplus revenue, or for distribu- 
tion, having such regard as they.may deem ‘expedient to 
such an‘ ultimate equalization of duties as will render them 
efficient for the purposes of their imposition. . > . 
_ (Mr. WILKINS said it was -conteded that. the revenue 
must be reduced in consequence of the approaching ex- 
_tinction of the public debt; and the question was, in what 
manner the duties should be spread over the. various arti- 
cles of imports. He was not willing to concede, in ar- 
ranging the duties, the principle of protectione However 
erroneous the legislation of the country may have been, 
which Jed to the present posture of its industry, he was 
opposed to the abandonment of that system. He did net 
deem it consistent. with public faith:to withdraw from 
manufactures that protection under which they had grown 
up. He was willing, however, to conciliate the interests 
opposed to this system,.and for that purpose he had pre- 
pared his amendment, and should offer two resolutions, 
which he read as follows: 
| “Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
report to the Senate the laws and commercial regulations 
of foreign countries in relation to duties on imports, and 
the bounties and other regulations for the encouragement 
of exports, which in any manner tend, in their effect and 
operation, to counteract the duties now imposed by law on 
their importation into the United States, as far as they may 
have been received at the department, since the receipt of 
those published by order of Congress. f 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be re- 
qnested to report to the Senate the present credits on 
duties on imports; and the expediency of providing by 
law for the gradual reduction thereof, to what extent, and 
at what time. Also, to report on the expediency of mak- 
ing such alterations in the existing laws, as to provide for 
the assessment of ad valorem duties, according to a valua- 
tion of imported articles in the port or place of importa- 
tion; and, also, to report whether any, or what alterations 
ought to be.made in the law imposing duties on non-enu- 
merated articles of importation, so as effectually to prevent 
frauds, and the evasion of the payment of the duties. 

Mr. HAYNE inquired of Mr. Wi1xins whether he 
understood him, correctly, as proposing only to repeal the 
duties on the unprotected articles, leaving the protected 
articles untouched. Such would certainly be the effect 
of his amendment, which touches none but the articles 
coming into competition with those made or produced in 
the United States; and how a reduction of the duties on 
them, amounting, in the whole, to no more than seven 
millions of dollars, could reduce the revenue to a sum 
sufficient. merely to defray the expenses of Government, 
was more than he could understand, unless the expenses 
were to be enormously increased. 

Mr.. WILKINS supposed that the reading of the resolu- 
tions, with which he proposed to accompany his amend- 
ment, would have satisfied the gentleman from South 
Carolina as to the extent of reduction to which he was 
willing to go. If, by any change of our commercial re- 
gulations, and the present mode of collecting duties, an 
equivalent could be given to the manufacturer, he would 
be willing to reduce the duties on the tariff articles to that 
extent.. A beneficial change could also be made in the 
imposts on what are denominated non-enumerated articles; 
and, also, in the valuation of imported goods. By assess- 
ing the duties in proportion to the value of the goods in 
the United States, instead of their value at the foreign 
port, a-material benefit would. result to the American 
‘manufacturer, and frauds on the revenue would be les- 
sened. With these changes, he thought some reduction 
of duties. might be made on the tariff articles, without 
operating to the injury of domestic industry. 

Mr. CLAY made some remarks in opposition to the 
amendment. If any thing was to be done this session, in 


relation to the. tariff, it must be done without the very-long 
delay which the.adoption of the resolutions would occa- 
sion, unless the session should be extended through the 
year... The amendment, by itself, would’ not effect any 
object which the gentleman had in view. After all, there 
was but one question to be decided--whether we were to 
retain the protective principle or not. Afterwards the 
question would arise; on what protected articles a reduc- 
tion could be made. It was difficult to say a priori what 
should be the precise reduction of duties.on all articles. 
if we reduce or abolish the duties on unprotected articles, 
at this session, to the extent of seven millions, and leave 
the protected class of dutiesuntouched till the next session, 
we should probably-go far enough, though not so far as 
he was willing to go.. But the adoption of the gentle- 
man’s proposition would inevitably prevent the possibility 
of effecting-any reduction whatever at this session. 

Mr. C. then asked for the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion; which were accordingly ordered. 

Mr. HOLMES said he rose to ask of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Wrixiys] a further explanation of his 
project. He would preserve the protective system unim- 
paired, and would still reduce the revenues to the annual 
income of $13,500,000. Now, if the revenues are to be 
$25,000,000, how, by having the protecting system un- 
touched, is: he to reduce the income to $13,500,000? The 
tax on the unprotected articles is $7,000,000 only. Now, 
seven from twenty-five still leaves eighteen, instead of 
thirteen and a half. The question then recurs, how does 
he dispose of his four and a half millions? It would seem to 
me, said Mr. H., that, after removing all the duties from 
the unprotected articles, there would still remain a surplus 
of five or six millions over and above the wants of the 
Government. Where is he to make this deduction? Is 
he willing to take it from articles which come in com- 
petition with our manufactures? Would he take any part 
from iron? No. What then? Let us see his plan, if not 
in detail, at least illustrated by some detail. 

He seems to think that the further reduction is to be 
made by. “ commercial regulations.” This I do not under- 
stand; commercial regulations are either made with fo- 
reign nations by treaties, or against them by a Bane 
system. Now, what treaty stipulation could afford to the 
manufacturer an equivalent for a reduction of the protect- 
ing duties? ‘We should like. better to understand the 
scheme; for it seems to me that to carry it out in detail, it 
would bring him to the necessity of withholding about 
five millions from the protection of manufactures. Now, 
will the friends of the protecting system concede this? Is 
Pennsylvania become, all at once, so compromising? I 
hope the Senator will be a little more explicit. 

Mr. MARCY said he did not rise to enter into the dis- 
-cussion of the general subject.of the tariff, but to explain 
his views in giving the vote which he bad given, for not 
striking out the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. 
He had voted against striking out, because he did not ap- 
prove of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
South Carolina, to be insefted in lieu thereof, but he did 
not intend by the vote he had given to express his appro- 
yal of the entire resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. 
He felt disposed to concur with him ina part of it. So far 
as it went to remove the duties on non-protected articles, 
as they had been called, whichare objects of common con- 
sumption—articles which all classes and conditions of our 
citizensare in the habit of using, he was ready and willing 
to give it his support. But the resolution was general in 
its operations upon non-protected articles; it proposes to 
take off the duties on such as are consumed only by the 
rich and luxurious. He should, therefore, when the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wix- 
K1Ns] should be disposed of, propose.an amendment, the 
effect of which wouldbe to retain a duty, but less than that 
now imposed, on articles usually denominated luxuries, as 
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well as on wines and silks, He was aware, he said, that| ern and Middle States are embarked in manufactures, and 
the duty which he wished to retain on these articles, might) other pursuits connected withthem; and hethought no man 
not be indispensably necessary for the purpose of revenue, | could venture to look upon the scenes of desolation which 
but there were reasons very sufficient‘to his mind for re-| would ensue upon the total abandonment of that policy 
taining them. The abolition of all duties on-articles of| which had caused the present, investment of this immense 
luxury, while, for the purposes of protection, duties were| amount of capital, and the direction given to these pursuits, 
continued on articles which were consumed by the less} Mr. M, concluded by expressmg a hope that no half way 
wealthy and the laboring classes of our citizens, was wrong | measures would be adopted; but that the whole subject 
in principle, and would'strengthen the opposition to the| would be sent toa committee, a revision.of the duties-on 
policy of protection: it would furnish another ground of] protected articles would be made, and the admitted .im- 
attack upon it. Asa friend of protection, he felt unwilling| perfections of the existing laws removed. -: . ` 
to do any thing that would strengthen the hands of those|- Mr. WILKINS spoke in reply to the Senators from 
who would destroy it altogether. _He would confess, for] Maine and Kentucky.. He thought it perfectly practica- 
himself, he felt somewhat alarmed for the safety of the} ble to review and arrange the whole system at this ses- 
protecting policy, and he thought its friends had much to|sion.. He wished to have the inquiry made, whether, by 
do to save it from utter prostration. He thought the Sena-|a change in commercial regulations, an equivalent can be 
tor from Kentucky was mistaken in the extent of the con-| afforded to the manufacturers for a reduction of the duties 
quests the protecting policy had made over the opposition| on protected articles. He did not pretend to say how far 
toit. That opposition was extensive and strong; and unless] this purpose would be effected by abolishing credits on 
something was done by the friends of protection to remove | duties, and by the adoption of another valuation system: 
or disarm it, he feared it would ere long prevail. If wej but these regulations, as they exist, certainly have an un- 
proceed no further than the resolution under consideration! favorable bearing upon the protected interests. He would 
proposes to go, we shall leave more discontent in the coun-| not abandon the system, for he considered it as constitu- 
try when we adjourn, than there was when Congress first} tional and expedient. But he would yield. much for the 
met. Thè resolution proposes partial legislation--it left| sake of having the subject-settled at once, and forever. 
untouched the duties on protected articles. The whole! He was notafraid of the delay growing out of his amend- 
tariff required revision, and there was no good reason for| ment. It would have a great effect. Inquiries had been 
not making it at this time. No Senator had spoken on this| set on foot by the Treasury Department, which would re- 
subject, who has not admitted that the present law, laying) sult in very important information, 
duties, is very defective, Ithasbeenrepeatedly allegedhere} Mr. CLAY did not know, he said, that he should be 
thatit was made by the enemies of the protecting system,and; unwilling, at a proper time, to assent to the amendments 
made as bad as it could be, and then forced upon the friends| suggested by the Senator from New York. He was per 
of that system. If this be so, we ought not to shrink fromaj fectly willing, as he had frequently remarked, to look into 
review ofit, for the purpose of removing the acknowledged| the protected class of articles--and he did not doubt that 
imperfections, and introducing such improvements as are] such a reduction might there be effected as would satisfy at 
necessary to preserve protection and appease discontent. | least the moderate portion of the opponents of the protective 
He was, he said, opposed to legislating piecemeal on-the| system. Theamendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
subject. If the duties on non-protected articles were re-| he opposed as hostile, in its effect; to the protective system. 
moved now, the duties oa the protected articles, which] Mr. HOLMES, in reply, said he certainly intended no- 
were the grounds of complaint, would remain unacted on. | thing unkind or severe towards the Senator from Pennsyl- 
te was for having the whole subject sent to a committee, | vania, (Mr. W1ixrns,] but rose merely to ask a further 
and he had expected some Senator would have proposed| explanation of his scheme, which did appear a little con- 
an amendment to accomplish this end; but finding the| fused, and seemed to imply a contradiction. I could not 
other day, when we were about to pass finally on the reso-| perceive, said Mr. H., by what he then said, how the ta- 
lution, no such modification was proposed, he had prepared | riff on protected articles was to be diminished four or five 
one, which would open the whole subject to the commit-| millions, and the protection remain as efficient as it now 
tee. Atthe end of the first resolution of the Senator from| is. ‘The Senator has now gone a little farther into detail, 
Kentucky (which proposes to abolish forthwith the duty! and appears to be more explicit. He would reduce the 
on non-protected articles, except wines and silks, and to| duties on protected articles, but would compensate the 
reduce it on them) he would add the following: ‘ And| manufacturer to the full amount in one or all of these 
that the duties on articles imported into the United States, | ways. First, he would abolish the credit system. Now, 
similar to such as are made or produced therein, ought to] who does not see that prompt pay augments the duty? 
be so graduated as not to exclude such foreign articles} And if it augments it as much as you otherwise reduce it, 
from coming into competition in our markets with those] it comes to the consumer under precisely the same burden 
inade and produced in the United States; but to establish} as before. Another device is to change the rule of valu- 
the competition on such terms as shall give a reasonable| ation. Does not the Senator see that the effect of this is 
encouragement and protection to the manufactures and| the same? To compensate the manufacturer for a reduc- 
products of the United States.” tion of the duty on the foreign article, you reject the in- 
Mr. M. said he expected that the friends of protection| voice valuation, which you say is too low, and charge the 
would co-operate with him in opening the whole tariff to} article at-its real value at the port of importation. And 
revision, and feel the necessity of removing objectionable! pray, sir, what difference does it make to the consumer 
parts of it. If left asit now is, it cannot, he said, long with.| whether he pays twenty per cent. on a yard of cloth va- 
stand the force and body of-attack which now:assail it, and| lued at fifty cents, or ten per cent. on the same article 
which will be increased if we go no further than the reso-| valued at a dollar. The ground of complaint, whether 
lution under consideration proposes. ‘Fhe preservation of| real or imaginary, is that the consumer pays the tax.” If 
the policy required: its improvement. He feared it could] you, in the price of the article, in any way raise the price 
not long last as it is now, or as it would be left, if the mea-| to the same amount as you reduce it, by reducing the tax, 
sure proposed by the resolution was adopted. However| all must readily perceive that the scheme is entirely vision- 
glowing is the picture of ruin and distress ascribed to the} ary. His other mode of compensation to the ‘manufac- 
operation of the tariff in one part of the Union, it would} turer forhis proposed reduction appears not to be definite. 
not compare with that which will be presented in other| He would change'the duties on the non-enumerated arti- 
. parts if all protection should now be at once withdrawn. | cles—that is, if I understand him, enumerate them, discri- 
The fortunes of a great portion of the citizens in the East-] minate between them, either by ad valorem or specific 
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duties. -The effect of this would be trifling, indeed; and 
if either or all those schemes shall compensate the-manu- 
facturer to the full amount of the whole reduction, it would 
be very. difficult to perceive how the consumer gets the 
least relief, whatever. : : 

Iwas not.a little amused, however, at the Senator’s dis- 
sertation on luxuries, but I cannot very well agree in his 
distinction. Every thing dear, he says, is a luxury-—nothing 
that is cheap.. Now I can well perceive that there are 
many luxuries which cost nothing. A refreshing breeze, 
a genial sun, briliant moon and stars, are all luxuries— 
the opening of spring, indeed, every thing beautiful, is.a 
luxury. To look at a beautiful woman is a luxury; but it 
costs nothing. ; i 

Mr. TAZEWELL said that, in effect, there were three 
distinct propositions under consideration, and it was neces- 
sary to compare these with each other, before any correct 
opinion could be formed as to the propriety of adopting 
either. It was true that the Senator from New. York [Mr. 
Marcy] had not yet presented his scheme in form; but as 
he had-read his resolutionsin his place, and had announced 
his purpose of offering them as a substitute for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Witxins,] if the latter should be rejected, the Senate 
was so compelled to consider this projectin deciding upon 
the propriety of adopting either of the others. 

Comparing these three schemes according to the gram- 
marian’s mode, he would say that that of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania was in the positive degree, and was simply 
bad; that of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] was 
in the comparative, and was worse; and that of the Sena- 
tor from New York was in the superlative, and was the 
worst of all. Or, if gentlemen pleased to reverse this 
comparison, he would say that the New York project was 
positively bad, the Kentucky project comparatively better, 
and that of Pennsylvania was the best of all of them, al- 
though, for himself, he must say that bad was this best. 
Therefore, if he was bound to take one of these bitter 
potions, he should be compelled to take the last as that 
which was the least disagreeable. oo. 

‘All these several plans propose to reduce the amount of 
the future revenue of the United States; and the question 
was, how much? To this question the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania answers, to the measure of the ordinary expenses 
of the Government, so as to leave no surplus in the trea- 
sury, to become hereafter the subject of scuffle and scram- 
ble; and this he announces in the terms of his amendment 
itself without qualification or reserve. The Senator from 
Kentucky said the same thing in hisargument, but he does 
not express it in his resolution; and he qualified the decta- 
ration made by him, by saying afterwards that his scheme 
of reduction would be limited by that protection. Give 
him adequate. protection for manufactures, and he an- 
nounced distinctly his perfect willingness to reduce the 
amount of the revenue to any point which the most mode- 
rate would propose. ‘To use his own strong language, in 
that case, he would not be “oytbragged” by any. one. 
But adequate protection he must and would retain, even 
if the preservation of such protection should bring more 
revenue into the treasury than the ordinary expenses of 
the Government required. . It is obvious, then, that the 
expressed and unqualified proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is better than this. , 

So far as they regard the revenue derivable from what are 
called the duties on unprotected articles, both the Senators 
from Pennsylvania and Kentucky concur in proposing the 
total abolition of all these duties, except thos¢ imposed on 


wines and silks. In this respect, then, their schemes are ibe well worthy of further examination. 


similar. But that.of the Senator from New York differs 


deserves some notice. He tells the Senate that, if they 
repeal the taxes. which are now imposed upon articles çon- 
sumed by the rich only, the tariff policy will become more 
odious than it now is. ‘Therefore, for the purpose of pre- 
serving the American system in good odor with the peo- 
ple, they must retain the duties upon luxuries, ana conti- 
nue the burdens unnecessarily imposed upon the rich, 
lest the poor, (E beg pardon of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who has told us that there were no poor in this 
country, ) lest the less wealthy, (to use his phrase,) should 
complain more loudly than they now begin to do of the 
grievous impositions upon their comforts and necessaries: 
‘The Senator from New York is unwilling, then, to reduce 
the revenue even to the extent proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky. é 

That Senator, with hisaccustomed frankness, told the Se- 
nate that the revenue, if reduced to the full extent of his 
scheme, by abolishing all the duties imposed upon all the un- 
protected articles, would still, he feared, amount to at least 
eighteen millions, three millions more than the treasury 
report states to be requisite to satisfy the utmost wants of 
the Government. But he could not agree to reduce it 
more at present, because he should then be compelled to 
diminish the-necessary protection required for the support 
of his favorite system, which he was not disposed now to 
do. The Senator from New York proposes, however, to 
retain a large portion of even these duties, which both the 
other Senators are willing to abolish, and this with a dis- 
tinct knowledge that such a proposition must necessarily 
augment the amount of revenue, and so increase the quan- 
tum of the surplus “spoil,” to be hereafter distributed in 
some form or other. 

Of all the evils, said Mr. 'T., which in his judgment was 
most to be deprecated in this country, was the accumula- 
tion of surplusses in the treasury. Its effects must be either 
to transform this Government into a monster of wanton and 
bloated extravagance, or to generate new feuds and dif- 
ferences between the States as to the mode of distributing 
it. Either result would be equally destructive of the 
Union of the States, and the liberties of the people. For 
one, therefore, he should ever support that scheme of 
finance which promised to produce as little as possible 
beyond the actual exigencies of the Government; and, in 
our present condition, the public debt being discharged, he 
would prefer even a defiaat to an excess of revenue. 

The striking difference which he had stated was neither 
the sole or the least dissimilitude between the three seve- 
ral projects he was then examining, said Mr. T. They 
differ from each other even more in the manner than in the 
measure of reduction. The Senator from Pennsylvania, 
while agreeing with the two other Senators, in his deter- 
mination of preserving unimpaired the actual protection 
to manufactures, is, nevertheless, willing to commute it for 
other equivalents of as much potency, if these shali be 
considered as more acceptable. He announces three dif- 
ferent plans: the payment in cash of the duties imposed 
upon foreign articles which enter into competition with 
our domestic manufactures; ascheme of warehousing such 
imported articles; and a new mode of ascertaining their 
value by appraisements to be made at the place of impor- 
tation. And he tells the Senate that, whatever of protec- 
tion the adoption of all or of any of the different schemes 
may be considered as worth, that amcunt he is willing to 
deduct from the amcunt of the present duties for encou- 
ragement. Thus diminishing still more the receipt of sur- 
plus revenue, while preserving existing protection; and 
holding out some other advantages which seem to me to 
The Senators 
from Kentucky and New York, however, are neither of 


from each of them in this: he, although, in favor of a di-|them willing to touch the present system of protection, in 


m nution of the duties imposed upon some of these unpro-jany mode whatever. 


tected articles, is for retaining all the duties imposed upon 
others, which he called luxuries. His reason, too, 


{Here Mr. MARCY interrupted Mr. T. , saying that he 


for this, was not unwilling to revise the present system of protect- 
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ing duties, but that his‘resolutions- expressly. required a 
re-examination of it, and suggested the basis upon which 
a modification of it might be made. 
again read his project. ] 3 ; 

I understood the scheme of the honorable Senator from 
New York, said Mr. T., precisely as he has explained it, 


and was about to show that, however latitudinous-and ge-|petition to the home manufacturer. 


neral_may be the terms in which it is expressed, its mean- 
ing and effeets are precisely those of the Senator from 


there are. But the Senator from New York announces his 
determination not merely to preserve the presentsystem, so 
To prove this, he|far as.it gives a reasonable encouragement to this branch 


of industry, but never to permit any rival foreign commo- 
dity.to enter into competition with the home-made article, 
except under circumstances giving advantage in the com- 
_ This, in effect, is. to 

ive a monopoly. of the home market to. the home manu- 
faction, to the extent of the supply he is about. to make; 


Kentucky. Nay, that the. principle which it advances, land then lets in the foreign commodity at .an, increased 


goes even beyond that contended for by that Senator. 
good proof that I am right in this, the Senate-have already 
heard, in the entire accordance in this project, expressed 
by the Senator from Kentucky, and his willingness to sup- 
port it, so soon as the first proposition. concerning the du- 
ties imposed‘upon the unprotected articles is disposed of. 

The scheme of the Senator from New York, asthe Sen- 
ate have again heard it declared to be, is this, to continue 
all the present duties of protection, so far as they may be 
necessary to secure competition in the market between 
the foreign and domestic articles of a like kind, with what 
he calls a reasonable advantage in this competition to the 
home manufacturer, and to reduce all the protecting du- 
ties which now exceed ‘this limit to that point. Now, what 
is the demand of the Senator from Kentucky? He only 
asks for “ adequate protection;” and has often expressed 
his willingness to reduce the protecting duties hereafter 
to that point, if it can be shown to him that any one of them 
go beyond it. Ask him what:he considers as ‘adequate 
protection,” and he tells you, frankly and openly, such a 
duty as will enhance the price of the foreign commodity 
in our market so much as to enable the home manufac- 
turer to sell his vival article at that price, and at that price 
to secure a reasonable profit to himself. Grant him this, 
and he asks nothing more. But the Senator from New 
York is not satisfied with this degree of protection; he re- 
quires not only such a duty as will secure a fair competi- 
tion between the rival articles, but so much more as may 
be necessary to give to the home manufacturer a reason- 
able advantage in what this Senator calls a fair competi- 
tion. ‘That is to say, he proposes to secure, not a reason- 
able, but an unreasonable profit to the home manufacturer, 
by enhancing the price of the rival foreign commodity 
above the point at which the domestic article may enter 
into fuir competition with it. 

Was I right, then, said Mr. T., when I affirmed that the 
Senator from Kentucky occupied a middle position in these 
biddings, and that, although he offered less, probably, 
than did the Senator from Pennsylvania, yet his offer was 
better than that of the Senator from New York. 

So far as the duties on the unprotected articles are con- 
cerned, both the Senators from Pennsylvania and Ken- 
tucky are willing to abolish-them altogether, with the ex- 
ception of wines and silks; but the Senator from New 
York says no, most of these duties are imposed upon luxu- 
ries, and although they are not required for either reve- 
nue or protection, yet, if you disburden the rich, while you 
continue to oppress the less wealthy, you will surely make 
your American system more odious than it now is, and 
will so endanger its future fate. Therefore, keep such 
dut:es on, although they are not wanted. So far as the pro- 
tecting duties are concerned, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is willing te commute them for satisfactory equiva- 
lents, to be furnished by a system of commercial regula- 
tions, which, having no regard to revenue, will necessarily. 
diminish the risk ofa surplusin the treasury. The Sena- 
tor from Kentucky is unwilling to adopt this course now, 
from no indisposition to attain its objects, if I understand 
him correctly, but from an unwillingness to disturb the 
protecting policy in any way at this time. For he de- 
clares his desire to reduce the duties of protection here- 
after, in all cases where they give more than reasonable 
encouragement to the manufacturing industry, ifany such 


A {price-to the consumer, which, while it must oppress him, 


is neither required to defray the expenses.of'the Govern- 
ment, nof to protect the manufacturing industry. It is, 
therefore, an oppressive burden, wantonly imposed, with- 
out any other object than to accumulate a surplus in the 
treasury. 

In this view of the subject, said Mr.'T., although I do 
not approve of the scheme of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, yet it seems to beso far preferable to both the others, 
that I shall give it my support at present. What may be 
the vote I may give, if this amendment obtains, it will be 
time enough hereafter to state. 

Mr. HENDRICKS rose to inquire of the Chair if it 
would now be in order to move to refer the whole subject, 
the resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky, and the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
to one of the standing committees of the Senate; and be- 
ing informed by the President that it would be in order, 
he proceeded, and said: 

It was then his purpose, before resuming his seat, and 
after he should have made a very few observations, to 
move a reference of the whole subject to the Committee 
on Manufactures. It must now be obvious, said Mr. H., 
that the further we progress in the discussion of these ab- 
stract resolutions, the greater will be our difficulties; and 
the less probable is it that we shall ever agree on any. 
thing. These resolutions have been.before the Senate 
more than two months, And surely no member of the 
body can entertain the opinion that we are in the least de- 
gree approaching unanimity; but that, on the contrary, 
we are further apart now than when we began; and, in- 
deed, the amendment recently proposed, especially in 
connexion with other amendments suggested, seem to be 
producing a degree of confusion, and a greater diversity 
of opinion, than has been manifested in any previous stage 
of the debate. : 

The original resolutions assert that the existing daties 
on all unprotected articles ‘* ought to be forthwith abo- 
lished,” except on wines and silks, and that on these they 
ought to be reduced; and direct that the Committee. on 
Finance report a bill accordingly. The amendment ori- 
ginally proposed by the Senator from South Carolina, de- 
clared that the existing duties on all articles, both protect- 
ed and unprotected, ought to be so reduced as to bring 
down the revenue to the actual expenditures of the Go- 
vernment, after the public debt shall have been paid. On 
these two propositions, diametrically opposite in principle, 
and in their effect, upon the tariff policy, has the discus- 
sion, until very recently, progressed. The latter propo- 
sition being, in effect, rejected by a refusal to strike out 
the first, the Senator from Pennsylvania comes forward 
with a proposition of the middle ground, and, in the dis- 
cussion, suggests that he has two others which he means 
to submit; and the Senator from. New York has also read 
us two or three propositions, which he means to: submit, 
Thus are we about to be deluged with every shade of pro- 
position which can be crowded between two extremes, 
and the debate, which we all hoped was nearly brought to 
a close, is about to take a wider and more interminable 
range than ever. ; be 

Indeed, said Mr. H., the original resolutions of the Se- 
nator from Kentucky are fraught with great difficulty, and 
with much to embarrass the Senate; and, decide them as 
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you may, you settle nothing; for when the: bill contem- 
plated by them shall bë reported to the Senate, the whole 
tariff will be before’tis. °°’Fhen any member will be at per- 
fect- liberty-to: introduce any amendment he may think 
proper, as well to the protected as the unprotected arti- 
clës: This is the objection to abstract propositions in le- 
gislation. — In this way you can assert a principle, but you 
cannot regulate its details; and the tariff always has been, 
and ever must be, almost entirely a question of details. In 
this is its great difficulty. The principle of the resolu- 
tions before us, said Mr. H., is extremely questionable. 
It is, that the duties on the unprotected articles ought to 
be forthwith abolished. Now, sir, ¥, for one, am not pre- 
pared to say this. While I hold the protective principle 
sacred, I do not believe in this doctrine. These articles 
are chiefly composed of what may fairly be denominated 
the luxuries of life; suchas tropical fruits, cordials, per- 
fumeries, and fancy articles almost innumerable. Of the 
duties on these articles, no one has complained.. On this 
subject not a voice has been raised from Maine to Louisi- 
ana. They -consist of articles, the consumption of whieh 
is confined very much to the wealthy portions of the com- 
munity, to the cities, andthe seaboard. They enter very 
little into the consumption of the people of the great inte- 
rior of the country, There are, to be sure, some articles 
on. this list of a different description, such as teas, coffee, 
and a few other articles, but he was not prepared to say 
that they ought all forthwith to be abolished. He did not 
wish to be committed by any such vote. He wished to 
remain at perfect liberty, after the bill should be submit- 
ted, to vote as his judgment might dictate on its details: 
to take the items, and retain or reject them as he might 
think proper. He would cheerfully vote to take the du- 
ties off teas, coffee, dye stuffs, and such tike articles. But 
he objected toa decisive vote on these resolutions, be- 
cause of their uncertainty. Jn examining the existing tariff 
for the purpose of making out this list of unprotected arti- 
cles, perhaps no two Senators would entirely agree. The 
resolutions then required us to vote in the dark. I have, 
sir, ‘said Mr. H., three lists of these articles before me, 
differing from each other widely. One isa list contained 
ina bill reported by a Senator from Missouri, [Mr. BES- 
‘ron, ] at a former session, another is a list contained in the 
speeclt of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Harns, ] 
and the third is a list not yet submitted, but prepared for 
that purpose. This was a conclusive objection with him 
to the resolutions as they stood before the Senate; and this 
was one of his reasons for the motion he was about to make. 

We are, said Mr H., commencing a novel and very 
important work—the reduction of the revenue. This po- 
licy is begun in the fear of dreadful evils from a surplus. 
This evil we had never yet felt; and, for one, he was in- 
clined to wait its approach without any apprehension. 
Many millions of the public debt were yet upon us, and 
the evil could easily and speedily be removed whenever it 
should be found to press us. The prospect of this sur- 
plus had heretofore consoled us. 

We had, heretofore, looked to it as the means of a per- 
manent and somewhat enlarged plan of internal improve- 
ment. And wein the new States have been looking with 
sanguine expectations to this period of our affairs for a 
beneficial change in our land system. He had said that 
he would vote with great pleasure to relieve from duties 
teds, coffee, and some other articles contemplated by the 
resolutions; and he hoped to bave an opportunity of so 
doing, when the bill should be reported to the Senate. 
But, for one, he should never vote to reduce the revenues 
of the country to the minimum of current expenditures; 
for this would be a farewell to internal improvements, and 
to all hopes of any modification of the land system, favor- 
able to the néw States. He was aware that it would be 
said that the resolutions now before the Senate contem- 
plated io reduction to this extent; but he could not be 


indifferent to some expressions which had escaped during 
the present debate. He had heard the propositions for a 
modification of the land system spoken of as wild schemes; 
and that of the Secretary of the Treasury, looking to their 
transfer to the States in. which they lie, as the wildest of 
all; and this in the face of distinct expressions of almost 
every Legislature of the new States, asking a modifica- 
tion of the system. It had not escaped him, nor did he 
suppose it had escaped any member of the Senate, that, 
in the various schemes for reducing the revenue, it had 
generally been affirmed that the revenues of the public 
lands should remain as they are. For one, he protested 
against this: and he could confidently assure the Senate 
that the people of the new States, as far as he was made 
acquainted with their opinions, fully expected some par- 
ticipation in the proceeds of the public lands, as soon as 
the national debt should be paid; and that without this 
there would be much dissatisfaction in that portion of 
the Union. 'Fhey know that these lands are pledged for 
the payment of the debt, and for nothing more; and they 
know that when this debt shall be paid, their proceeds 
will net be needed for any purpose of the Federal Go- 
vernment. If they had not known this before, the debate 
now in progress would give abundantly this information- 
These resolutions propose to dispense with from seven to 
ten millions of revenue, because it is not needed for any 
purpose of the Government, and beeause the Government, 
under such circumstanees, is better without it than with 
it. Thèse millions are chiefly paid by the States on the 
Atlantic seaboard—are paid by the wealth of the country, 
and assessed on the luxuries of life. They are burden- 
some to no section of the country—complained of by no- 
body. ‘Fhe revenues from the public lands have, within 
the last ten years, vibrated between one and three mil- 
lions. ‘Fhree millions will be a large estimate for many 
years to come. The new States will tell you that it is rea- 
sonable that, in the new modification of the great inte- 
rests of the country, and in the reduction of the general 
revenue from ten to fifteen millions, forit may safely be 
thus reduced after the debt shall be paid, that some of 
these millicns ouglit to be given to the new States; and so 
the whole Union will say that their expectations and their 
demands are reasonable and just. Especially will the 
emigrating classes of the old States say so. They will de- 
mand of you an inheritance in the new States, which you 
are not able to give them at home, in the old States; and 
that some of the moneys which they pay into your trea- 
sury for the uncultivated forest, shall be expended among 
them, for the purposes of internal improvement and edu- 
cation. They will tell you that all your allegations about 
purchasing the soil of the new States with the blood 
and treasure of the old States are delusive—that they 
are fallacies. They will tell you, as we tell you, that 
these things are the offspring of the revolution; and that 
we are the sons. of the revolution as well as you: that, in 
this sense of the phrase, you have no right to say to us 
that you are exclusively the old States. The people of 
the new States will tell you, that while you enjoy the cul- 
tivated fields, the ease, the comfort, and the enjoyments 
of the old States, it is but reasonable that their own means 
should be employed in making the samc improvements in 
their own country, which they helped you to make in 
yours, before they left you. This, sir, said Mr. H., is my 
view of the subject; but 1 will no longer detain the Senate. 
Mr. H. then moved that the whole subject, both the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Kentucky, and the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. HAYNE suggested to the Senator from Indiana the 
propriety of a reference of the resolution to some other 
committee than that of manufactures. 

Mr. CLAY spoke in favor of the reference, and stated 
that he should urge a report from the committce, of a 
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bill repealing the duties on unprotected articles. He had 
been long- anxious to obtain a direct. expression. of thé 
sense of the Senate upon the resolution. ; 
Mr. HOLMES moved an 
jected. f E Ery : 
Mr. SMITH said that it was of no consequence to. what 
committee the resolution was sent, for it instructed the 
committee to report a bill on-certain principles. 
Mr. KING said: Mr. President, it is my design to detain 
the Senate but a few minutes, but I cannot consent the 
reference proposed should be made, without giving my 
view of the effect which it is calculated to produce. : Sir, 
I have not been an inattentive observer of this whole pro- 
ceeding; more than two months past, the Senator from 
Kentucky introduced his resolutions, instructing the Com- 
mittee on Finance to bring in a bill to abolish, forthwith, 
allthe duties on articles unprotected, with a slight ex- 
ception as to silks and wines. A labored und protracted 
debate ensued, which I forbore to take any part in, from 
a conviction that no practical good could result from the 
discussion, Mr. President, no man in this Senate, or in 
this nation, feels more sensibly than I do, the unjust ope- 
ration of the tariff upon the section of country in which I 
reside; and no man is prepared to go further, in a consti- 
tutional resistance to this oppressive system, than I am; 
but, sir, | had hoped, most ardently hoped, that a spirit 
of conciliation would have guided the deliberations of this 
Congress; that discontents would be removed by just le- 
gislation; and that harmony would be restored to our 
distracted country. I will not.say, sir, that this fondly 
cherished hope is entirely destroyed; but I must confess 
the course pursued by the Senator from Kentucky, and 
his friends, is well calculated to weaken the expectation 
that this all-important subject will be amicably adjusted. 
Sir, that Senator, it is true, has been liberal in his profes- 
sions; he has said he will reduce the.revenue to the lowest 
sum which may be required to meet the wants of the 
Government; and how, sir, does he propose to effect this? 
Merely by a repeal of the duties on the unprotected arti- 
cles now, and at a more convenient season resort to fur- 
ther legislation; for he has repeated over and over again, 
with great emphasis, ‘* you must not touch the protective 
system.” This system, so holy in the eyes of the Sena- 
tor, of taxing the many for the benefit of the few, which 
draws from the pockets of our. people more than seven- 
teen millions of dollars annually, must not be touched. 1 
am not, Mr. President, disappointed in the Senator from 
Kentucky; he is consistent with himself; but, sir, I am 
surprised and pained’ at the proposition of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania; from him, I am free to confess I had 
hoped better things. Ts this the evidence he gives of the 
spirit of conciliation by which he was actuated? ‘Io me 
the amendment proposed is decidedly more objectionable 
than the original resolutions; they are plain to every un- 
derstanding; while the amendment, equally avoiding ail 
interference with the protected articles, proposes so to 
reduce the duties on the unprotected class as to bring 
down the revenue to the actual demands of the Govern- 
ment. An annual revenue of more than twenty-six mil- 
lions of dollars is thus to be brought down to the wants 
of the Government, which none, I believe, will contend, 
should exceed fifteen millions, and most of us are of the 
opinion should not be more than twelve, by a reduction 
of duties on articles which do not pay altogether seven 
millions. Sir, I will not give utterance to the feelings the 
proposition is calculated to excite. : 

Mr. President, I will not attempt a discussion of the 
general question.. Iam aware that I should but recapitu- 
late arguments, urged with so much force and ability by 

‘much abler men, demonstrating, beyond the. power of 
refutation, the inequality, injustice, and oppressive opera- 


adjournment; which was re- 


unmitigated severity; if, instead of affording rélief from 
‘the burdens of. which we so justly complain, the majority 
are determined. to render them more aggravated, by: re- 
pealing or greatly reducing: the revenue duties, for the 
benefit of the. manufacturers, and thus throw the whole 
weight. of this.unjust taxation. upofi the agricultural inte- 
rest, then gentlemen must prepare themselves to meet the 
consequences which their oppressions will inevitably pro- 
duce. 
with the proceedings of the committees,of this body, not 
to know that the reference of these propositions, whether 


Mr. President, L have been too Jong acquainted 


adopted by the Senate or not, will be considered.by the 
committee as instructions: to report on them, and -them 
only. -Sir, they cannot extend their inquiry beyond the 
subject-matter referred;.and I appeal to the older mem- 
bers of the Senate for the correctness of this position. 
Sir, the Senator from Kentucky so considers. it, else he 
would not so eagerly seize upon the proposition now made 
to refer, after having so repeatedly pressed for the de- 
cision of the Senate upon his resolutions, and after hav- 
ing successfully resisted all amendments which would 
extend the inquiry tothe whole subject of the tariff. I 


‘would ask,:‘Mr, President, if this was a select committee, 


clothed with no powers but suchas should be conferred 
on it by the Senate, would the reference of these resolu- 
tions justify itin reporting upon Subjects not embraced 
by them? Certainly not. I fear, sir, my friend from 
Indiana, if he succeeds in this motion, will defeat the very 
object he has inview. He has declared himself opposed 
to the passage of the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky; that he isin favor of a fair modification of the 
whole tariff system; and he wishes the committee to come 
to the examination of the subject, unrestrained; in that, 
my friend’ and myself perfectly agree.. I. request, then, 
that he will relieve me from all difficulty, by withdrawing 
his motion to refer. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said he regretted that he. was un- 
able to. comply with the suggestion of the Senator from 
South Carolina, and substitute the Committee on Finance 
for that of Manufactures. The Committee on Manufac- 
tures was, in his opinion, the “proper committee. It had 
been constituted expressly for the consideration of such 
subjects, and hitherto such subjects had uniformly been 
referred to that committee. ‘This opinion had governed 
his vote on previous occasions; and in this view of the 
subject he had, during the present session, voted to refer 
the salt bill, and the Indian blanket bill, to the Committee 
on Manufactures. He would cheerfully vote to refer any 
proposition of inquiry- relative to the tariff, to that com- 
mittee; and, if the Senator from South Carolina wished 
to refer his proposition, which had so long been the sub- 
ject of debate, to that committee, he.should have his 
vote to that effect. In reply to various opinions, recently. 
expressed, that areference of this subject, under present 
circumstances, is tantamount to an instruction to the com- 
mittee to bring in a bill in conformity to the resolution, 
he would say that nothing could be further from his view 
of the reference. It was to avoid all expression. of the 
Senate onthe merits of the resolution, that his motion 
had been made to refer; and he had no doubt that this 
would be the view of the Senate in referring, if the mo- 
tion should prevail. Surely no member of the Senate, in 
voting to refer, will feel that he is adopting the resolution; 
on the contrary, -by referring, the Senate will clearly say 
that the opinion of a committee is sought for, before the 
Senate shall be called upon to give any vote on the prin- 
ciple or the merits of the resolution... ©., 

Mr. DICKERSON said, the advantage of this reference 
is this: that the committee may report a bill, upon which 
we may act with more practical effect, than upon an ab- 
stract proposition. If the Senate adopt the resolution to., 


tion of this whole system; but will merely remark, that instruct the committee to report a bill upon the principle 
if this course of policy is to be persevered in,.in all its! contained in that resolution, they may feel under obliga- 


619: 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER — 


x 


620 


i Sexare.] 


The Tarif. 


(Manca 22, 1832. 


tions to support such bill. “If the bill should be reported’ 
without such instructions, no Senator, except the com- 
mittee reporting the bill, will be in any way committed to 
support it, no.more than if the bill should be introduced 
upon leave, ‘or if introduced by the committee under 
their. general powers, according to the suggestion of the 

` Senatorfrom Alabama, [Mr. Krxe.] It may be true, as the 
Senator suggests, that the Committee on Manufactures 
have the power to report such a bill as is called for by the 
resolution, but the committee think it more becoming 
them to perform duties than to exercise power. Had the 
conimittee reported such a bill under their general powers, 
it is possible they might have been informed by that Sena- 
tor that they had performed a service not required by 
them. The power to report such a bill will, I presume, 
be exercised by the committee as soon as they can know 

_ that such exercise of power will meet the approbation. of 
the Senate. i ` 

To the question proposed—Would the Committee on 
Manufactures not report a bill in accordance with the 
resolution? Mr. D. expressed his opinion as one of the 
committee, that they would promptly report a bill for re- 
pealing the duties on unprotected articles, which could 
not be considered as a revenue bill. As to a tariff bill, 
which is justly considered a revenue bill, he felt: some 
constitutional difficulties, and doubted whether sucha bill 
could originate in the Senate; but if the Senate should 
be of opinion that such a bill can originate here, or if a 
majority of the committee shall be of that: opinion, he 
will, with great cheerfulness, perform his part in present- 
ing a bill so modifying the tariff, that considerable reduc- 
tion of duties may take place without impairing the 
protection now afforded to the most important manufac- 
tures of the country. 

‘Mr. POINDEXTER said that, if the resolution of the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] could be 
so amended as to change its affirmative character into an 
instruction of mere inquiry on the subject to which it 
relates; he should make no objection to its reference to 
the Committee on Manufactures in that shape; but, as the 
proposition affirmed a principle from which he [Mr. P.] 
dissented, he could give no vote which might, in the re- 
motest degree, imply his sanction of it. _ It had been said 
by several honorable Senators, that to refer this resolution, 
with the several amendments laid on the table by the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, would leave the 
whole subject open to the conimittee, in the same extent 
as if it was sent to them in the form of an inquiry. He 
thought otherwise. ‘The Senator from Kentucky had, at 
an early period of the session, offered a resolution to 
instruct the Committee on Finance to report a bill on cer- 
tain general principles,-on which the opinion of the 
Senate was asked. After a protracted and interesting dis- 
cussion, a vote had been taken on striking out the whole 
of the original resolution, and inserting an amendment 
proposed by an honorable Senator from South Carolina; 
and, on a division of the question, the Senate have so- 
lemnly determined to retain the resolution in the form in 
which it was presented by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Does not this decision pledge a majority of the Senate 
to sustain by their future votes any bill which may be re- 
ported, carrying out the broad proposition of the mover 
of the resolution, which we are called on to refer without 
any modification whatever? The committee, in the per- 
formance of its duty, will regard this reference as an 
exptession of an opinion favorable to the views of the 
Senator from Kentucky, and we may forthwith expect a 
report, With all the details necessary to carry this new 
system into effect. me 

He protested against any such modification of the tariff 
of 1828 as that proposed, leaving all its offensive features 
untouched, and rendering it even more odious and objec- 
tionable to the great body of the American people, than 


Hit would be without any attempt to change the system. 


He had listened attentively to the debate which had oc- 
cupied so much of the time of the Senate, on abstract 
questions óf political economy; he considered such a de- 
bate wholly unprofitable, and as leading to no practical 
result: there was no end to speculative reasoning and 
opinions on this absorbing subject; and until somé definite 
scheme was matured and submitted to the Senate, he did 
not feel disposed to participate in the discussion. But he 
could not vote to send the resolution of the Senator from 
Kentucky to any committee, fortified by the sanction 
which it had received by a refusal to strike it out, and 
insert the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina, 
unless it was so modified as to show on its face that nothing 
more was intended than to draw the attention of the com- 
mittee to the subject which it embraced. He felt a deep 
solicitude that all just cause of dissatisfaction, and every 
ground of discontent among the people, might be re- 
moved, by a reduction of duties on foreign importations 
to a reasonable standard during the present session. Let 
us, said he, in a mutual spirit of compromise and conces- 
sion, do justice to all, and restore tranquillity to this dis- 
tracted country; but certain he was that this object, so 
much to be desired, could not be achieved by adopting 
the scheme of the Senator from Kentucky. He should, 
therefore, vote against the proposed reference of the re- 
solution. Mr. P. afterwards. offered, as an amendment, 
the resolutions which he had laid on the table in Decem- 
ber last; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FORSYTH said he should vote for the motion. 
He did not consider it as committing the Senate in favor 
of the resolution, but rather as a refusal to adopt its 
principles. When the committee reported, we should 
have something to talk about. We should no longer be 
engaged in beating the air with our swords—we should 
have something to fight for and against. ‘he committee 
would, probably, as the chairman tells us, soon report a 
billrepealing the duties on unprotected articles, and retain. 
ing every thing that was odious and oppressive in the present 
system. Such a bill he did not believe would pass the 
Senate, or any other legislative body on earth, for it was 
manifestly unjust. 

Mr. FOOT said he was somewhat surprised to hear the 
remarks of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Kıxc,} call- 
ing in question the decision of the Chair, in relation to 
this point. From the long experience of that Senator in 
this body, as well asin other deliberative assemblies, we 
should suppose he must be perfectly familiar with the or- 
dinary course of proceedings in legislation! Surely, said 
Mr. F., a moment’s reflection must convince the Senator 
that he himself has fallen into an error; and that the de- 
cision of the Chair is strikingly in accordance with parlia- 
mentary usage. Let me call the attention of the Senator 
to the case now before the Senate. The resolution offer- 
ed by the Senator. from Kentucky [Mr. Crax) has not 
been decided. A motion to strike out the body of the re- 
solution, and insert another of a different import, has been 
negatived—by which the proposed amendment failed. But 
another amendment has been offered, and the motion now 
pending is to refer the resolution and amendment to the 
Committee on Manufactures; and the Senator insists that 
the committee will be bound to report in accordance with 
the original resolution, viewing that in the light of positive 
instruction. But, sir, the amendment offered is also re- 
ferred. And is not the amendment to be considered 
equally as a part of the instructions?—one proposing one 
plan, and the other an entirely different system. 1 would 
ask the Senator which proposition is to guide the commit- 
tee. ‘The answer is easy. They are bound by neither. 
The two propositions are before them, and itis left to their 
discretion which to propose. Other plans may be propos- 
ed, so as to give the committee the greatest possible lati- 
tude in their investigations. : 
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cess must depend on our presenting an unbroken front to 
our opponents. It has, therefore, been with regret, greater 
than I can express, that“ I have seen the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Forsyrs,]-in the progress of this contro- 
versy, falling into the views of our opponents. . Sir, will 
not the‘ gentleman be admonished of his error, when he 
finds “himself, as on: this occasion, advocating the course 
which the Senator from Kentucky, and the. whole tariff 
party on this flodr, are so ready-to support? I cannot refrain 
from saying, that setting out, as-the gentleman from Geor- 
gia did, with the‘déclaration, at the commencement of this 
debate, of. his determination ‘to die in the last ditch,” I 
was not prepared for finding him (as on a late occasion) in 
the very midst of the conflict—turning his fire from the 
common enemy, to direct it against his own friends. The 
gentleman on that occasion told us that we had no right 
to expect that my amendment to the resoltition of the gen- 
fleman from Kentucky could possibly prevail—that the 
ainendment and the resolution were the two extremes, and 
we must be prepared to meet on some middle ground, and 
wait to a future period for a more satisfactory adjustment 
of the tariff. And yet it will be in the recollection of the 
Senate, that when my proposition was originally submit- 
ted, that gentleman rose in his place, and declared that 
scit yielded all that any tariff man could dare to ask.” 
Yes, sir, the very proposition which the gentleman now 
denounces as an éxtreme measure, which we cannot hope 
reasonably to accomplish, he then declared granted all 
that our opponents could dare to ask. [Mr. FORSYTH 
here rose to. explain, and said that Mr. Hayne was. mis- 
taken in supposing that he had denounced his amendment 
as ‘an extreme measure; he had intended to apply that de- 
signation only to Mr. Oxay’s resolution. He had said, and 
he still thought, that the amendment conceded as much as 
the opponents’ of the tariff could with reason or justice 
require. But who, said Mr. F., can expect justice-here, 
at this time, and under existing circumstances? Did the 
gentleman from South Carolina expect justice? “He him- 
self ‘certainly did not, though he hoped that at some fu- 
ture period justice might be obtained. ] i 

Mr. HAYNE resumed. ‘J am rejoiced, sir, to hear that 
it is the resulution of the gentleman from Kentucky alone 
which the Senator from Georgia considers as ‘fan ex- 
treme measuré;” and yet this is the very’ resolution of 
which he is willing to make a disposition, that, amounts 
substantially to the adoption of the principle on which it 
is founded—a recognition of the discrimination between 
the protected and unprotected articles, by acting separate- 
ly upon the latter--a discrimination which I have no hesi- 
tation in saying (if it shall receive the final sanction ‘of 
Congress, in the manner proposed) will rivet ‘the -—Ameri- 
can system upon: this-country forever, without leaving us 
the smallest hope of relief hereafter. For no one can be 
so dull as not plainly to perceive that if this great crisis in 
our national affairs, arising from the extinction of the 
public debt, is suffered to pass away without a reduction 
of the duties to the just revenue standard, no season half 
so favorable to such a reduction will ever again occur.” A 
quiet acquiescence in the system now, must amount to . 
submission to it forever. 

Sir, | am pained to be obliged to say that gentlemen on 
the other side of the House ‘seem but imperfectly to un- 
derstand, and not at all appreciate, our sentiments on this 
subject: My amendment has been treated as if it were 
some extravagant ultra anti-tariff measure, which hardly 
the Southerw people themselves could desire or expect to 
succeed. Now, this is so far from being true, that the 
proposition in question was conceived in the spirit of con- 
ciliation, and ‘carried concession to the utmost. possible 
extent; and I must be permitted to add, that when gen- 
tlemen say that no compromise of such a character will 
be listened to by them, they, in effect, make known their 
determination to resist every just or reasonable modifica- 


But, said Mr. F., I have been:highly gratified with the 
pledge given by the:Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Forsrru,} 
to vote with the.friends of the protective policy, in refer- 
ring this subject to the appropriate Committee on Manufac- 
tures. I rejoice to- see some prospect of an amicable 
settlement of this great subject, which has produced ‘so 
much excitement in the Southern section of the Union, 
and só much ardent zeal‘in debate on the resolution;.and, 
with the proposition coming from such a quarter, we can- 
not but be cheered with the prospect ofa speedy restoration 
of kind feelings, anda compromise on this exciting subject, 
which must be highly gratifying to all parties, and highly 
important to the Union——and we shall most cordially unite 
our votes with his in favor of the proposed reference. - 

Mr. HAYNE said, that whatever difference of opinion 
might exist as to the general effect of the mere reference 
of a resolution to a committee, it appears to me that no 
two minds can.be brought to different conclusions as to 
the effect-of referring this particular resolution to the 
Committee on Manufactures. The point in“ dispute be- 
tween the friends and opponents of the protecting system, 
is, whether, in the proposed modification of the tariff, we 
shall separate the unprotected from the protected: arti- 
cles; and, proceeding forthwith to abolish the duties tn the: 
former, leave the latter untouched. The resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] now under consi- 
deration, and the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. WiLxins,] embraces those articles only 
+ which do not come into competition with similar arti- 
cles made or produced within the United States.” The 
rejection of my motion to strike out this resolution for the 
purpose of inserting an amendment, looking to a general 
reduction on all articles, protected as well as unprotected, 
has left before us the naked proposition of so modifying 
the tariff as to take off the duties entirely from the un- 
protected articles, leaving all of those which affect the 
protected articles; in plain terms, to maintain the protect- 
ing system in its most odious form, and its most oppressive 
character, And this is the proposition-which it is now 
moved to refer to the Committee on Manufactures—a com- 
mittee known to be favorable to such an arrangement of 
the tariff’ as is proposed in this resolution—a committee, 
of which the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Dicxensox] 
is chairman, and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 
a member-——a committee, four members of which out of 
five are known to be devoted advocates of the American 
system. What, I would ask, can be the effect of such 
a reference, but to put thé proposition of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky into the form of a bill, and‘to have 
it in the course of a very few days brought up to be 
passed into a law? It is vain for gentlemen to tell us that 
the committee may, if they please, extend the reduction 
to other articles than those embraced in the resolution re- 
ferred to them. No one can suppose, for a moment, that 
they will do so; and when the Senate, after due delibera- 
tion on the subject, determines to submit to them the sin- 
gle proposition to reduce or abolish the duties on wines, 
silks, velvets, spices, and other articles of luxury, it is 
hardly to be imagined that such a committee will:go out 
of their way to take up another and distinctiproposition— 
the reduction of the duties upon the necessaries of life, 
such as woollens, cottons, and iron, ‘not referred to them. 

I will confess, Mr. President, that when I witness the 
course pursued by some gentlemen, I can no longer in- 
dulge any hope of a satisfactory adjustment of the tariff. 
When we see Southern men supporting such a proposition 
as this, it is enough to make us utterly despair of the cause. 
Well, sir, may the Senator. from Connecticut [Mr. Foor] 
congratulate himself and his friends at an event so auspi- 
cious to their hopes. No onë, I should think, could fail 
to perceive, that in these disastrous times, when we are 
struggling side by side, in a common cause, for so great a 
stake, and against such fearful odds, our‘only hope of suc- 
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tion of the tarif. What, sir, was. my proposition? Why, 
’ that the duties should be brought downto the just revenue 


standard; in other: words, that when, by the payment of 


the public debt, the: money should no longer be wanted, 
it should:no longer be raised—-for, if raised undei such 
circumstances, it must either be squanderéd on unnecessa-. 
ry objects, or be distributed among the States; to neither 
of which could the South ever be brought to give its con- 
sent. I did not propose that the tariff should be repealed, 
and the revenue be supplied in some othe way, less bur- 
densome to the agricultural States. I did not propose to 
deprive manufactures of the protection incidental to a just 
revenue system; nor-did I insist that the reduction to the 
permanent revenue standard should be made suddenly or 
rashly. On. the contrary, I adopted the principle sanc- 
tioned by the Free Trade Convention. of Philadelphia, 
who declared their willingness to acquiesce in such a re- 
duction of the tariff ‘as shall be prospective: in its ope- 
ration, thereby avoiding any sudden revulsion that might 
operate with undue severity on the manufacturing interest, 
but leading to the desired result with the least possible in- 
jury. to the interests which have grown up under the sys- 
tem of protective duties.” 

Thus, sir, it will be scen that my proposition required 
no surrender of fixed opinions--no abandonment of prin- 
ciple on either side, It was intended to steer entirely 
clear of the constitutional question, and proposed an 
amendment, which, in effect, would afford all the protec- 
tion to manufactures that could be necessary to sustain 
them, without imposing a permanent and enormous tax 
upon the country. It is true that we have proposed that 
this protection should be incidental merely to a just reve- 
nue system; but I will ask whether gentlemen are unal- 
terably determined to be satisfied with nothing less than 
a distinct, avowed, substantive protection, and that, too, so 
arranged as to throw upon the foreign articles which en- 
ter into competition with domestic manufactures, (the very 
articles received in exchange for Southern productions, ) 
the whole burden of the Government. Sir, I repeat that 
‘ainst such a scheme I must continue to enter, in behalf 
those whom I represent, our most decided protest. 
Gentlemen on the other side seem to think that any con- 
cession, however trifling in amount, or unimportant in 
principle, will be satisfactory to us. Take, for example, 
the amendment now proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Wirxixs,] which he introduced with 
a declaration of his determination to go as far as possible 
to satisfy the claims of the South. What is that amend- 
ment! It is in principle, as I understand it, identically 
the same as the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky--to take off the duties on the unprotected articles 
-=the articles of luxury—leaving them, as to other arti- 
cles, untouched. It is true the gentleman has given no- 
tice of his intention to offer two resolutions calling upon 
the Secretaries of State and of the Treasury for informa- 
tion, on which he intimates a design,-at some.more conve- 
nient season, to propose a change in the mode of. collect- 
ing duties, by substituting valuations in this country, and 
cash duties, in the place of the existing system; and the 
gentleman seems to think that on adopting these regula- 
tions some equivalent reduction in the amount of the du- 
ties may be consented to by the tariff party. But, sir, 
what, I would ask, should we gain by this scheme? If, 
for instance, the abolition of the credit system should be 
equal to an ‘addition of ten per cent. tothe present duties, 
and the valuation in this country to ten more, what should 
we gain by a nominal reduction of duties equal to twenty 
per.cent.? Such an arrangement would obviously leave 
things just as they are. It is susceptible of demonstration 
that the effect of changing the duties, on the estimated 
value of the goods in this country,-instead of the value in 
Europe, would require a reduction of duties tothe amount 
probably of fifteen per cent. to leave the amount the same 
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as at present. Woollens; which costin England one liun- 
‘dred dollars, and which are subject to a duty of fifty per 
cent., now pay fifty dollars in duties; the same woollens 
would, probably, be valued in New York at one hundred 
and fifty dollars; and if the duties were reduced to thirty- 
five per cent. they would still pay fifty-two dollars in du- 
ties, so that a reduction. of the duty to thirty-five per cent. 
would leave the duties even greater than they are at pre- 
sent. I do not believe that I should object to a reduction 
of the credits, nor the gradual introduction of a system of 
cash duties, nor even to valuations, in this country, (if, in 
the opinion of mercantile men, these alterations in the re- 
venue system. could be made without injury to the com- 
merce of the country,) provided such valuations should 
be accompanied bya corresponding reduction in the rate 
of duties. But to suppose that the people of the South 
would receive such an arrangement, embracing merely a 
nominal reduction of duties, as a compliance with their 
wishes, is to rate their intelligence very low indeed. No, 
sir, let gentlemen, in the first instance, bring down the 
duties to the true revenue standard, according to the ex- 
isting custom-house regulations; and then, if they please, to 
make further alterations, by introducing changes in the 
modes of valuation or. collection, let them give us fair 
equivalents therefor, and I presume we shall not object. 
Let not gentlemen delude themselves, however, into the 
belief that the South will ever be satisfied with any thing 
short of a substantial relief from the oppression of this sys- 
tem. They understand its operation too well, they feel 
it too severely, to be deceived by any modification, how- 
ever ingeniously contrived, which stops short of a mate- 
rial reduction of duties, both on the protected and unpro- 
tected articles. They ask no more than justice, and will 
be satisfied with nothing less. Sir, Jet me, in conclusion, 
solemnly assure all who now hear me, that it is a wish 
nearer than all others to our hearts, to have this painful, 
this most distracting subject finally and amicably adjust- 
ed on just and liberal principles; but next to such an ad- 
justment, we would desire not to be misled by delusive 
arrangements, which may hold out the show of relief, 
while, in truth, they afford none. Above all things, we 
desire justice; but, if this cannot be obtained, our next de- 
sire is that you will let us know our fate. 

After some remarks from Messrs. POINDEXTER and 
WEBSTER, the former opposed to, and the latter in fa- 
vor of, the reference, 

‘Mr. KING moved that the subject be laid on the table. 
He would, to-morrow, submit a proposition for referring 
the resolution, together with the amendment offered by 
the Senator from South Carolina, and the amendments 
since offered. 

Mr. K. withdrew his motion, at the request of Mr. FOR- 
SYTH. 

Mr. FORSYTH vindicated his course on the subject, 
from the charge of inconsistency, adduced by the Senator 
from South Carolina. He had not pronounced the gen- 
| tleman’s scheme unreasonable, nor as leading to a danger- 
} ous and impolitic extreme. He had only referred to it as 

presenting the views of the ultra anti-protective party, 
while the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky em- 
braced the policy of the ultra protective party. In de- 
claring, at the commencement of the discussion, that he 
would “s die in the last ditch,” he did not mean to make 
a declaration of war against the Government. He would, 
|indeea, oppose the protective system by all fair, legal, 
jand constitutional means. He would go that far, but not 
one step farther. Should the majority overrule us— 
should the system be continued—he would not, on that 
account, sanction any course of opposition that would en- 
danger the Union, or be contrary to the spirit of the con- 
stitution. God forbid that, on account of any erro- 
neous legislation, he should be betrayed into measures that 
would tend to the destruction of the constitution. Le 
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would continue to: urge upon Congress, in every proper 
and constitutional form, the necessity and-propriety of an 
abandonment of a pol'cy which, tòa portion of the Union, 
is odious and oppressive; and he would rely: upon the in- 
telligence of the people, and upon their.sense-of justice, 
fur.an ultimate adjustment of the tariff, upon fair, equal, 
and constitutional principles. Mr: F. admitted thathe did 
not, at-present, expect full jústice from the majority; but 
did the Senator from South Carolina himself expect it? It 
was for that reason he was willing to vote. for the refer- 
ence, as the best course to be adopted, under the circum: 
stances of the case: Te sieges : 
After a few observations from Mr. CLAY, who. con- 
tended that the adoption of the motion would not commit 
the Senate, Mr. KING renewed his motion to lay the re- 
solution on the table; which motion was lost by the follow- 
ing vote: + ; e, 
YEAS.--Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, 
Sm'th, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—-17. 
NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Bénton,. Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley; Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Marcy, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Spragus, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
kins. —-29, : 
Mr. FORSYTH moved to amend the motion, by also 
„instructing the committee to take into consideration the 
following proposition submitted by Mr. Harner, and reject- 
ed some days s'nce:- 
Strike out allafter-the word ¢ countries,” and insert-— 
“ Be so reduced, that the ameunt of the public revenue 
shall be sufficient to defray the expenses. of Government, 
according to their present scale, after the payment of the 
public debt: and that, allowing a reasonable time for the 
gradual reduction of the present high duties on the arti- 
cles coining into competition with similar articles made or 
produced in the United States, the duties be ultimately 
equalized, so that the duties on no articles shall, as com- 
pared with the value of that article, vary materially from 
the general average.” 


Mr. HENDRICKS having accepted the motion asa mo-! 


d fication of the one made by him, 

Mr. POINDEXTER also moved that the committee be 
further instructed to take into consideration the following 
resolutions, submitted by: him on the 22d December last: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed’ 
to inquire into.the expediency of fixing a rate of duties on 
foreign imports, not to exceed, on any article imported 
into the United States, more than twenty per cent. ad va- 
lorem, and not to reduce the duty on any article so import- 
ed, below ten per cent. ad valorem, and to arrange such 
duties, having regard to all the great interests of the coun- 
try, so as to produce a nettrevenue of not less than fifteen 
mions of dollars annually. 

Resolved, That the said committee be further instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of giving effect and opera- 
tion to said system of duties on the 30th day of June next. 

Mr. BIBB moved that the committee be further instruct- 
ed to take into consideration the propriety of reducing the 
price of the public lands; to which motion Mr. ROBINSON 
added further to instruct the committee to inquire into the 
expediency of transferring them to the States in-which 
they He, on reasonable terms, i 

The several. propositions were accepted:by Mr. HEN- 
DRICKS as Mödifications of-his motion. 

Mr. HAYNE rose, and. said, that, after reflecting on 
what had just been said by the Senator from Georgia, it 
appeared to him that an observation had fallen, from that 
gentleman, susceptiblevof: misconception, and, therefore, 
requiring explanation.: 
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system, yet he was not disposed to resort to-any illegal or 
unconstitutional measures to put it down—=nor. would he 
adopt a course opposed to the constitution of the Union.” 
Now,- sir, I desire to know from the Senator from Georgia 
whether, in-using these expressions, he intended to.impute 
to me, or my friends, any hostility to the constitution or 
the Union. 60 ia oe aE o 
“Mr. FORSYTH: replied. that: he had-intended:no impu- 
tation upon the: Senator from -South Carolina; o: 
litical friends. He-had reference‘mérely:to 


to: a-cértain doc- 
trine which had been propagated at the Southy:which-he 
believed to. be unconstitutional, and'the:teridency.of which 
he considered- as-unfavorable: to the permanency: of. the 
Unions. *: E ae i 7 

Mr. HAYNE 


then said that he was -satisfied with the 
explanation. The gentleman from Georgia was certainly 
at liberty to entertain his own opinions as.to the tendency 
of any doctrines promulgated here or elsewhere. I will 
take this occasion, however, to say that there. are no per- 
sons in this country—come from which quarter they may 
=-more sincerely attached to the Union, or more devoted 
to the constitution, according: to its true spirit and mean- 
ing, than those whom I have. the honor to represent. on 
this floor;‘none more inflexibly determined to maintain the 
integrity of the one, or the rights secured'by:the other, 
though they may differ very widely from the gentleman 
from Georgia as to the means by which these objects are 
to be accomp!'shed. 

Mr. BENTON rose to second the motion of the Senator 
from Kentucky, who sat on his right, [Mr. Bra,] and to 
thank him also for having made it. It was cheering to 
hear a voice from Kentucky, the eldest daughter. of the 
West, in favor of reducing the price of the public Jands, 
That question had. occupied the younger States of the 
West Tor many years, and at this time engrossed and ab- 
sorbed their feelings. A future plan of revenue was now 
[fo be settled; and, in the settlement of that plan, a prelimi- 
nary question, as to the disposition of the public lands, 
{forced itself upon the mind of every statesman, and every 
citizen of the West. The Committee on Manufactures— 
he did not say with how myich propriety—-had become: in- 
vested with the fiscal concerns of the Union! with .the 

whole business of settling the future plan of revenue!” It 
had collected into its hands all the objects of revenue, ex- 
cept the public lands; and he [Mr.-B.] must insist, so far 
as his voice could insist, upon their-considering:that object 
also. The question for that committee to decide was.this: 
upon what articles shall duties: be reduced or abolished? 
Surely the public lands, which now produce three. mil- 
lions of dollars, and'a few years hence will produce five 
millions, are rather too largean object to be skipt, or over- 
looked, or passed. by without observation, in answering 
that question. He was rejoiced that the Senator from 
Kentucky, on his right, [Mr. Bres, j had brought it for- 
ward; heartily glad that'he had moved its reference to the 
committee which now had the system of future revenue 
in its hands, and he would cordially vote for sending the 
inquiry to that committee for its consideration and report, 
Mr. BUCKNER also made some remarks in: opposition 


to the amendment. . à ; 

Mr. KANE said that he should be excused by the Senate 
for rising at so late an hour, when the fact was stated that 
the people he represented. were-incomparably more inte- 
rested ina change of the land system of the United States, 
than in any conceivable adjustment of the tariff. As. 
strange as it.might appear, there was now a necessity, 
founded upon-the principle of. a uniform -dispensation of 
justice to all parts of the country, for referring the import- 
ant subject of the public lands to:the Committee on Manu- 


factures. That committee had in charge not only the 


¢ x “That gentleman, in the course of |protection of American manufactures, but that of the reve- 
his observations, had said that, ‘though he-was as strong-|nue and: finances of the States. 


Every gentleman, who, 


ly opposed as any one could be to the whole protecting |in the course ofthe debate which had occupied so much 
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that there is no safety in change? 
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for the. purposes of Govérnment,.had proceeded uponthe 
idea: thatthe’ receipts from land sales were to remain: as 
they-weére. That the sum of three millions, annually accru- 
ing from thatsource; was to beset down-as.a matter of course 


.to the account of revenue; and, whether gentlemen had set- 


tled.down‘upon eighteen, fifteen, thirteen, or twelve mil- 
lions, asthe proper. sum for Government purposes, no one 


had hinted at diminution, either in the price of lands, or in. 


the amount to be derived fromtheirsale. Against all cal- 
culations, based upon the expectation that every thing was 
to be diminished, except the price of public land, he felt 
himself bound to protest; and he was, therefore, in favor 
of referring this matter to the Committee on Manufactures, 
that they might consider whether this source of revenue 
alone was to remain untouched. It was not possible for 
that committee-to adjust. the revenue to any given sum, 
without taking the lands into consideration; and. he wished 
it to be understood that it was not a conceded point, that 
this important branch of it was to remainasit was. It was 
not proper torefer the whole finances of the nation to any 
committee, withholding from it, at the same time, the right 
to look into. all its parts. And, said Mr. K., Lrepeat, that 
Lam opposed totally to any reference, if itis to be under- 
stood that the Committee on Manufattures are bound to 
calculate upon the continued receipt of three millions from 
the new States, from land sales alone. It had been said 
that this motion was out of place; that the Committee on 
Public Lands should consider the proposition. ‘This was 
undoubtedly the better course, and would have been pur- 
sued, had not the duties of the Finance Committee been 
conferred upon that of Manufactures. But this direction 
of the subject was now unavoidable, unless we were pre- 
pared to say that the permanent revenue of the country 
should be fixed upon a basis injurious, ina peculiar degree, 
to the new States. Suppose the gentleman from Kentuc- 
ky [Mr. Brsn] should withdraw his motion, and the com- 
mittee go on repealing duties upon imposts until the reve- 
nue shall be reduced to the actual wants oftie Government; 
and then, after the report shal] be sanctioned by law, the 
Committee on Public Landsreport a: bill reducing the price 
of lands, or authorizing a transfer ofthem to the states in 
which they lie, upon just terms—does not every man sce 
and know that the bill must fail? That we shall then be 
told that the Government cannot be carried on without the 
money to be derived from land sales, that the estimates 
Jave been made under the present system of sales, and 


time, had spoken of the- repeal or-diminution of the duties| lief in favor of the new States,-he, for one, wished to know 
upon imposts, and.of the amount necessary to be retained jit. i 


He had- recently received instructions on this subject, 
from the Legislature of the State which he had the honor 
in part torepresent, in the form ofa memorial, which had 
been presented to the Senate, and it was his duty to press 
the subject. He wished to see these great interests progress- 
ing pari passuin the Senate, and hoped that the proposi- 
tion onthe subject of the public lands mightalso be referred. 
© Mr. WHITE said, as the Senators are called upon to 
record their.votes upon the proposition of the Senutor 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Bras, ] must be indulged, late as it 
is, fora few minutes, to. enable me to state some reasons, 
in addition to those assigned by other gentlemen, for the 
opinion I entertain upon this subject: Thesimple propo- 
sition is, that the, Committee on Manufactures inquire into 
the expediency of reducing the price of the public lands, 
and of disposing of them, upon reasonable terms, to the 
States in which they respectively hie. 

Others, in favor of this proposition, have insisted that, as 
this committee have already been invested with all the 
other powers which appropriately belong to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, they ought also to be clothed with this, 
as the public lands, annually, yield to the treasury a con» 
siderable sum of money. Suppose them to be mistaken in 
the effect of this argument, 1 contend they are still right 
in the reference they wish. ‘The appropriate duty of the 
Committee on Manufactures is to see that suitable and ade- 
quate protection is afforded to whatis called, by its friends, 
the American system, or American industry, We cannot 
forget, that a few years ago onc of our public functiona- 
ries, in making his report to Congress, made this very 
matter, the price of the public lands, an essential ingre- 
dient in this American system; and broached the doctrine 
that the large quantities put in the market, and low prices 
for them, were injurious to domestic manufactures, and 
unreasonably favored the business of agriculture, as none 
would labor cheap for the manufacturers, who could, for 
a small sum, purchase land inthe West, and cultivate his 
own frechold. 

He was a warm advocate of this American system, and 
believed that small quantities of land only should be put 
into market, and those not ata reduced price; that by 
these means we might prevent emigration to the new States, 
force a dense population in the old, multiply the number 
of daily laborers for their daily bread, and thus enable the 
manufacturer to procure labor for less money. For one, 
1 entirely disagree with the doctrine thus advanced, and 
hold the contrary, to wit, that the price of the land should 


This will be so, unless, (be so low as to enable every honest and industrious man 
indeed, we can suppose that other portions of the United jto become the owner of a tract himself. 


But as the friends 


‘States will consent to be burdened with some new and {of the tariff, in support. of their system, have advanced this 


heavy tax, in order to relieve.the younger States. In every 
point of view, Mr. K. contended for the absolute necessity 


-of sustaining the motion. 


Mr. HENDRICKS said that he accepted the proposition 
of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Bras, ] with the amend- 
ment to it proposed by the Senator from Ihnois, [Mr.Rosin- 
sox,]as a modification ofhis motion to refer; and however 
incongruousit might, at first thought, appear to refer any 
thing connected with the public lands to the Committee 


-on Manufactures, yet he believed it to be a very proper 


disposition of the matter. ‘The resolution proposed to be 
referred, was the commencement ofa series, by which the 
revenues were to be reduced to the wants of the Govern- 
ment after the payment ofthe publicdebt. It was admit- 
ted that this was to affect more or less all the greatinterests 


` ofthe country, and that all these interests might be modi- 


-'of this reduction. 


‘ 


fied'so as to share, in a greater or less degree, the benefits 
If the agricultural interests of the new 
States are to be benefited, let us know it; and if not, let 
us know it. If, while you have millions to scatter to the 
four winds, merely for the purpose of getting clear of 
them, there be any portion of the Senate averse to allre- 


doctrine, the Senate, and the public, have a right to have 
this branch of the subject investigated by this committee, 
and to have an expression of their opinion upon it. They 
have united the price of the public lands with their sys- 
tem, and I hope they will not be separated untilwe have 
an opinion from this committee. 

If the view of this subject taken by the Secretary, to 
whose opinions I have alluded, had been recollected by 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. BuckxneR,] lam sure he 
would not have charged my friend, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Brun,] with levity, or a desire, by bringing 
forward this proposition, to turn the whole subject into 
ridicule. 

It appears to me that, in every view we can take of this 
question, the proposition ought to succeed. 

A division of the question having been ordered, on mo- 
tion of Mr. CLAY, so as to separate the motion of Mr. 
Brae from the others, 2 

‘Mr. TAZEWELL said he should vote against the re- 
ference to the Committee on Manufactures, that he and 
those who thought with him might have an opportunity to 
vote for a select committee. 
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The question was then taken first on the motión with 
all the modifications, with the objection of that of Mr. 
Biss, and decided as follows: s 

YEAS.—Messrs, Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson; Dudley, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Foot, Hen- 
dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.--27. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—19.. 

Mr. BIBB said ‘he had a sense of the dignity of the Se- 
nate, and of what was due from him as one of its members, 
too high to permit him, on this occasion, or any other, to 
trifle with its deliberations. He hoped he had, heretofore, 
conducted himself in the most respectful manner to the 
Senate, and he had resolved in his own mind, at all times, 
hereafter, to coritribute his aid to support the dignity and 
independence of the Senate, as a co-ordinate branch of the 
Government. l 

Į can assure my friend from Missouri [Mr. Bucxyer] 
that Lam serious in offering the resolution for instruction 
to the Committee on Manufactures, to inquire into the 


parts. And, at last, the disputation about the reference 
of this particular subject to this: or that committee, 1s 
rather an argument upona name, than upon the substance. 


. The Committee on Manufactures is very competent to år- 


rangé a system of finance for the consideration and action 
of the Senate. If the President pro tem., in organizing 
the committees, had arfanged the same Senators, now 
composing the Committee on Manufactures, to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and to the Land Committee, all incon- 
gruity between the subject and the name of the committee 
would: disappear; all will agree that thé members of the 
committee are competent to the'task imposed. The Senate 
having chosen to transfer a financial subject from the Com- 
mittee on Finance to another committee, I feel myself 
amply justified in moving this ‘subject of finance to the 
same committee. Feeling astrong desire to see the prices 
of public lands reduced, to give every reasonable facility 
to heads of families, and to the rising generation to acquire 
freeholds, as well as to bring all the lands within the new 
States within the taxing power of these States, I cannot 
omit this appropriate time and occasion for presenting 
these subjects for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BUCKNERsaid: Mr. President, if, in the few remarks 


propriety of reducing the price of the public lands. If|I made when I first addressed the Senate, I in the slight- 


there is an apparent incongruity between the subject pro- 
posed to be referred, and the style of the committee to 
whom it is to be referred, that fault is not chatgeable to 
me, but to the vote of the majority of the Senate in refer- 
ring the subject of revenue and finance to the Committee 
on Manufactures, in preference to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. I did notvote for that reference. Butas the re- 
ference of the other questions of revenue has been voted 
to the Committee on Manufactures, I have no alternative 
but to move a reference of this subject to the same com- 
mittee. 

The near approach to the extinguishment of the public 
debt has disengaged from that service the amount of ten 
millions heretofore appropriated as the sinking fund, to- 
gether with the additions to that fund arising from ex- 
cesses of other appropriations above the actual expendi- 
tures. In this state of excess of revenue, accruing from 
our existing system, beyond the future demands upon the 
treasury, we are imperiously called to cut down the reve- 
nue; in fact, to revise the whole revenue system. What- 
ever committee is charged with this duty, must be charged 
with all the parts.. They must look at all the sources 
which are to pour their streams into the general treasury. 
Now, the receipts from the sales of the Western lands have 
constituted a prominent item in the estimates of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for. years past. -At the present ses- 
sion, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury estimates 
the revenue from that source at three millions of dollars. 
As the price of the public lands was graduated with a view 
to the extinguishment of the public debt, now that the 
public faith and public pledge of that fund is redeemed, it 
would seem but just that, in reducing the revenues, that 
branch should experience a proportionate alleviation. 
Whatever may be the sum proposed to be provided for 
the annual expenditure of the Government, whether fif- 
teen, thirteen, or eleven millions of dollars, the sum to be 
received from the sales of the Western lands must be first 
deducted, before the amount to be raised’ by imposts can 
be estimated: and the rate of duties on imported articles 
cannot be adjusted until the amount proposed to be raised 
from that source is ascertained. Whatever committee is 
charged with the subject of imposts, must have an eye to 
the other sources of reverte. They must look to the re- 
venue system asa whole, before they apportion its respect- 
ive parts. It would be very incongruous to refer one part 
of the system of revenue to one committee, and another 
part of the system to a different committee. To produce 
a connected, well proportioned, and just system, the 
same committee must have charge of all the component 


est degree touched the feelings of my long respected and 
worthy friend, the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Bras, ] 
I most sincerely regret it. Nothing could be more foreign 


‘from my intention; and, although I do not suppose he in- 


tended any unkindness towards the views I entertain on 
the subject of the public lands, and though he does think 
that subject ought to go to the same committee to which 
has been referred the resolution of the Senator from: Ken- 
tucky, {Mr. Cxax,] with other propositions on the tariff, 
yet, sir, I still entertain the belief that the reference ofthe 
proposition to reduce the price of the public lands, or to 
cede them to the several States, to the Committee on Ma- 
nufactures, is an anomaly which must, in its very nature, 
unprofitably affect the desire we in the West have, to see 
some steps taken which may advance our wishes on that 
subject; for it does seem to me like trifling with the sub- 
ject. ‘What, sit, refer the proposition to reduce the price 
of the public lands, or to cede them to the States in which 
they lie, to the Committee on Manufactures; and that, too, 
sir, without an expression of the Senate on them! How, 
sir, will this matter be viewed by the public?——and public 
opinion controls public measures.. Will you, then, dis- 
gust that opinion by the act of those‘who profess to be the 
friends of the measure? My colleague says, that commits 
tee has grasped for every thing. They got his alum salt 
and his Indian blanket bills--now let them have this, and 
see what they will do with ite And, sit, because his alum 
salt-and Indian blankets have been put to that committee, 
will he now multiply wrongs, by sending this measure to 
that committee, because, sir, he did not have his way with 
those other subjects? I voted against his view on the 
motion to refer his bills; and if 1 did wrong, then will he 
not do wrong to be even with me, and jeopard a measure 
that he has so long advocated, and in which our constitu- 
ents are so deeply interested?. But the reference on this 
subject is not like that of alum salt and Indian blankets. 
These articles come in competition with the manufactur- 
ing interest of the nation; and though the bill well might 
have been referred to the Committee on Finance, yet they 
also well might be referred to that on manufactures, par- 
taking of the nature of each. But how can it be shown 
that this question in any degree affects manufactures? 
The propriety of reducing duties on certain articles well 
may be sent to the Committee on Manufactures; but, sir, 
will he now abandon his own doctrine? He has told us a 
measure should never be sent to its enemies; and now he 
proposes to’send this measure to a committee, every man 
of which is unfriendly to the interest of the West on this . 
measure! Can we expect a favorable report, or; indeed, 
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any report atall? 1 donot think this committee will report 
on the subject of the price of public lands, or ceding them 
to. the States, this session.. _Let.us, then, send this propo- 


. sit'on-to the Committee on. Finance, or, more properly, 


to:the Committee on Public Lands. I will, with pleasure, 
wote to refer it to-either of them, -We-will get a favora- 
ble. report.from them, which we may use to our advan- 
tage; but, by this course, all is im the power of our adver- 
saries. 

Mr. President, I feel great solicitude.on this subject. 
My constituents are deeply interested in it; and I do think 
it would conduce greatly to the interest of the people, 
and to.the-pecuniary interest of the Government, toreduce 
‘the price of those lands. The most of those lands have 
been culled for-many years, and now a great proportion 
is second rate land; and yet, sir, the Government asks the 
same.price as when every one had choice. By-reducing 
the price, more sales would. be made, and more freehold- 
ers would:be established in our country. Your revenue 
would increase more rapidly, for the amount of sales would 
be greater, because much more land would be sold; and, 
beside, men would be on their own lands, improving, and 
their ability to- pay taxes would increase as they acquired 
property, and they would consume more of the articles 
on which duties are laid, as they became better esta- 
blished in their home and property. But we are about to 
put this very matter in the hands of some men who, but a 
few days ago, said. the tariff populated the West at the 
expense of the Southern States--1 mean the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Mitren,] who last addressed the 
Senate on the tamff, and not the Senators from Virginia 
and North Carolina, both supporting this same doctrine; 
both of whon, in their speeches on this floor, but a short 
time past, used the same language as the gentleman from 
South Carolina, F consider the whole vote as intending to 
give the go-by to this whole matter altogether. I voted 
to report the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to that committee, to give it the go-by, and I have no doubt 
many others voted so, for the same rcason; because I was 
not willing’-to.commit myself in its favor—~and still I did 
not know whether we ought wholly to reject it--and be- 
cause I preferred to vote on-a bill, instead of an abstrac- 
tion. And is not.the. land, and other things thrown in to 
cover it up, by the vote given, no expression on the 
measures given! But, let us introduce a resolution. to in- 
‘struct the proper committee to reduce the price of those 
lands, or to cede them to the States in which they lie, and 
ask the Senate to adept the resolution, and then we will 
see who will vote with us, and who against. Lhope, when 
a vote on this subject presents us a substantial benefit, we 
may find I am mistaken in my fears. 

Mr. ROBINSON said: Mr. President, as our candor is 
appealed. to, permit me to assure the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,] that the friends to the pro- 


“posed amendment, in relation. to the public lands, are no 


less serious than anxious. for its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures; not because that, of all others, it is 
the most appropriate committee to have charge of this 
subject, but because it is the only remaining branch of the 
revenue which has not been referred to that committee. 
And, for one, 1 cannot see why its reference is objected 
to by the members of that committee, after just manifest- 
ing not only a perfect willingness, but an anxiety, to have 
charge of the whole subject in relation. to duties, as well 
on articles coming into competition with those of home 


: growth and manufacture, as of that class which does not 
-come into such competition. . 


“It has, by the same honorable Senator, been triumph- 
‘antly asked, what can the Committee on Manufactures 
be expected to know about the public lands? I may,very 
safely answer—at least as much as about the cultivation of 
coffee, tea, and olives, or the manufacture of silks, mull 
muslins, or camels’ hair shawls, and all the long list of ar- 


ticles imported into our country, and which are neither 
produced nor made in the United States, the duties on 
which this committee are-now about to arrange. 

But let it not be forgotten that between three and four 
millions of dollars of your revenue is, per annum, now 
derived from the sale of these lands--about one-third of 
the whole sum necessary for the exigencies of the Go- 
vernment. And shall we be told that, in forming a reve- 
nue bill, which is now about to be done, that this is an item 
not to be taken into the general account? The whole sub- 
ject--all the sources of revenue, must, of necessity, be 
taken together, to arrive at a proper conclusion at what 
rates to fix the duties you are about to reduce. If the 
public lands are to be reduced in price, or if they are to 
be disposed of to the States in which they lie, it is indis- 
pensable for the committee to know if either, or which, is 
to be done. Again, as has been well observed by my 
honorable friend [Mr. Warre] from ‘Tennessee, the sub» 
jects of duties, and of public lands, have been committed 
together for the last ten years, inthe annual reports of 


tthe Secretary of the Treasury. And why now divorce 


them? Are gentlemen startled at the responsibility it im- 
poses? I hope not. The public debt being now paid, we 
of the West wish to join in the general jubilee; and, un- 
less some change in the disposition of the publ.c lands be 
made, more favorable to the purchaser than isthe present 
mode and price, I fear we will have but little cause of 
rejoicing. : 

Sir, the West has but little, very little, direct interest 
in the protective system. We are not, and never will be, 
manufacturers; but we are, and ever must be, agricul- 
turists. Give us the lands on reasonable terms, and we 
will not be heard to complain, be the tariff arranged as it 
may. Whilst I am frank to acknowledge, with myself 
there are no constitutional scruples or doubts as to the pas 
licy of sustainmg the tariff, even to protection, 1 must say 
that I think the reference of the resolutions, with the 
several amendments which have been offered, by way of 
instructions, would have been more appropriate if made 
to the Committee on Finance, or, as suggested by the ho- 
norable. Senator from Virginia; [Mr, TAZEWELL,] to a 
select committee, chosen from the Western, Southern, 
and Eastern States, equally. I voted for the present re- 
ference, that the subject might be presented in the targi- 
ble shape of a bill, and do hope that the whole subject 
connected with the revenue may be acted on by the same 
committee, and at the same time. 

Mr. BENTON expressed the great satisfaction which he 
felt at hearing the voice of the new Senator from Mlincis, 
[Mr. Ronrxsoy,] now, for nearly the first time, heard in 
debate on this floor, but often exerted in the Legislature 
of his State, and always there, as now here, to support 
patriotic propositions, with sound and sensible reasons. 
His [Mr. Roninsuw’s] amendment to the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Bins,] opened the whole 
question of the public lands, and presented the inquiry 
into their future disposition fairly arid fully to the consi- 
deration of the committce. The double question of re- 
ducing the price, or transferring the lands to the States, 
was embraced in the proposition, and the committce would 
doubtless say which of them should be adopted, or whe- 
ther either should be adopted. This was not the time to 
discuss these questions, or to declare a preference for 
either of them; that time would properly arrive after the 
committee had made its report. ‘The question now was 
to refer the subject; and to that reference two objections 
were made: one objection te the character of the com- 
mittee, and the other to the individuals which compose 
it; and, strange to say, both objections came from the 
committee itself, and from its friends or supporters. They 
object to the reference on account of the character of the 
comniittee, and say it is absuid to send the public lands to 
the Committee on Manufactures. Sir, said Mr. B., the 
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absurdity of the thing is admitted; but then-it-must be ad- 
mitted, also, that: this. absurd ty is only part and parcel of i 
that monstrous. absurdity. which has erected the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures into the. Finance Committee of the, 
Senate. ‘The old Finance Committee no longer exists, : 
except-for subaltern and ceremonious services. Asa fis-. 
cal committee, charged with plans of revenue, it no longer; 
exists. As such, it is exptinged—rubbed out—annihilated! | 
The venerable chairman. of. that. old committee [Mrs 
Surta, of Maryland] has nothing to do now but to read 
h's appropriation bills. The Senator from New. Jersey, 
[Mr. Dicexersoy,] whose name is at the head: of the Com- 
m.ttee on Manufactures, or the. Senator from. Kentucky, 
[Mr. Cray,] who. occupies a place upon it, will now be 
charged with the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon the finances, and will deliver us future. plans of re- 
venue. It is in vain to object to their character... ‘They 
have got the thing into their hands. They have got the 
revenue to adjust. They-have got the whole treasury 
report before them; and the publ.c lands is a leading artı- 
cle in that report. It is in vain to say they ought not to 
act upon the public lands. The factis, they will act. upon 
it, whether referred to them or not. No committee, no 
statesman, no individual, can start a project of future. re- 
venue, without first determining the question in his own 
mind, whether the publ.clands are to be, or not to be, a 
source of future revenue. These lands now yield three 
millions of dollars, and we want -but twelve or thirteen 
millions. The lands, therefore, produce the one-fourth 
of all that is wanted. No man can then give an opinion, 
much less report bill, for the future amount of our re- 
venue, without including or excluding the lands. He 
must do one or the other... He cannot tell what duty or 
tax to leave upon a single article, until he first knows whe- 
ther the large income from the lands is to be included or 
excluded. . Away, then, with this story.. ‘The committee 
must decide; they will decide; they will report a bill with 
or without the lands; and either way is decision. For even 
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and every plan for-the disposition of the publicJands; he 
therefore, cannot be supposed to'be ignorant of-the subs 
ject, without implying an inattention to the business of the 
Senate,.which his: conduct disproves, or accusing him. of 
opposing. the land bills through- ignorance, which he 
[Mr..B.] could:not admit... The aheged ignorance of the 
committee, then, would not-angwer. . Their disqualifying 
excuses came. too Jate; their self-denying ordinances were 
at the.end. instead of the beginning of. the-feast... They 
ought to have. objected earl.er—at.the. beginning ‘ofthe. 
session—at the reference of the alum,salt bill and: blanket 
b.ll, instead. of contending,.as they thendid, for these: bills. 
He [Mr. B.] ventured. at that time to set himself: up for a 
piece ofa prophet, and to undertake.to foretell that, if the 
Manufactures Committee succeeded in drawing to them- 
selves those two bills, they could, upon. the-same princi- 
ples, draw to themselves all the business of the Finance 
Committee; and his prophecy was now fulfilled.... The 
Finance Committee was stript of its powers-—it was pluck- 
ed of its plumage; in its corporate capacity, it was re- 
duced to the appearance and dimens ons of a p.cked 
snowbird; while the Manufactures. Committee, in the 
double investiture -of their own.and another committee’s 
prerogatives, loomed upon the hor.zon. as a new. and. ex- 
traordinary. apparition. It had. got all! Every subject 
of revenue was now in its hands!) The whole business-of 
reducing the present revenue, estimating: the future ex- 
penses of the Government, fixing a new standard of ine 
come, was actually in their hands. 'Fhe lands were there 
m pomt of fact. The lands would be passed upon -bg 
them in point of fact! And the only effect of this refer- 
ence is tosay whether they. shail pass upon. them. publicly 
or privately;. in the committee. room, alone, or in) the 
Senate alone; by a. side wind, instead. of a: fair breeze. 
He (Mr. B.]. was for open work, and he presumed: the 
people. of the West wished for open work. <0. |. 
The fate of the public. lands is. now. in the hands of the 

Manufacturing Comm.tiec; from. that ‘committee comes 


if nothing is done, the present high and arbitrary. price of| forth hard or casy terms for the-people. . "The West. has 


ublic lands will be kept up. 
ing or flinching! 

The Manufacturing Committee has got itself invested 
with the powers of the Finance Committee. Let. them, 
then, meet its duties and responsibihties. It will decide 
the land question, whether we refer it or net; let them, 
then, decide it on their responsib.Lty, and give ‘a report 
and a bill to the Senate. Let them act aboveboard, and 
show us whether manufactures are the enemies of agri- 
culture; whether the price of lands is to be kept up, 
to prevent the poor people from giving to the West, so 
as to deprive the factories of their cheap. labor, and the 
still cheaper labor of the wretched little children. who are 
worked like machines and fed like mice. Too many facts 
give us reason to believe that this isthe design of the 
manufacturers; and now let them confirm or dispel the 
suspicion by an overt act; let them take part with the 
agriculturists in reducing the pr.ce of the public lands, 
or take part with. the manufacturers in keeping up unjust 
and arb.trary prices, refusing donations and settlement 
rights, and resisting a transfer of the soil to the States. 

The object.on to the personal composition of the com- 
mittee is equally ll fuunded; in fact, more so. His in vain 
to say they know nothing of Western lands. That com- 
mittee has upon ita Senator of the-longest and highest 
standing from the West; one who has been-either Senator 
or Representative, from a Western State, for full a quarter 


No! let us have no-dodg- 


of a century, (Mr. Cuar, } and has often, in the course of | sett h gh price on land. 


that time, discussed the question of the public lands. He, 
therefore, cannot be presumed te-be ignorant of the sub- 
ject. Another member of. that comunttee, the Senator 


whose name stands at the head. of it, [Mr. DICKERSON, ]! 
has been here longer than he [Mr. B-] had been, that is to; 


| 


Bay, More than twelve years; and has regularly. opposed. all 


a powerful representative on that, committee; and what. 
ever is done, she is entitled to know why, and wherefore. 

Mr. B. would not undertake to say how that committee 
would report upon the public lands.: He had:his mis- 
givings, and these were not lessened in seeing the com- 
mittee endeavoring to avoid the responsibilty of a public 
reference; while, m point of fact, they would act. onan 
imphed and virtual reference. . He. repeated, with great 
emphasis, that the committee would act on the-public 
lands, whether instructed or not;.that they could not pros 
ceed one step in fixing their new.plan-of revenue; with- 
out first deciding that the lands were, or were not, to be-a 
future source of revenue; and, he, was decidedly in favor 
of requiring the committee to decide publ.cly in a case 
where they would, most assuredly, decide secretly. ‘hey 
were now the Finance Committee of the Senate, and must 
take the responsibilities as wellas the prerogatives of their 
new and elevated station. A bill, they are to give:us. 
A reduction of duties, they are to make. ..Friends-and 
sdversar.es all admit that they are. going .to.make ‘a.re- 
duction. Land. is entitled to a place, and. the. -highest 
place, im the lst ofreductions. Many tferior articles will 
also be entitled to a place in it; but he {Mr. B.] pre- 
sumed that no committee. could bring. inia ‘bill tor ree 
ducing duties on luxuries, and leaving them on necessaries, 

He presumed. that no committee would venture to bring 
m a bill tur abolishing duties on figs, and leaving: tie pre- 
He presumed that no comm.tice 

Would abol.sh duties on the perfumes with which boys and 

giris sweeten their hair, and leave a tax upon the salt 

with which the farmers cured their provisions, and:raised 

their stock.. , He. presumed that the tax would not. be 

taken off of s.lksy and left on blankets. And if he.was in 

any of tuese presumptuous, no friend to the people could 


635 


636 


Sëvare:] 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


[Manca 22, 1832. 


object to'such a course of pröcéedingas would bring all 
the facts.to light, and show every thing as it ‘really passed. 
He called earnestly upon the friends of the West to rally 
—tounite their voices+-to join. their strength--to put all 
their shoulders together,andsave-the public land question 
from being blinked if the new arrangement of the revenue, 
He besought, he obtested, he entreated, by every considera- 
tion of justice to the West, that the great question of re- 
ducing the price of ‘the public lands, or transferring them 
to the States, should not be dodged in this critical conjunc- 
ture, when the-new plan of finance wasto be settled. He 
hoped the West had friends enough present to protect 
her interest, by adopting the resolution, and requiring this 
new financial committee to consider the item of the pub- 
lic lands... Mose i . 

-Mr. DICKERSON observed that-the reasons urged for 
instructing the committee on this subject, are, that the re- 
solution’ referred to them should have been referred to 
the Committee on Finance; that it should not have been 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures; from which it 
will follow’ that, if the Senate make an improper refer- 
ence; they are bound to make another. The impro- 
‘priety of referring the public lands to the: Committee on 
Manufactures, must be apparent’ to any one who will give 
the subject a moment’s consideration. If this resolution 
had been committed to the Committee on Finance, would 
the public lands be committed to their care? Are the sales 
of the public lands so identified with the revenues of the 
country that they are to be referred to the Committee on 
Finance? Hitherto this has‘not been the case; on the con- 
trary, we had a standing committee, selected with a view 
to-the interests of the States in which the public lands lie, 
who have the confidence of the people of such States, to 
whom this important subject has been constantly sub- 
mitted.’ Why is this course to be changed? Why is the 
Committee on Public Lands to be relieved from’ the per- 
formance of an appropriate duty? -And why is that duty 
imposed upon’ the Committee on Manufactures, to whom 
it does not belong? 

Mi. TAZEWELL followed Mr. Dickerson. The 
Senator from New Jersey, said Mr. T., objects to the re- 
ference of the resolution proposed to the,committee over 
which he presides, because the subject of this resolution 
does not properly belong to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, who, as such, know nothing about the public lands. 
1 apprehend, however, that the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, assuch, know quite as much about the public lands, 
as they do about spices, teas, coffee, wines, and silks, not 
one of which articles are of the growth, produce, or 
manufacture of this country, or enter into competition 
with any similar article of its production. Yet the Senator 
from New Jersey was desirous of drawing all these various 
subjects to his-own forum, and has had his wish gratified 
in this respect. Therefore, the objection to the proposed 
reference öf this subject to the same committee does not 
come with a very good grace from him. 

He seeks to justify his wish to obtain a referencé to his 
committee of the several resolutions to repeal the duties 


-on the unprotected articles, and to reduce those on the 


protected articles, upon the ground that all these are con- 
gruous subjects, and affect the revenue: but he says that 
the price of the public lands is not connected with that 
matter. This suggestion might have furnished a very 
strong argument for referring all these subjects to the 
Committee on Finance, as wasat first proposed; but when 
that proposition was rejected, and the Committee on Manu- 


factures became possessed of some of the subjects pro- 


perly appertaining to the revenue of the country, it seemed 
a little strange that the chairman of this committee should 
‘still desire to retain the cognizance of these fiscal con- 
cerns; and yet should be so averse to take under his care 
another ofa like character. 1 say of alike character, be- 
‘eause,‘whatevér may be the forms and shapes in which 


these séveral matters are presented, it must be obvious to 
all that the great and leading object to which all the 
several propositions are addressed, is the establishment of 
a new system of revenue better suited to the present con- 
dition of the-country than that which now exists. Then, 
as the establishmeit of anew system of revenue is the 
great purpose aimed at by all:'these several projects, each 
of which looks to a different course of supply,-in order 
to make thisnew system. complete; harmonious, and per- 
manent, itis indispensably necessary that all the sources of 
supply should be considered by any committee who may 
be charged with the duty, of remodelling the present sys- 
tem of taxation. This will be very obvious, said Mr. T., 
if the slightest attention is paid to the nature of the differ- 
ent subjects from: whence revenue is now derived, and to 
the ‘conflicting interests of the several regions of the 
country, in regard to the revenue derived from these 
different subjects. : 

So far as this matter is concerned, the people of the 
United States may be properly considered as divided into 
three great classés; the manufacturing class, the produc- 
ing class, and the class composed of the inhabitants of the 
States within whose limits large bodies of unoccupied 
landsare still held, because yet unsold by the United States, 
The public revenue is now derived from each of these 
classes, and in something like the following proportions: 

The manufacturing class pays but little, comparatively, 
of the amount of revenue derived from the imposts on 
foreign articles similar to those manufactured by them- 
selves. Their own supply is very nearly, if not quite 
equal to their own demand of these protected articles, 
Consequently, far the greater portion of the taxes imposed 
for the purpose of encouraging and protecting their manu- 
factures, is paid by the other two classes. The manufac- 
turing class is then plainly interested in continuing all the 
duties imposed for their protection or encouragement, 
which taxes are paid, almost exclusively, by the other 
classes, and amount to about fifteen millions of dollars. 

The manufacturing class is also interested in continuing 
the present price of the public lands; for if this is reduced, 
the necessary effect will be to encourage greater emigra- 
tion to the Western country, so to augment the wages of 
the labor now employed in manufactures, and thus to di- 
minish the profits of manufacturing capital. This effect 
has been often announced, in various reports from a for- 
mer Secretary of the Treasury, a part of whose grand 
project of regulating the whole labor and capital of the 
country was, to make lands dear, in order that manufac- 
tures might thereby be made cheap. And the same idea, 
in effect, has been again presented to the Senate to-day, 
in the speech of the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
SpracveE.]} 

But, although the manufacturing class is thus interested 
in continuing the present high duties of protection, from 
whence a revenue of at least fifteen millions is now deriv- 
ed; and in continuing, also, the present price of public 
lands, from the sale of which arevenue amounting to three 
millions of dollars more is now received; yet this class is 
interested in the abolition of all other taxes, that is to say, 
of all the duties upon unprotected articles, because, of 
these, this class pays its full proportion, by consuming at 
least its full share of such commodities. Hence my friend 
from New Jersey is very willing to repeal or reduce all 
these duties, although he feels no disposition to curtail any 
of the other supplies. 

The producing class is interested, like the manufactur- 
ing class, in reducing the duties upon the unprotected 
articles, because, of these, they too are consumers, and of 
course bear a share of the burden in proportion to their 
consumption. But as the whole of the revenue now de- 
rived from this source is estimated by no one at more 
than seven millions of dollars; as no complaints have ever 
been urged against these imposts, and as they fall, princi- 
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more than any.others. Surveys are made, land offices are 
opened, and offices created there at our discretion, .: By 
bringing more or less of land into the market at any time, 
and at any place, we are:so enabled to regulate the. price 
of the property of every one in these dependent.States, - 
and. to give to the tide of emigration whatever direction - 
we-please. “I do not say that these. powers haye ever béen 
used for these purposes, but merely. that they. exist, and 
may be so. üsed.: . Of this the Western States are perfect- 
ly aware; and to: their consciousness of the existence of 
such 4 power may be ascribed much of what has occurred 
in this Goyernnient. All these causes combine to: induce 
the class of which J am now speaking, todes.re relief from. 
the burdens they produce, bya reduction of the price of the 
publiclands. The boon they ask is so small in itself, that 
I, for one, said Mr. T., am disposed willingly to grant it, 
especially as it is the only benefit which they.can get, pro- 
bably, in the arrangement of the new system. of revenue. 
These considerations ought to satisfy every one, said 
Mr. T., of the propriety ot connecting the subject of the 
public lands with-any and every other project for the 
establishment of a new system of revenue and taxation. 
It is vain to say that the. various sources of supply may be 
examined separately, and each acted upon by itself. This 
is true; but who can say with confidence, that:when one of 
the great classes of. which-I have spoken, have procured the 
gratification of their desires, in thé repeal or reduction of 
the burdens which bear most grievously upon them, that 
they will then aid in administering Jike relief to others? 
The mere possibility that they may net do so, will natu- 
rally excite suspicions. and jealousies, which ought to be 
avoided if possible. This can be done, however, only by 
connecting the three subjects indissolubly together, and 
| incorporating the provisions concerning each in one and 
as by reducing the price of the public lands, grant this|the same bili, the fate of which bill will then depend upon 
boon to them also, that none may remain dissatisfied. —_- | the faithful observance and preservation of all its connect- 
The class of our citizens who are inhabitants of the seve- | ing links. Rear : 
ral States within which the public lands are situated, are} Such, at least, is my opinion, said Mr. T., and, there- 
interested but little, if at all, in any of the duties of impost, | fore, I shall give my vote most willingly infavor of the 
whether these are imposed upon protected or unprotected proposed reference; nor, so far as I am concerned, will I 
articles. The remote position of far the greater part ofj ever permit the subjects to be again separated. ‘I should 
this class in the interior of the distant West making the | have preferred, as l stated formerly, that all these different 
cost of transportation of all such commodities considerable, propositions be referred to a select committee,.to be com- 
and the supply irregular, must augment the price, to them, | nosed of an equal number of Senators from each of the 
of all imported articles, so much as to prevent such arti- great regions of the country wherein a majority. of the 
cles from entering much into their consumption. There- persons composing the three great classes to which I have 
fore, whether the duties of impost are continued or abolish- | referred are found. Butas the Senate have already de- 
ed, is of but little consequence to them. In either case, |cided to send two of the subjects to.the Committee: on 
they must rely mainly upon their own household manufac- | Manufactures, to that committee should the third be sent 
tures and productions to supply their own wants. Duties : i 


I u p iS. also. i eau : 
of protection give no encouragement to them, for theyare| Mr. Bxsx’s proposition was then decided in the afirma- 
not made for sale; and if these duties were abolished, 


‘ tive, by the following vote: ET l 

the same cause which produced such manufactures at first, | YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dallas, Dudley, 
must continue them still. This class, therefore, feels but | Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
little direct interest in any of the duties of impost. King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robin- 

But, although indifferent to this part of the subject, they son, Smith, Tazewell,’ Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, 
are not indifferent to the other. The sales of the public | Wilkins. —26. i 
lands act asa perpetual drain of their currency, the amount} -NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dicker- 
of which is continually reduced by remittances of the pro-|son, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen,- Holmes, Johnston, 
ceeds hither; and thus the value of their whole capital and Knight, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
labor is keptin a state of perpetual fluctuation, to the great Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster.—20. . 
detriment of the interests of both. Moreover, according! The Senate then adjourned. © >o o0 ‘ 
to the price of the public lands within the limits of the - 
States, will be the migration to them. Diminish this 
price, and you multiply the number of emigrants desirous 
of purchasing there.. Thus you: increase the number ofj- 
the inhabitants of these States, ‘so open new sources: of 
revenue to their local Governments, and atigment at once|.. Resolved, That the Committee. on Manufactures~be in- 
the price and value of all their productions. Besides, |structed to inquire into the expediency. of distributing the 
while the United States continue to be.the great landlords | public lands, or the proceeds of the sales thereof, among 
of the West, the people of the several States within whose |the several States, on equitable principles. | 
limits their farms exist, are so. made the tributaries of this| Mr. CLAYTON supported this resolution in a speech 
Government, dependent. upon its power and patronage |of considerable length. He justified the reference, on the 


pally, upon the rich, who are well able to bear them, 
the producing ‘class feels less interest in the reduction 
of this branch of the revenue, which. bears justly and 
equally, than it feels in the’ diminution of the other great 
sources of supply—the imposts upon protected.articles. 
This last tax falls upon them almost exclusively, and prin- 
cipally upon theif poor; it is nearly double of both the other 
supplies put together, and.so bears most unequally, unjust- 
ly, and oppressively upon this class. ; a ot 

In regard to the public lands, the producing class have 
no interest whatever in this subject, or, if they have any; 
it is rather opposed to the reduction of the price of these, 
as a reduction of the price of lands any where must, tp some 
extent, influence the price of lands every where in the same 
country. But as the present condition of the country does 
not require the preservation of all the sources of revenue as 
they now stand, the producing classis willing and desirous 
to act justly with each of the other classes. They say, reduce 
the amount of the public burdens now unnecessarily im- 
posed upon all classes, to an amount not greater than may 
be sufficient to satisfy all the reasonable wants of the 
Government. In this reduction, consult the wishes and 
grievances of all, and remove every burden. which can 
properly be dispensed with, until you have arrived at the 
proposed point. Do not relieve the rich alone, however, 
by abolishing the duties which fall upon them, but disbur- 
den the poor also. ‘Do not relieve the manufacturing class 
from their share of a common and legal imposition, and 
continue much greater burdens upon the other classes. 
Do not lighten the heavy load which is now borne by some, 
by taking off that portion of its weight which is felt to be 
grievous by them only; but, in this long-looked for day of 
expected relief, diminish the burdens of all. And as you 
cannot relieve one of the classes so well in any other mode, 
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names of its creditors. “The ‘old Bank, of the United 
| States‘never published any list of the names of its credit- 
ors, though they created a fund for their payment. He 
thought it would be better for the members:of Congress 
and othérs to look over the books, and give the information 
to such claimants as may be within their knowledge. This, 
lie thought, would be a sufficient degree of publicity. 

~~ Mr. SMITH stated that Congréss had uniformly decid- 
ed against the proposition to publish the names, for the 
reasons just given’by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPRAGUE spoke again in support of his’ resolu- 
tion, and contended that ‘there was more danger of fraud 
now by forgery, wh.le the names'are known only to a few, 
than there would be were they known to all. It was easy 
now for an-impostor to make a deniand, with a prospect 
of success, for the rightful owner could not contest it. 
He also argued that the publicity would give no greater 
feasibility to fraud than is given every year, in the case of 
the Bank of the United States, by publish ng the names 
of ‘its stockholders and the number of shares owned by 
them. ` 

Mr. SILSBEE supported the resolution. 

Mr. CLAY said, the gentleman from Maine begged the 
question, by assuming that ‘the money belonged to some 
person in ex'stence. T'he fact more probably is, that the 
owners are dead, without leaving heirs or representatives. 
He alluded to the frauds committed by claimants for pen- 
sons, and property destroyed on the N agara frontier. 
Pensions had been paid for persons who were afterwards 
found to have been Jong dead, and claims allowed for pro- 
perty wh ch never had existence. 

“Mr. TYLER gave an instance in which he was himself 
near being made an instrument of a fraud of this sort. A 
person manufactured a widow and a set of papers, and sent 
them to him to obtain for hm the five years’ full pay allow- 
ed by law to the widows of soldiers killed in the service.” 
He concurred in the views of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, as to the inéxpediency of adopting the resolution. 
, Mr. DICKERSON referred to cases of fiaud arising 
from the publication of the names of thase entitled to 
bounty lands: and similar frauds would, he thought, be 
inv.ted by the publication of those names. 

The dscuss‘on was continued by Messrs. HAYNE, 
SMITH, TAZEWELL, and CLAYTON against the reso- 
lution, and. Mr. SPRAGUE for it; after which, 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the resolution was laid 
jon the table. 


he other subjects Connected with the publ c 
héen referred to; that committee, the Senate 
consistently, refused to'allow the whole subject 
m t “He advocated: thé t ghts of all 
ipate if the territory acquired. by the 
of all in the various wars. and treaties 
y plicé since the constitution was adopted. 
He'spike'af length in support of the reference, and. con- 
sidéred that the object of those who had supported the 
reference yesterday of the subject to this conim:ttee, was 
to enlist the members coming from the new States in the 
ranks of the opposition to the tariff, by holding out. the 
inducément ‘that they should receive in consequence the 
exchisive benefit of ttrose lands. He also argued that one 
. important fect’ of dividing: the’ proceeds of the lands 
among the States would be to reduce the dangerous and 
increasing intlience of Executive patronage. 
Mr. POINDEXTER moved to strike out t‘ the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures,” and insert the Committee on 


ground tha’ 
Jaiids havin 
could 


Public Latids:?” - : 

“On motion Of Mr. HAYNE, the resolution and amend- 
ments were td oi the table. 

“The ‘resolations offered yesterday by. Mr. Witxrys 
were taken tip. © ' ; 

“Mr WILKINS rose ta. explain his views which he had 
presented ‘yesterday on offering an amendment to the re- 
soltition Of Mr: Cray, and ‘which had been mistaken by 
rentlemen, ‘Who had tndetstodd him to express the opinion 
that incidental “protection was all that the constitution 
wouldallow. He did not mean to beso understood; he was 
of the opinioi that this question was not under cons'dera- 
tion; and the Senate were not now called upon to decide 
the abstract question’ whether a law can be passed for the 
sole purpose of protection. The present object was to 
ascertan whether they could not so arrange the duties 
imposed ‘for revenue, xs. incidentally to protect manufac- 
tures. Mr. W. was proceeding toshow that the object of 
the resolution Was to obtain important information relating 
to thë adjustment of the tariff; when 
“Mr. SMITH inquired if the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia was in drder. Phere were reasons why he should not 
proceed: -one was, that it was out of order; another, that 
there was‘an important bH that he (Mr. S.} wished to call 
up now, making ‘appropr.ations for the army during the 
year 1832, 

The Senate then passed to other‘business, which ‘occu- 
pied the remainder of the.s.tung; after which, 
The Senate adjourned to Monday. 


TUESDAY, Marca 27. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill for the rel ef of certain importers 
of merchandise, without notice of the act of May 19, 
1828; and aftir a long discussion of its details, in which 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. SILSBEE, Mr. SMITH, Mr. ‘PYLER, 
Mr. HAYNE, Mr. FORSYTH, Mr. FOOT, Mr. MARCY, 
Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. DALLAS, Mr. SPRAGUE, Mr. 
WEBSTER, atid Mr. WILKINS engaged, it was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Finance. 

APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

On motion of Mr. WILKINS, the bill apportioning re- 
presentatives among the several States of the Union, was 
taken up--the question being on the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which Mr. Wznster’samendment was rejected. 

After so'e d bate on a question of order which arose, 

Mr. CLAY spoke briefly upon the question of reconsi- 
deration. Were this a question for the first time present- 
ed, he might decide in favor of the representation of frac- 
tions; but, as he considered that the question had long 
been put at rest by the decisions and practice of the Go- 
vernment, he should feel himself compelled to vote against 
any bill providing for fractional representation. He 
should, however, vote in favor of a recommitment of the 


e 


Monpay, Manca 26. 


The resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. WILKINS 
were taken.up, and agreed tos | 
co eas UNCLAIMED DIVIDENDS. 

` The resolution some time ago. offered by Mr. SPRAGUE, 
calling for a lst of the-names of persons.owning unclaim- 
ed dividends on public stocks, was taken upr : 

Mr. SPRAGUE: said, it appears that we. have. in- the 
possession of the Government about 200,000. dollars, be- 
longing to persons who have owned stock’in the funds. 
‘the dividends are unclaimed, because the persons to 
whom they belong are ignorant of the fact that those 
whom they represent, as hers or administrators, ever 
owned stock on which the dividends had not been drawn. 
He thought it was due to honesty to give to the public the 
information, in order that the persons interested may be 
made aware of their rights. t ; 

- Mr: CLAY opposed- tne resolution, as (opening a wide 
door: to: fraud—as “giving an ‘invitation to impostors to 
come forward, with their. wax and parchment, and ¢laim 
money which doesnot belong to them, because there is 
nobody to-dispute their claims. The Government was 

` not bound; asa public ‘debtor, to publish a list of the 
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bill, in the hope: that.some means might be devised for 
rendering it more acceptable to the several States. j 

The question was then taken-on the motion to reconsi- 
der, and decided in thé affirmative: oe 

Mr. HOLMES. moved that the bill be recommitted to 
the select committee from which it was reported. 

Mr. WEBSTER expressed a wish that before the Senate 
proceeded further in the matter, a vote might be taken 
in full Senate (now there were forty-seven present, and 
to-morrow the whole number would be here) upon 
the representation. of residuums ón fractions. He sug- 
gested, therefore, the expediency of trying that question, 
before the Senate proceeded. any further. If the question 
was postponed till to-morrow, the absent Senators.would 
probably attend. If the Senate should decide in opposi- 
tion to the representation of fractions, then the bill might be 
recommitted with a view to such other attention as might 
render it less unequal in its character. 
` Mr. FORSYTH was willing to adopt the course sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Massachusetts, but thought 
that the question had better be taken immediately, as 
there was little probability that the Senate would be fuller 
to-morrow than it now is. 

Mr. HOLMES withdrew his motion. ` 

Mr. CLAYTON said it was evident that the Senate was 
not now prepared to act upon the bill. He hoped that 
the question on the representation of fractions would be 
taken in full Senate. He moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted to a select committee of five, without instructions. 
By the time the report was made, the absent Senators 
would return. 

Mr. POINDEXTER was still doubtful-as to the consti- 
tutionality of the representation of fractions, but he was 
anxious, by an alteration of the ratio, to amend the bill in 
a manner which will secure to the old States their present 
number of representatives. He hoped that the bill would 
be recommitted to a select committee, and, if he could 
bring his mind to the support of the representation of 
fractions, he should “do it with pleasure, as it certainly 
produced a more equitable result than any other mode. 

Mr. FORSYTH did not believe that any one Senator 
had changed his mind on the question of the constitution- 
ality of representing fractions. He proposed, therefore, 
that the vote should be taken now on that question; and 
if jt should be found that the result would be varied by 
the presence of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Nav- 
natN,} he would move a reconsideration of the vote on 
Mr. Wesster’s amendment; and 

The question being taken on the reconsideration, it was 
determined in the affirmative, by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS.-~Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clayton, Clay, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster. —26. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dallas, Dudley, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Marcy, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, 
White, Wilkins. —20. 

The bill was then, after considerable conversation, re- 
committed to a select committee of five members, viz. 
Messrs. Wensrer, Craytox, Maxcom, Forsyra, and 
Harwz, to consider and report thereon, i ; 

The Senate then adjourned. 
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COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 
Mr. CLAY rose, and said he had received a memorial 
signed by a large number of the citizens of Kentucky, in- 


viting the attention of Congress to the subject of the|but he must be blin 


He félt some difficulty with regard to the proper disposi- 
tion of the memorial. - The general subject was one, than: 
which, perhaps, no other had more seriously engaged the 


attention of the people of this country. No man, he pre- 


sumed, could fail to cherish the hope that at some day or 
other, however distant, and in some mode, the country 
would be rid of this the darkest spot on its mantle. How . 
that was to be accomplished, it was, perhaps, not. allowas- 
ble to the present generation to foreséé. All, howevet, 
must white in the hope that, at the proper time; the proper 
means would be devised to arrive at this ‘most desirable 
end. With respect tothe constitutional question involved, 
he entertained not the slightest doubt that the subject of 
abolition of slavery could not be touched by the General 
Government; it belonged peculiarly and exclusively to 
the States where slavery éxisted; they, and they aloné, 
were directly concerned; and they only had the power to 
entertain the question. With respect, however, to the 


-great question of the final disposition of the African race 


among us, he would take the liberty to remark that, in 
his opinion, the first great effort should be to rid our 
country of the free blacks. as a preliminary measure. In 
that object, all the States had a common interest-~noné 
were exclusively interested. Whether the General Go- 
vernment possessed powers to accomplish that object, wad 
a question of great and serious import, and deserved a 
more careful and thorough investigation than in the pre- 
sent state of the country could be probably made. Thé 
idea had been entertained by some, whose opinions were 
entitled to much respect, that, in reference to the public 
lands, Congress possessed more extensive powers than it 
does in respect to appropriations of the ordinary revenue 
of the country. This was a question of great importance, 
and required the most serious consideration: ‘It was not 
Mr. C.’s intention to press at this time any decision on thé 
question he had suggested. When questions of such deep 
and exciting interest agitated the country from Maine to 
Georgia, literally; when Congress was already engaged 
with a subject, the settlement of which was so important 
to the présent and future welfare of the Union, he did not 
think it expedient to introduce any new topic likely to 
produce fresh causes of excitement. He did, however, 
sincerely entertain the hope that the day was not far dis: 
tant when, forgetting all that now tended to distract and 
excite us, and recollecting that we were a common péo: 
ple, alike interested in the common prosperity, we could, 
without any of those objections, take this great question: 
into full consideration, and dispose of it in a manner coné 
genial with the feelings, as well as the interests of all. 
He would now content himself with the simple discharge 
of his duty in presenting’ the memorial, in. asking for its 
reading, and in moving to lay it on the table. 

Mr. HAYNE said, before the gentleman makes his moè 
tion to lay the memorial on the table, I wish to make 4 
few observations in relation to its present and yltimate ob. 
jects. The subject is one not only of deep interést, but 
calculated to produce very unpleasant feelings at the 
South, where it was perfectly understood in all its rela. 
tions. This was not the first time that questions of that 
nature had been presented to the Senate. On one oeca- 
sion no notice had been taken of the memorial; and on thé 
other, a report had been made by the committee who had 
the subject under consideration, adverse to the objects of 
the memorialists. Mr. H. was glad that the Senator from 
Kentucky did not intend to press any decision at this time, 
as that would undoubtedly tend to increase the excitement 
which now prevails in one quarter of the Union. It was 
true that in the appropriation, by Congress, of funds 
asked for to accomplish the ‘objects of the Colonization 
Society, the question of slavery was not directly touched} 

P who did not séé that, if the powers 


colonization of the free blacks onthe coast of Africa; and!of the General Government were conceded to carry into 
requesting the aid of Congress to accomplish that object. |effect the first preliminary measures of the Society, the 
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colonization of the free people of color on the coast o | Government, was emphatically a South Carolina question. 
_ Africa, its. power to accomplish the ultimate object in/It was from two of the most eminent men that South Caro- 
view, the removal of the whole of the African race from the! lina had ever produced, that he first heard, on the floor 


United States, would, in due time, be claimed as a neces- 
sary consequence.: The advocates of this scheme avow 
the principle ‘of the constitutional power of the Federal 
Government, which ‘covers the whole ground. What is 
it? . The right in the Federal Government to impose taxes 
and appropriate money for purposes of colonization—a 
power certainly not to be found in the constitution of the 
United States, never recognised by the States, and which 
_ rests on the assumption that the power of taxation and ap- 
propriatign, in which the colored population exists, is un- 
limited.. The Southern States would never feel secure, 
with regard. to this question, unless the powers of this 
Government, to levy and distribute money, were limited 
to the definite. objects specified in the constitution; and, 
unless that question was settled, he, for one, would never 
feel secure for the rights or the property of the Southern 
States, exposed, as they will be, to be constantly assailed 
through the treasury of the United States. Mr. H. was 
glad that the Senator from Kentucky had disclaimed any 


intention to touch the question of slavery. He himself] Union. 


should certainly not enter upon it. It was a question. he 
would never willingly permit to be brought into question 


here, for it was altogether a domestic question, and be-| in favor of the objects of the Colonization Society. 


of the House of Representatives, the doctrine broached 
that the power in the General Government to appropriate 
money was without limit or restriction. When he first 
heard that doctrine, he had expressed his decided disap- 
probation of it, and contended, as the Senator from South 
Carolinanow does, thatthe money power ofthe Government 
was limited by the other powers granted in the constitu- 
tion. With regard to the appropriations of the public 
lands, that was another question. . It had been contended 
by some that Congress had the power to dispose of them 
at will; but, assuming the existence of such unlimited 
control, whether it would be proper to apply their pro- 
ceeds to the colonization of the free blacks or not, he 
would not now give an opinion. When the proper time 
had arrived, he hoped the subject would have the fullest 
consideration. But the question, as it respected the free 
blacks, was not peculiarly a Southern question; the great 
Northern capitals contained a comparatively greater por- 
tion of that population than any other portion of the 
The State of Maryland, which, according to the 
late census, contained a very large portion of them, had 
constantly, earnestly, and enthusiastically, raised her voice 
The 


longed exclusively to the States where slavery existed. If] question of colonization, then belonged to all the States 


it was a. curse, the burden. was on the South, and let 
them bear it; if it was a blessing, it was theirs, and there 
let the matter rest. Mr. H. repeated that he was glad 
that the Senator from Kentucky did not intend to press 
this question at the present time. It was one that could 
not be raised without creating alarm in the States pecu- 
liarly interested. South Carolina has, years ago, entered 
her solemn protest against any action by the General Go- 
vernment on the subject of colonization. Georgia has 
done the same. And other Southern States have declared 
similar sentiments on the subject. He (Mr. H.} had risen 
to give timely notice that he would resist, to the utmost, 
now, and at all times hereafter, any attempt to touch the 
colored population, by the interposition of the General 
Government. It is a matter which belongs, exclusively, 
to the several States, and Congress cannot interfere with 
it by appropriations of money, or otherwise, without as- 
suming a power not conferred upon them by the constitu- 
tion; a power capable of being perverted, and which, he 
verily believed, would be perverted to objects absolutely 
fatal to the Southern States. 

Mr. CLAY said it was not his intention to engage in any 
discussion at this time. 


where free blacks were to be found, and they were to be 


'found in every-one of them, and they had all, therefore, 


the unquestionable right to confer with the slaveholding 
States as to the expediency of applying such means as the 
General Government can constitutionally apply towards 
ridding themselves of the evil by colonization. It was 
true that the friends of the Colonization Society had con- 
tended that the right to remove the free blacks existed in 
the General Government; and that, as this part of the 
black population was moved off, the several States them- 
selves might deem it proper to introduce a system of gra- 
dual emancipation, such as was introduced by Franklin in 
Pennsylvania, in 1779; but no member of the Coloniza- 
tion Society, to Mr. C.’s knowledge, had ever advocated 
the power of Congress, after removing the free blacks, to 
emancipate and remove the slaves. The latter question 
was one for Virginia, South Carolina, Georgia, and other 
slaveholding States, each acting for itself alone, to de- 
cide. The only aim of the Colonization Society was the 
colonization of the free blacks, with their consent, aided 
by such means as may be supplied by the benevolence of 
individuals, or the liberality of Government, leaving un- 


But, while he might. be allowed! touched the subject of slavery in the hands of the several 
to say that he perfectly agreed with the Senator from) States. to whom it exclusively belongs. 


With these ex- 


South Carolina, that the General Government could not, | planations, called forth by the observations of the Sena. 
constitutionally, entertain for a moment the questidn of|tor from South Carolina, he should rest the case, and, 
abolition, of.slavery, he could net agree with him-that the| unless some gentleman wished to speak on the subject, he 


subject of colonizing. the free blacks belonged exclu-| should move to.lay the memorial on the table. 


sively. to. South Carolina, Georgia, and other protesting 


Mr. CHAMBERS said, the deep interest felt in Mary- 


States. The gentleman was mistaken in supposing him-j land, in regard to the question, must excuse him for say- 


self the organ of all the Southern States where slavery 
was tolerated. D 

[Here Mr. HAYNE explained, and denied that he un- 
dertook to speak as the organ of all the Southern States. 
He had referred to the protests of South Carolina, Geor- 
gia, and other States, and had expressed the views of the 
State he in part represented. ] 

Mr. CLAY continued. With regard to the slave ques- 
tion, the States mentioned by the gentleman were not the 
only ones concerned. There was the State of Maryland, 
the State he represented, (Kentucky,) and some of the 
Southwestern States. But-Mr. C. repeated again, that, as 

wespected. slavery, there was’ not a particle of power in 
‘the General Government to touch the question; and he 
‘should.not,.nor-was it necessary for him to enter upon it. 
But the. question, as respected the money power of the 


ing a word. . The Senator from Kentucky had remarked, 
justly, that no State in the Union had so large a popula- 
tion of free blacks as Maryland; a population of which the 
State was anxiously disposed to rid itself. It was equally 
true that the Colonization Society had been regarded as 
presenting the most probable facilities to effect this most 
desirable result. The Society had, therefore, been che- 
rished and aided by the State, andan appropriation from 
its treasury was annually made to promote the objects of 
the Society. He would take leave to say, however, that 
while the State was thus affording aid and encouragement 
to the Society, it would be a most egregious error to sup- 
pose that this was done in any purpose to countenance a 
power in the General Government to interpose, in any 
manner, or in any degree, with the question of slavery. 
On this question Maryland is altogether a Southern State. 
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Neither South Carolina, nor any other State, will be fourid 
more firm or more prompt to protest against the assump- 
tion of any such power by the National Legislature. Such 
was the state of feeling and opinion of his State; and while 
he had the honor to be an organ of that feeling and opinion, 
it should be most fully expressed ny 

_ But the objects of this Society had never been consider- 
ed by the people of Maryland to be suchas the Senator 
from South Carolina now describes. ‘That Senator. must 
be altogether mistaken in reference to those objects. He 
was justified in this remark, not only by the fact which he 
had stated, of the encouragement given by Maryland, but 
also by the concurrent testimony of the States of Delaware, 
Virginia, Georgia, and Tennessee, all slaveholding States, 
and each of which had, in the most formal and deliberate 
manner, approved the objects of the Society. - It was im- 
possible to conceive that these States could have express- 
ed their approbation ofan institution, the very purpose of 
which was to assail an interest, in regard to which, above 
all others, they were singularly sensitive. 

It was but an act of justice to the Society to vindicate it 
from the imputations made. That some individual mem- 
bers may have united themselves with it, in the expecta- 
tion of effecting the purposes suggested, was quite possi- 
ble. For the latent purposes of its members, no Society 
could be responsible, if they are not encouraged by the 
avowed and acknowledged doctrines of the Society. The 
constitution and terms of the association repudiate all 
idea of interference between the owners of slaves and their 
Jegal rights as secured by the local laws. 

That many individuals, members of the Society--if gen- 
tlemen so pleased—most of the members, looked to the pe- 
riod when, by the facilities to promote the comfort and 
happiness of our black population, it should be practica- 
ble to emancipate slaves without the certain infliction of 
misery and degradation; when, by removing them to a 
distance, they may be placed in a condition to enjoy those 
advantages which the state of society must deny to them 
in this country, and anticipated, as one of the results of 
this altered condition of matters, a gradual change. of 
opinion upon the subject of emancipation, was, he thought, 
strictly in accordance with the fact. 

If it be matter of reproach that the Society was likely to 
be instrumental in effecting such a change in the condi- 
tion of the country as to lead intelligent men, in the full 
and free exercise of their uncontrolled judgment, to adopt 
a different course of conduct from that which they were 
now reluctantly compelled to pursue, he would admit the 

“propriety of thisrebuke, So far from agreeing to this 
proposition, however, he, for one, most anxiously and ear- 
nestly desired to see the condition of the colored popula- 
tion of the United States so provided for as‘ to enable 
those who now held them in servitude to emancipate them 
with any rational prospect of advancing their intellectual, 
moral, or religious character. To emancipate them now 
was thought by many, and, he believed, from much ob- 
servation, accurately thought, to doom them to penury 
and want, to a life of degraded vice and infamy, and very 
often to an ignominious death as malefactors. - 

He regretted to hear from the honorable Senator, [Mr. 
Hayne, that obstacles would always be presented, and 
resistance made to any effort for removing from the coun- 
try the free people of color. He had reflected much upon 
this important subject, and believed that means might 

‘be devised for their removal, in perfect accordance with 
the interests and feelings of the South, and in accordance 
with the provisions of the constitution, as it exists, or as it 
may readily be modified. The evil was one of which all 
complained; the means of relief from it should originate, 
he thought, with the slaveholding’ portion of the Union, 
who best understood the general subject; and whatever 


system they should introduce, he was quite persuaded! The Senate pro 
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The present might not be the most desirable period for 
the effort, but he hoped the appropriate time was not dis- 
tant. The question must be approached with ‘a calmspirit 
of conciliation, and in the true purpose to accomplish a 
necessary object by the most acceptable means. The Go- 
vernment has the ability; and when the feelings, interests, 
and wishes: of- all could be gratified by calling into exer- 
cise the power now possessed by thë Government, or vest- 
ing it with whatever additional. pow ay be ‘required, 
he could not conceive why the effort should not: be soon 
and zealously made to rid ourselves of this:great and’ ac- 
knowledged évil=-of a frée black population: < 
Mr. HAYNE said, in reply, that he had expressly stat- 
ed, in the beginning, that he did not intend to enter, at 
this time, into the merits of the Colonization Society; 
when that question came before the Senate, he should be 
prepared to give it a thorough examination. At present 
he must be permitted to make one or two observatioris in 
reply to the gentlemen from Kentacky and Maryland. 
Some ofthe most respectable and distinguished individuals 
who were nembers or advocates of the. Colonization So- 


The memorial was then laid on the table. ; 
The Senate then proceeded, on the motion of Mr. 
SMITH, to the consideration of the bill from the House 
of Representatives for the support of Government. Seve- 
ral amendments to the same, reported by the Committee 
on Finance, were read and agreed to; but: before the bill 
was gone through, on motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it. was 
laid on the table; and the remaining amendments (those ~ 
connected with the diplomatic intercourse). ordered to be 
printed: i Hne =o eet eget eae ee 8 
Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Finance, report- 
ed the bill, yesterday recommitted, forthe relief of cet- 
tain importers of merchandise, without notice of the act 
of Congress-passed 19th May, 1828, 0° 0 0000. f 
The Senate then adjourned.. < 


time, however, was to enter: his protest,-as.he*had often 


< 
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| REFUNDING OF DUTIES. 


ceeded to consider the amendment re- 


other parts of the Union would yield a willing support. ported from the Committee on Finance to the bill yester- 
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day recommitted, to exempt from duties 
‘without notice-of the tariff act of 1828. 
‘ The following was the amendment, being a substitute 
for the bill which had been referred: ——— ——  ” 
“Be. tt-enacted, ĉe.: That, in all cases in which foreign 
merchandise’ was imported into the United States after 
the thirtieth day of June, and on or before the first day 
of September, eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, and 
shall. have paid duties to the United States according to 
the rates established by the act. of the nineteenth day of 
May, eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, entitled «An 
act in alteration.of the several acts imposing duties on 
imports,” the Secretary of the Treasury'be, and he here- 
by is, authorized and directed to refund, out of any mo- 
neys in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, so much 
of said duties as was first created or imposed by said act, 
as additional to the duties before that time, and retain so 
much only as said merchandise was liable to previous to 
the pasiage of that act: Provided, That the said duties 
have not: been returned in debentures on the exportation 
of said. merchandise. . 

Mr. TAZEWELL moved to amend the substitute, by 
inserting the Ist of October in lieu of the Ist of Septem- 
ber; and, after some discussion on the part of Messrs. 
TAZEWELL, SILSBEF, DICKERSON, SMITH, FOOT, 
JOHNSTON, TYLER, HAYNE, FORSYTH, and WEB- 
STER, the amendment of Mr. Tazewzut was negatived— 
yeas 14; and the substitute was agreed to, and ordered to 

e engrossed. for a third reading. i 
PUBLIC LANDS. 


. On motion of Mr. KING, the amendments to the hill 
supplementary to. the several laws to dispose of public 
lands, made by the House of Representatives, were read 
and considered. The first was concurred in; but the 
question being to concur in the second, allowing entries 
of forty acre lots, &c., Mr. EWING spoke in opposition 
thereto. — 

“Mr. MOORE made some observations in favor of the 

rinciple of the amendment, but, to give opportunity for 
informatión, moved to lay the bill on the table, and that 
the amendment be printed. 

Mr. BUCKNER desiring to say a few words in favor 
of the policy of the amendment, the motion to lay on the 
table was withdrawn. Mr. B. having concluded, the mo- 
tion of Mr. MOORE was renewed, and determined in the 
affirmative, by yeas and nays--24 to 16. 

Mr. FOOT moved to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill stipplementary to the act for the relief of certain 
soldiers and officers of the revolution; but the motion was 
negatived—yeas 14, nays 20. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business; and, after some time, 

Adjourned. |‘ i i 


goods imported 


- Fripar, Marca 30, 
THE TARIFF, 
. Mr; DICKERSON, from the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, to which had been referred, on the 22d instant, 
: the following subjects: eae 
_ Ist. The resolution submitted by Mr. Cray, proposing 
to repeal the duties on all articles of importation not com- 
ing into competition with similar articles manufactured in 
the United States, except wines and silks, and to reduce 
‘the duty on these articles, 
“2d. Mr. Witxins moved toamend the first resolution, 
by‘striking out all after the word ‘ forthwith,” and insert- 
‘ing the following words: i : 
So far reduced, or altogether abolished, as to bring 
down the amount of the public revenue to a sum sufficient 
to defray the -ordinary expenditures of the Government 


after thé payment.of the national debt, as proposed in the| 


late repo 
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a view toa surplus revenue for distribution, having such 
regard as they. may deem expedient to such an ultimate 
equalization of duties as will render them efficient for the 
purposes of their imposition. 

3d. Mr. Haynez’s motion to amend the said resolution, 
by substituting for it that the existing duties be so reduced 
that the amount of the public revenue shall be sufficient 
to defray the expenses of the Government, according to 
their present scale, after the payment of the public debt; 
and that, allowing a reasonable time forthe gradual re- — 
duction of the present high duties on the articles coming 
into competition with similar articles made or produced 
in the United States, the duties be ultimately equalized, 
so that the duties on no article shall, as compared with the 
value of that article, vary materially from the general 
average. , 

4th. The resolutions introduced by Mr. POINDEXTER on 
the 22d December, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of fixing a rate of duties 
on foreign imports, not to exceed, on any article imported 
into the United States, more than twenty per cent. ad va- 
lorem, and not to reduce the duty on any article so im- 
ported, below ten per cent. ad valorem; and to arrange 
such duties, having regard ’to all the great interests of the 
country, so as to produce a nett revenue of not less than 
fifteen millions of dollars annually. 

Resolved, That the said committee be further instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of giving effect and ope- 
ration to the said system of duties on the 30th day of June 
next. 

5th. The amendment offered by Mr. Bing, and modi- 
fied by Mr. Routnsoy, directing the committee to inquire 
into. the expediency of reducing the price of the public 
lands, and of transferring them to the States in which 
they lie, on equitable terms, made the following report, 
accompanied by a bill to repeal, in part, the duties on im- 
ports. 


The Committee on Manufactures beg leave to report, in 
part, upon the following resolution referred to them: 
“ That the existing duties upon articles imported from 
foreign countries, and not coming into competition 
with similar articles made or produced in the United 
States, ought to be forthwith abolished, except on 
wines and silks, and that they ought to be reduced;” 
together with instructions under which they considered 
it their duty to inquire— 


In the first place, how far it may be proper to abolish 
the duties upon the articles stated in the resolution; 

In the second place, how far they may be aboli-hed or 
reduced, so as to bring down the amount of the public 
revenue to a sum sufficient to defray the ordinary expen- 
ditures of the Government after the payment of the 
national debt, having regard ‘to such an ultimate equali- 
zation of duties as will render. them efficient for the pur- 
poses of their imposition;’? which purposes the comm. ttee 
consider to be, the raising a sufficient revenue for all the 
exigencies of the Government, and the giving an adequate 
protection to those manufactures which it was intended, 
incidentally, to promote by the imposition of those duties; 

In the third place, to inquire into the expediency of so 
reducing the duties upon all articles imported from 
foreign countries, that the amount of public revenue may 
be sufficient to defray the expenses of the Government 
after the payment of the public debt; and, after allowing 
a reasonable time for the gradual reduction of the pre- 
sent duties upon protected articles, that ‘the duties be 
ultimately equalized, so that the duty on no article shall, 
as compared with the value of that article, vary materially 
from the general average;” 

In the fourth place, to inquire into the expediency ‘of 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, and without] fixing a rate of duties on-foreign imports, not to exceed, 
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omany article imported into the United States, more than 
twenty per cent. ad valorem, and not to reduce the duty 
on any article so imported, below ten per cent. ad valo- 
rem; and to arrange such duties, having regard to all the 
great interests of the country, so as to produce a nett 
¥evenue of not less than ‘fifteen millions of dollars ännu- 
ally;? and, sippa it ess, 

in the fifth place, to inquire into ‘the expediency of 
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attention of the committee. Buta bill so reducing and 
modifying duties, if not subject to objections on ‘eon. 
stitutional’ prounds, as a bill for raising revenue, which 
can only originate in the House of Representatives, will 
require much investigation, which the committee will be. 
stow upan-it with all the diligence which their other indis- 


pensable diities will permit. ~ ` 


As to the first subjeet of inquiry, above stated, “it. is 


reducing the price of the public lands; and ‘transferring | one more simple in its character, and less émbarrassed with 


them to the States on reasonable terms.” 

This last subject is one of great’ importance, requiring 
an early consideration,, but upon which the committee 
cannot decide, withcut the information on the: public 
Jands which has been called. for’ by a resolution of the 
Senate. y ss 

The fourth subject of inquiry is one-of extreme. diffi- 
culty. To adjust the revenue with a maximum and mini- 
mum of duties ranging from.twenty to ten per cent., and 
which must yield w revenue of fifteen millions of dollars 
annually, may be found to be impracticable, evenif every 
principle of protecting our agriculture, commerce, and 
manufactures, should be abandoned. But when the com- 
mittee, under these restrictions and limitations, are 
instructed to make such adjustment, ‘having regard to 
all the great interests of the country,” they perceive that 
the task is much beyond their strength, and must expresgan 
opinion that it- would be inexpedient to attempt such ‘an 
adjustment of our revenue. 

The third subject of inquiry is confined:to the expe- 
diency of abandoning the policy heretofore pursued, of 
affording incidental protection to our commerce, agri- 
culture, and manufactures, by the imposition of higher ar 
lower duties, as circumstances might require, and of gra- 
dually withdrawing that protection by so equalizing the 
duties that the duty on no article shall vary materially 
from the general average. F 

Upon this depends the whole protective system, which 
cannot be sustained under this proposed average of 
duties. Such an average has never yet been introduced 
into the fiscal code of any commercial or manufacturing 
nation. It would, if adopted as a principle of our re- 
venue laws, interfere with the power of promoting, un- 
der low duties, the importation of articles necessary for 
promoting the industry of the country, and of discouraging 
the importation of luxuries by imposing high duties. It 
would interfere with the power of counteracting the re- 
gulations of foreign nations injurious to our commerce, 
agriculture, or manufactures; and, as a measure of re- 


venue alone, it presents no advantages over the present] - 


system. The committee are. of opinion that it.would be 
inexpedient to adopt this principle ofa 
duties as the basis of our revenue laws. 

As to the second subject of inquiry, the committee are 
of opinion that the duties now imposed upon imports 
may be so reduced or abolished, that the revenue will 
not be more than adequate to the exigencies of the Go- 
vernment after the extinction of the public debt; that a 
large part of this reduction may take place by the total 
abolition of duties upon many articles, and the partial 
repeal of the duties upon many others, not produced or 
manufactured in this: country, or which do not require the 
protection of our laws; and a part, by reducing the duties 


upon protected articles, by such modifications and ar-f 


rangements as will secure to them a support equivalent to 
that which our laws now afford them. But they are of 
Opinion that no ultimate equalization of duties can. be 
adopted, without the most serious injury to the country, 
which shall leave our manufactures without an adequate 
protection. Mae S 


To correct such parts of our laws as impose unneces- 


general average off © 


'| difficutties, than ‘the others, and’ one which has’ already 


receiveda thorough investigation in the Senate. * 

The line of distinction between articles: which are pro- 
duced. and manufactured in this country, and those which 
are not, is easily drawn; and there is no difficulty in dis» 
criminating the articles which have received the fostering 
care of the Government, from those which have not. ` 

The committee have selected certain articles of import, 
not coming into competition with similar articles produced 
or mannfactured in this country, contained in the bill 
herewith reported, upon which they recommend an en- 


‘tire abolition of the duties, unless imported in foreign 


vessels, or, as it respects a part of them, from places not 
beyond the Cape of Good Hope. ` ; 

The reduction of the revenue, by the repeal of the du- 
ties upon these articles, although many of them are of but 
little importance, will probably, inthe aggregate, amount 
to $5,660,000, which, added to the reductions of duties 
upon articles not contained in this bill, and which may be 
made without injury to our manufactures, agriculture, or 
commerce, will, it is confidently believed, reduce our res 
venue to fifteen millions of dollars. Bay se 

The reductions proposed fall chiefly upon articles of 
general consumption, as teas, coffee, drugs, and others, 
which are now considered as necessaries of ‘life. ` Asmali 
portion of them fall upon articles of luxury, which may 
be struck from the bill, should it be thought advisable, 
without diminishing, to any considerable extent, the total 
amount of reduction as above stated. aa 

The following statement will show the estimates of re- 
ductions of duties under this bill. These estimates are 
rade from the best information in possession of this com- 
mittee, and from ah examination of importations for the 
last four or five years. ‘ 


On teas of all kinds, - - - + -> $2,060,000 
coffee, - - - - - - < 2,390,000 
spices of all kinds, - — -~ - -i e7 “150,000 
fruits of all kinds, + ~ > a ee 200,000 
indigo, - -0 ee ye sens. 100,000 
cocoa, gums, dye stuffs, medicines, drugs, 

sponges, India rubber, horns and tips, ~ -500,000 
parts of watches, tin in plates or sheets, >`: 
bolting cloths, corks, bristles, brass in. 
- plates and sheets, see + 130,000 
crude saltpetre, quicksilver, linseed, rape- ` 
seed, and hempseed oil, and flax, ~— -~ 92,000 
cutlasses, dirks, and sabres,’ epaulets and : 
wings of gold and silver, macaroni, 
millstones, sextants and quadrants, spy 
glasses, telescopes, paintings and draw- 
ings, respecting which the committee: 
have no returns or papers by which to. 
regulate their estimate, but. which they... ‘ 
believe may be safely estimated at, +> $5,060 
other articles in the bill, but not here enu- > 
merated, `- - - ee te = 3,000 
$5,660,000 


Se 
—= 


The report and bill having been read, 
Mr. FORSYTH observed that the committee, it ap- 


sary burdens, and to reduce or.modify the duties in cases| peared to him, had misunderstood: the sentiments of the 
where it may be done without injury toour manufactures, |Senate, in referring the several subjects to: them or the 
ìs a subject of inquiry which will occupy the most serious | 22d instant, from the partial report they had made ` ` Së 
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far as he. had-understood the sentiments of the Senate 
on that occasion, they looked to see the whole subject in 
all its relations presented to their view before they should 
be Galled to act.on it again. He, for one, was not disposed 
totakeup the subject again until the whole was laid before 
thèm; and. in order more distinctly to ascertain the sense 
of the Senate with regard to the reference that had been 
maade to, the Committee on Manufactures, he would move 
to.recommit the bill, with an understanding that it should 
remain with the committee until they were prepared to 
reporton all the propositions that had been referred tothem, 

The VICE PRES{DENT remarked that a motion to re- 
commit would not be in order until the bill had received 
a second reading...» ` 

“Mr. MILLER then moved thatthe bill be read a second 
time by its title; and this motion having been agreed to by 
unanimous consent, the bill received its second reading; and 

Mr. FORSYTH renewed his motion to recommit it to 
the same committee. ; 

: Mr. DICKERSON thought it strange that any Senator 
should have;expected a report, at this time, from the com- 
mittee, embracing the whole subject of the tariff. When 
the discussion upon the reference took place, it was said 
that the committee would-report, as soon as possible, a 
bill embracing the subjects included in the resolution; and 
when he [Mr.D.} was appealed to, and asked ifthat would 
not be the’case, he answered distinctly that, as one of the 
committee, he should be in favor of such a report, as soon 
as it could conveniently be made; that he was in favor of 
embracing the articles upon which it would be expedient 
to repeal the duties totally, in one bill, and those on which 
it would be expedient to repeal the duties in part, in ano- 
ther; that the committee would proceed diligently to in- 
vestigate the subject of reducing and modifying duties, 
but that ‘it was one of difficulty, requiring time; that we 
expected information upov the subject from the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury, as soon as he could obtain it from 
agents in different parts, appointed by him for making the 
“necessary inquiries, when the committee would be pre- 
pared to make a further report on this subject, applicable 
to such a bill as we may receive from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, where such bills generally originate, or to one 
which may be reported to the Senate. But as to articles 
upon which there may be a total repeal of duties, there is 
leasnced of information: the subject has already been dis- 
cussed for a month, without coming to any result. It is 
time to act more decisively upon a billthan we have done, 
or could do, upon a general proposition. The session is 
two-thirds gone, and ifothing done. It was deemed pro- 
për to report this bill as soon as possible, that it may be 
published for the information of the public, from whom 

. we are undoubtedly to receive instructions as to the pro- 
tiety or impropriety of retaining many of the items in the 

ill. He had-no doubt but that it would be found expe- 
dient ‘to strike out several ‘articles, and insert others. 


in conformity with their instructions. He had one remark, 
however, to make in answer to the gentleman from New 
Jersey. The answer given by that gentlethan as chairman 
of the committee, was, after the refusal of the Senate, to 
strike out the principal part of the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, for.the purpose of inserting a substi- 
tute, and before the reference of the four other proposi- 
tions had been made. : 

_Mr. HAYNE ‘said it was impossible not to ste that this 
bill amounted to neither more nor less than a proposition 
that the tariff'should be so arranged as to take off the du- 
ties entirely from “the articles which do not come into 
competition with those manufactured in the United States;” 
and to leave the duties on all other articles untouched. It 
was, in fact, the resolution of the gentleman from Kentue- 
ky, [Mr. Cray,] thrown into the form of a bill, with this 
exception, that whereas the resolution proposed the reduc- 
tion of duties to the amount of $7,000,000, this bill goes 
only to the extent of $5,660,000, in which respect it was 
worse than the resolution itself. This difference had arisen 
from the rejection from the list of articles to come in duty 
free, of wines, laces, silks, velvets, and perfumery, which -7 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. Drcxzrson] candidly 
confesses were stricken out to avcid the clamor which 
would have attended a proposition to exempt from taxa- 
tion these articles of luxury—consuined only by the weal- 
thy--while cottons, woollens, iron, and other necessaries 
of life, consumed by the mass of the people, were to con- 
tinue subject'to the enormous duties now imposed upon 
them. But the gentleman says, if we will move to exempt 
these articles of luxury, the committee will have no objec- 
tion to put them into the bill. Sir, we shall make no such 
motion; since nothing could be more inconsistent with all 
our notions of a wise and liberal policy, or more abhorrent 
to our sense of common justice, than so to adjust the taxes, 
as to exempt luxuries--consumed only by the rich--from 
taxation, and to throw the whole of the burden upon the 
necessaries of life, indispensable to the poor. 

It is the plain design of this bill, Mr. President, to re- 
strict the action of Congress, during the present session, 
to an abolition of the duties on the unprotected articles. It 
is as clear as the sun at noonday-—he thatruns may read— 
the true object of this proposition. The unprotected and 
protected articles are to be kept separate; and the former 
to be first acted on, in order to preserve the protective 
system unimpaired; and if we can only be persuaded to 
pass this bill, we shall hear no more of any further reduce 
tion during the present session. Sir, is it possible for 
any one to misunderstand the object in view? Why sepa- 
rate the protected from the unprotected articles, if it is 
really intended to act upon both? What are the pretexts 
urged as an excuse for pursuing this course? Why, the 
chairman of the committee tells us that they are not pre» 
pared, at present, to say what reductions, if any, can be 
made on the protected articles; and he fears that the de- 


From what he had heard within a few minutes, he was of|lay which may arise in obtaining the necessary informa- 


opinion that the duty upon linseed oil should not-be re- 
duced. The information we shall receive in a few days 
after this bill shall be published, will enable the Senate to 
‘make the proper amendments. It was said, upon the re- 
ference, that a bill in accordance with the resolution would 
be preferable to the resolution, as the latter would give 
us something in a tangible shape—something upon which 
- we could come to a final result. 
| ‘The committee supposed themselves to bein the line of 
their. duty by reporting, in part, the bill now presented, 
whichis not necessary, connected with the other subjects 
referred to them. ` i 
Mr. FORSYTH, in reply, said he did not wish at that 
time to argue the question he had presented to the conside- 
ration of the Senate. 


tion, might prevent any reduction from being made even 
in the unprotected: articles, should the committee wait 
until this information can be had. Now, if this delay isto 
prevent the reduction of duties on the unprotected arti- 


cles, mustit not also prevent the reduction on the protect- 
ed. articles? 


The object of the committee, then, most 
manifestly is, to secure a reduction on the former, and to 
leave the latter to all the vicissitudes of time and chance. 

But it seems the committee have made up their minds 
on one branchof the subject, and so far are ready to act. 
Yes, sir, and if we consent to such action, I apprehend 


they will not be found ready to act upon the other branch 


of the subject during the present session. Sir, I protest 


against this separation of two branches of the same sub- 
Allhe wanted was to ascertain the |ject, so intimately connected. We must take up the whole 


sense. of the Senate in reference to the partial report just [subject at the same time, or we shall never be able to make 
received from the committee; and whether that report was 3 satisfactory adjustment of the tariff. 
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But the Senator: from New- Jersey has another reason 
for acting separately-on the protected and unprotected ar- 
ticles. He doubts the constitutional power of the Senate 
to originate abill reducing duties, while he has no doubt 
whatever of their right to originate a bill repealing duties; 
he thinks, therefore, the Sénate may act so far as the un- 

rotected: articles are concerned, but that they cannot act 
in relation to the protected articles. . What becomes then 
of the promise held out.to us, that, ‘as soon as information 
js obtained, the committee will present usa bill to reduce 
the duties on the protected articles? Does the gentleman 
mean to report us an unconstitutional bill, on which,- of 
course, we are not to be suffered to act? Sir, the prohi- 
bition in the constitution against the originating of billsfor 
raising revenue in the Senate, either applies to this propo- 
sition to repeal the duties on the unprotected articles, or it 
can have no application to the’proposition for reducing 
duties on the protected articles. -The gentleman’s consti- 
tutional scruples are’ most convenient ones; they oppose 
no law to taking off duties which affect the manufactures, 
but come into his aid when duties are to be taken off 
which operate as bounties to their industry. If there be 
any force in this objection, it would only prove the pro- 
priety of the Senate’s not acting at all on this subject un- 
til we receive a bill from the other House; for surely if we. 
can only act partially and unjustly, we had better not act 
atall. But, sir, what are we to think of these objections 
urged by the chairman of the committee, against our un- 
dertaking to act on the protected articles, because on 
them the duties are only to be reduced, and not entirely 
abolished, when, in the very bill which he has here report- 
ed, he has introduced several of the protected articles, 
and has actually proposedto reduce and not to abolish the 
duties upon them.. Here, sir, isa provision that teas, when 
imported from any places not beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, shall pay a duty of ten cents.per pound—and all the 
articles inserted in the bill, when not imported ‘in ves- 
sels of the United States,” are to be subjected to duties—— 
so that the whole bill, in point of fact, merely provides for 
the reduction or abolition of duties in certain cases. Be- 
sides, look at the protected articles inserted in this bill. 
Here are ‘feathers, ox horns, millstones, indigo,” and a 
number of other articles, which come directly into +‘ com- 
petition with similar articles made or produced in the 
United States.” How comes it that the duties on these 
are to be taken off? Is it not that they are articles, the 
duties on which fall heavily upon the manufacturers; and, 
therefore, the taxes must he taken off? Let the chair- 
man of the committee point out, if he can, why indigo may 
be introduced into this bill, but iron may not.. Indigo isa 
production of South Carolina—iron of New Jersey. Thus, 
sir, do all the reasons urged by the chairman, for the 
course pursued by the committee, vanish into air. 

But the proposed plan of acting separately, on the pro- 
tected and unprotected articles, is not more objectionable 
than the mode of action proposed in this bill. The-duties 
onthe former articles are to remain substantially as they 
are, while the duties on the latter are to be totally repeal- 
ed. And this, we are told, is merely a just discrimination 
between these two classes of articles: and who is there, it 
is asked, that denies to Congress the right to discriminate? 
Yes, sir, the discrimination proposed is, to relieve one class 
entirely from taxation, and to levy the whole amount upon 
the other; and gentlemen express no little. astonishment 
that we do not receive this as a great concession, and ea- 
gerly embrace so just.and liberal a compromise. . The 
point in dispute is, the policy, justice, and constitutionality 
of the protecting system. Against the duties imposed for 
protection, the South most earnestly protests, while nota 
voice has ever been raised against the duties imposed 
merely for revenue; and it is gravely proposed to settle 
the controversy, by repealing all the revenue duties, leav- 


braced in this bill, every class in the community, and every 
section of the country, pay their fair proportion of the tax, 
while, on the protected articles, the. tax imposed upon the 
agricultural States operates as a bounty to the manufac- 
turing States; and, by way of compromise and concession, 
it ‘is gravely proposed to relieve entirely from taxation 


/everyarticle.on which the tax operates equally upon their 


different interests, and tò-transfer the whole. burden. of. 
supporting the Government upon. those articles, the duties 
upon which operate’as a tax uponone séction, anda-boun: 
ty.upon the other. Sot ae TERS Sas 
What a solemn farce, Mr. Rresident, are gentlemen at- 
tempting to play off in the face of an intelligent people. 
For ten years have the entire. South been petitioning, 
remonstrating, and protesting against the injustice and ine- 
quality ofa system, which, for the benefit of the manu- 
facturers, imposes a tax to nearly equal fifty per.cent.on , 
every foreign article which they receive in exchange for 
their productions. ‘They show you, that, for the purpose of 
giving bounties to the manufacturers of sugar and salt, of 
iron, and cottons, and woollens, &c. they are taxed to near 
one-half of the value of all the necessaries and convenien« 
cies of life which enter into their own conumption, or for 
which they exchange their cotton, rice, and tobacco, and 
they call upon vou, with one voice, now that, the public 
debt is about to be paid off, to relieve them from this most 
unjust, unequal, and oppressive system. „And what re- 
dress is it now proposed to give them? Look at this bill, 
and read the answer. Yes, sir, the Southern. people are 
here told that if they will only consent to continue to pay 
their duties for the benefit of the Northern manufacturers, 
they shall be permitted to import ‘‘alum, and figs, and 
dates, and nutmegs, capers and corks, frankincense ‘and 
gamboge, bristles, and horns, and tips,” and a hundred 
other similararticles, duty freé. I trust, sir, that this bill 
will be recommitted. «tated, Peer i 
Mr. DICKERSON said, there is no justice in the charge 
that the committee have deceived the Senate, or have mis- 
led a single member of it. They were explicit in ex- 
pressing their opinions when the reference was made. 
There is-a good reason for separating the articles which 
are to be considered as protected, from those which are 
not. If the whole were reported in one bill, still they 
would be in separate sections. By combining them, we 
may produce discussions which will only end with theses- 
sion: by separating them, we may act.upon both But 
this attempt to separate these classes of.“articles. does not 
originate with the Committee on Manufactures. .. Here is 
a report, of last session. from the Committee on Finanée, 
repealing the duties upon nearly all the articles contained 
in the bill now reported, and many others, with ‘a reducs 
tion of duties upon many articles, but not upon the wool- 
lens, cottons, glass, iron, or sugar. The Committee on 
Finance have, therefore, lent the weight of their authority 
in drawing this line of distinction. In the bill of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be found many articles of luxury, 
as cashmere shawls and laces, pearl. and mother of pearl, 
made free of duty, which are omitted in the bill of the: Com. 
mittee on Manufactures; but these may be added, should it 
be deemed expedient. Itis said that the duty upon indigo 
and crude saltpetreshould not be repealed. Indigo may .be 
struck from the bill, and cashmere shawls. and. laces intro. 
duced; crude saltpetre may bestruck, and pearland mother 
of pearl introduced. As to the indigo, itcrested with the 
gentlemen from the South to say whether it should. be sub- 
ject.to the present duty or not.: If either of the Senators 
from South Carolina would move to strike it from the bill, 
he believed every member of the committee ‘would vote 
in favor of the motion. _ It was understood from gentle. 
men fromthe South, that no attempt to raise indigo would 
be made. It was also understood, from the region in 
which crude saltpetre was produced, that there was no wish 


ix 


ing the protecting duties untouched... On the:articles em- there that the.duty on this article should be continued; 
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If, in these, the committee have been misinformed, the 
corrective is easily applied. >- a 

“The.doubt expressed in the report, of the power of the 
Senate to originate a bill for regulating the tariff, was not 
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tutional right of the Senate to originate a bill for the re- 
duction of duties. It was a new thing to him that the Se. 
nate had not the right to institute such a bill. He was not 
altogether sure that the Senate had not the power to insti- 


the reason offered for not reporting on a great variety of| tate a bill to make revenue...” But with regard to theserus 


siibjects of which it may be found expedient to reduce 
and modify the duties; but the difficulty of the task, the 
time required to perform it, the propriety of- waiting for 
the information upon the subject which the Secretary of 
the Treasury is now collecting. Besides, it was expected 
that we should have a bill from the House of Representa- 
tives containing general modifications of the tariff. 
Mr. MILLER said he felt it his duty, asa member of 
the Committee‘on Manufactures, to say, he had been op- 
osed, in the committee, to the report of the bill which 
itismoved to refer back to ‘the same committee. He 
would vote for the recommitment, because he thought it 
was the sense of the Senate that the various subjects referred 
to the committee, together with the resolutions of the Se- 
nator from Kentucky, required to be considered in con- 
nexion with each other; they were intended to embrace 
the entire. subject of ow protective and fiscal policy. 
There could be no reason to refer the public lands to the 
Committee on Manufactures, except its connexion with 
the reduction of duties to the proper standard. He had 
contended, in the committee, that, as the Senate had for 
along time this sabject under consideration, and a pro- 
tracted.debate had taken place on the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky, instructing the Committee on Fi- 
nance to report specifically what the present bill contains; 
and as the Senate had, at the very moment, a question 
which was about to be taken on this specific propos-tion, 
referred the whole subject to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, that it was a virtual and implied instruction to that 
committee to consider and report on the whole subject, 
so that the whole might be before the Senate at one time, 
in one report. In this he was overruled by a majority of 
the committee. He still thought that the majority of the 
Senate had expected, when this matter was referred, that 
the committee would report on the entire subject. He 
was, himself, in favor of the reference to a select commit- 
tee, one not organized to sustain a particular interest, 
which was the character of the Committee on Manufac- 
tures: As this involved conflicting interests, and compre- 
hended the most important and delicate questions, he 
thought a committee to whom it should be referred, ought 
to be constituted on a different basis from the manufac- 
turing committee. He considered this a packed com- 
mittee. No one. could doubt, from the component 
materials thereof, what would be its report. It was 
instituted to sustain the manufacturing interests, and he 
argued it was an improper committee to have other inte- 
rests referred to it. But, as the entire system of policy 
comprising protection and finance had been referred, he 
tegarded this as an implied instruction to the committee 
to report upon the whole in connexion; andhé considered 
that the committee, in returning this partial bill, carrying 
into effect the object of the original instructions of the Se- 
nator from Kentucky, contrary, as he thought, to the in- 
tent of the majority in this reference, ought not to be 
sustained, . It was putting the will of the higher and great- 
er authority at defiance: it was in contempt of the will of 
the majority of the Senate; and it was for them to reform 
the error, unless it was meant now to sustain the princi- 
ple contained in the original resolutions of the Senator 
from Kentucky. He certainly did not understand that 
this was the object or design of the Senate. The various 
views taken by the different Senators who took part in 
the debate on the question of reference, clearly proved 
that the isolated proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky did not accord with their views. ` 
` -Mr. SMITH commented on the scruples of the chair- 
man ofthe Committee on Manufactures, as to the consti- 


ples of the gentleman who had found no difficulty in re: 
porting a bill to repeal duties, he could see no ditference 
as regarded the principle involved between a bill to re- 
peal anda bill to reduce duties. Mr. S. did not think 
the committee had complied with the instructions of the 
Senate, by making only a partial report on the several 
subjects referred to them. When the subject was last 
under discussion, and inquiries were made as to the effvet 
of the reference, he had contended that the committee 
would be bound to report according to the terms of the 
resolution of the Senator from Kentucky; and to obviate 
that difficulty, which he fully believed was understood on 
all hands, one proposition after another was made and 
adopted, in order that the committee might have all the 
various interests of different sections of the country before 
them, and not be trammelled by the single proposition of 
the Senator from Kentucky, which it seemed alone they 
had acted on. He was entirely in favor of a recommit- 
ment of thie bill, and strenuously opposed to acting on the 
single subject it presented—a reduction of duties. Let 
that bill but pass, and my word for it, said Mr. S., you will 
never be able to get another one for the reduction of du- 
ties on the protected articles of importation. Mr. S. 
recounted many articles of importation consumed by 
the poorer classes, not to be found in the bill, though not 
manufactured, or only partially so, in the United Stateso— 
bombasins, stuff goods, baizes; and he supposed the come 
mittee did not propose a repeal of the duties on them, for 
fear it would interfere with some articles of American mas 
nufacture that might answer as a substitute for them. ‘The 
resolution of the Senator from Kentucky proposed a re- 
duction of the duties on wines and silks; and he had pros 
posed to the committee a repeal of the duties on wines and 
silks brought from beyond the Cape of Good Hope. He 
saw nothing of these in the bill; and this was, perhaps, 
because the committee was waiting for the bill from the 
other House, (for we are bound, said he, by the French 
treaty, to reduce the duty on their wines and silks,) or 
they were restrained by the constitutional scruples of their 
chairman. - After taking a financial view of the effects in- 
tended by the bill, the small reduction it would make of 
the revenue, compared with the amount of reduction that 
ought to follow the payment of the national debt; and the 
partial relief that would be afforded by a repeal of the dus 
ties on articles the greater part of which were not of ne- 
cessary and general consumption, Mr. S. concluded by 
saying that he never, in the whole course of his parlia- 
mentary career, knew a committee to step out of the line 
of their duty, and report so partial a bill, after having 
been so fully instructed. What, he asked, was the in- 
ducement of the Senators from the new States to vote for 
the reference, but the proposition to consider and report 
on the subject of the public Jands? The bill leaves us, 
said Mr. S., exactly where we were before the refere 
ence was made; or, indeed, we might as well, he said, 
have passed the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky, 
in the first instance, without the subsequent amendments, 
and received from the Committee on Finance a bill similar 
to the one before us. ‘The chairman of the Committee on 
Manufactures had nearly gained one object that he had 
been trying for years to accomplish. The bill exactly an- 
swered his purpose; if passed, it would leave a surplus of 
ten millions in the treasury, to be divided among the States 
according to the plan proposed, and so zealously advocat- 
ed by the gentleman some years ago. 

Mr. CLAY considered the question before the Senate 
as one of vitalimportance. It was nothing more nor less 
than whether we shall abandon the policy so long purs 
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sued, and which had-preduced such unexampled prospe- 
rity-throughout the country. “The. question before the 
Senate involved the fate of the protecting system. — It was 
not a question to be carried. by storm, by arraigning the 
committee which had reported this bill as a packed com- 
mittee, instituted to protect a particular interest. . So far 
as he was concerned, he repelled the charge with indig- 
nation, and asserted that the committee had acted in strict 
conformity witl: its instructions.. What, he asked, was the 
duty of the committee? The Senate had-referred to-them 
a variety of subjects, and left them to consider how, when, 
and what number of bills they should report. No particu- 
lar instructions, with regard to these particulars, had been 
given; the committee were left to act according to their 
own sense of propriety and understanding of the several 
propositions given them in charge.. It was not for him to 
inquire what had been the sense of individual members of 
the Senate in voting for the reference; it was enough for 
him to take the order of the Senate, and act on it, either 
in whole or in part, as his best judgment dictated. ‘This 
the committee had done; they had reported as far as cir- 
cumstances permitted them at that time; and he contend- 
ed that neither order, simplicity, or propriety would haye 
been consulted by a contrary course. Mr. C. urged many 
reasons why the committee should not have made a more 
extended report at that time. Why was it that many gen- 
tlemen had forborne to speak while the resolution he had 
submitted was under discussion? It-was a mere abstract 
proposition, said they, the discussion of which can tend to 
no valuable result. Give us, they said, a bill; something tan- 
gible—something that we can applaud or Condemn, amend 
or reject, and then a discussion will be proper. The com- 
mittee then, he said, had performed their duty by present- 
ing a subject that could be touched. If gentlemen had 


committee in delaying their reports on the other subject 
committed. to their charge. Weeks, perhaps-months, 
said he, must elapse before the committee could.. obtain 
from the-Secretary of the Treasury the information they 
had called for, to enable them to estimate the value and 
quantity of the articles of import coming in competition 
with similar’ articles- produced or manufactured in the 
United States; tô. determine whether the manufacturers 
were, as had been alleged, making moderate profits; and 
whether any, and what, manufacturers.were so firnily: es- 
tablished as to permit. of a reduction..of-the amount of. 
protection. In every. view. -of the. case, then, Mr. C. 
deemed it’ the. wisest course: to act first on’ the bill pre- 
‘sented by the.committee. . What was the precise ques- 
tion chiefly to be considered? We are to consider, in a 
reduction of the revenue from eight to twelve millions of 
dollars, what are the articles of importation on which we 
may safely make that reduction. Here; then, wasa bill 
reducing the duties between five and six millions on arti- 
cles that no one, he-apprehended, would contend that the 
duties ought to be retained; and shall we, said he, keep 
back that reduction--refrain from relieving the country 
from that amount of taxation, until we can settle how the 
further reduction is to be made? Gentlemen assume, 
said he, that we shall reduce the duties on the articles that 
are now protected: that was their own- assumption-—for 
his part, he made no such concession.. He-did not mean 
to say that no reduction of duty could be made on 
the protected articles; but that, until sufficient informa- 
tion wasobtained, (and the Secretary of the Treasury then - 
had his agents engaged in collecting it,) he would not de- 
termine that question. Sir, the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Finance [Mr. Sora} spoke of. the 
bill not comprehending many articles of importation named - 


objections, let them make those objections known. -1f| by bim, and on which, in his judgment, the duties ought 


the bill did not contain all they wanted, it was open for 
amendment; and if, finally, after full discussion, it did not 
meet with the approbation.of the Senate, a majority would 
so decide it. With regard to simplicity of proceeding, 
was it not more in conformity with that object to present, 
in the first instance, in one bill, those articles which it-was 
not the policy of the country to protect by discriminating 
duties, than to comprehend in the same bill all, both pro- 
tected and unprotected, together with the important sub- 
ject of the public lands? Suppose the committee had 
comprehended the whole in one paragraph, would the 
action of the Senate be thereby accelerated? Or would 
not, on the other hand, time and convenience both be 
consulted by discussing and acting on the subject first pre- 
sented, while the committee were collecting information 
_and preparing materials for further reports?- There was, 
one question gentlemen could not get over, and that was 
whether the system of protection should be abandoned, 
or the policy that had operated so beneficially should be 
perseveredin, Thatis a question you must decide, come 
when it willy whether it be presented in one or many bills. 
But this bill was said to be intended for the peculiar 
benetit of the manufacturers. How? What were the 
articles of importation on which it proposed to repeal the 
duties? Tea, coffee. [Mr. C. mentioned: several other 
articles.}] Do the manufacturers alone, said he, of all the 
people of the United States, drink tea and coffee? Were 
there not greater quantities of those necessary articles 
consumed at the South than at the North? 
safely say there were. The bill proposed to repeal the) 


duties on articles of general consumption; and it was not! 
the manufacturer, as such, alone, but the consumer, that/then before them. 


would be relieved. With respect to the observations 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, relative to the re- 
peal of the duty on indigo, he could answer, that the com- 
mittee had inquired, and were Satisfied that the article was 
not now produced in the United States. Mr. C. pro- 


ceeded to enlarge on the reasons which influenced the|tosend-back the bill. 
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to be repealed or reduced. Sir, if this bill is recommitted 
until every Senator is satisfied with its details, it may be 
committed, and recommitted, until the day of judgment. 
It was not possible for the committee to frame such a bill 
as would answer the views. of every Senator. If his bill - 
did not comprehend all that was required by the.gentle- 
man, it was competent to him to propose amendments, 
and take the sense of the Senate on them. The committee 
had had the lights shown by the draught of-a bill handed 
them by that gentleman: they did not chéose to take all 
that it contained; and on this, also, he. could, when oc-. 
casion served, take the sense of the Senate. One further 
remark, and he was done. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures considered the questions as doubt- 
ful, whether the Senate: could, constitutionally, originate 
a bill for the reduction of revenue, deeming a bill for 
that purpose the same as one for the raising of revenue, 
He did not share with the chairman of the committee in 
that opinion. After a careful consideration, and an ex- 
amination of the precedent to be found in our legislation, 
he was satisfied that the Senate fully possessed the power. 
The Senate would place itself in a very ungracious 
position, if it declined lessening the burdens of -the 
people to the extent proposed by the bill, on the ground 
that the whole reduction of revenue that. was contem- 
plated could not be made at once. . He did hope that this 
question, which was to settle the fate. of. the future-policy 
of the country, would be favorably disposed of. He re- 


He could} peated his hope that the other questions would be acted. 


on before the close of thé session; but their delay ought not 
to interfere with immediate action on the one that was 
Suppose, said ‘he, we lessen. the re- 
venue to the amount only of seven-or eight millions, we 
shall accomplish _much--we shall quiet that. alarm which 
gentlemen so sensibly feel at the prospect of a distribution 
of a surplus revenue. 
Mr. HOLMES regretted the motion that had been made _ 

He was in hopes that the printing 
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would have been ordered, both `of the report and bill, 
that he might'ascertain whether there was any thing in 
either that:came within. the scope of his instructions. He 
wished io look over the list of his instructions, and com- 
pare them with the; bill and report, to see whether he was 
instructed to act for or against them. While on this sub- 
ject, he ought to mention, for the information of the Se- 
nate, that the Eastern mail had arrived, and brought him 
no instructions. “However, should the motion prevail, and 
the bill. be sent back to the committee, the instructions 
could run in but one way, and that. was to reduce the 
tariff; and as this was contrary to the opinions entertained 
‘by the Legislature of Maine, he should for once act in con- 
formity to’ his instructions, by voting against the recom- 
mitment. He thought that sending back the bill would 
be making haste too fast; if printed, and laid on the tables 
of members, an examination could be given to its details, 
and a more correct decision formed with regard to the 
proper disposition of it. He was amused at the doubts 
expressed by. the Senator from New Jersey as to the 
power of the Senate to originate a bill for the reduction 
of revenue, under the idea that the constitution gave to 
the House of. Representatives the exclusive power of ìn- 
stituting a bill for the raising of revenue. This, he said, 
was a new idea to him. He should suppose that the rea- 
son for that provision in the constitution was, that,-as the 
members of that House came fresh from the people, they 
would be more competent to form a correct judgment 
with regard to the sources from whence the revenue 
should be derived; and for this purpose they were to pre- 
sent a plan of revenue to the Senate, which that body 
could alter or amend. 

The idea that the popular branch of the Legislature 
only should originate a revenue bill, was taken from the 
British Parliament, and adopted in many of the States 
without reason; as, for instance, the State of Maine. The 
House of Representatives in that State was elected by 
corporations, and the Senate by the people; and yet that 
provision existed in her constitution. However, he could 
not understand the grounds for the constitutional seru: 
ples of the Senator from New Jersey. - Diminishing the 
duties on articles of importation was not raising of revenue 
-=that would be lowering. He really did not know what 
we should come to next. Raising, he had always under- 
stood, meant lifting up; lowering meant letting down. 
All seemed to be going wrong nowadays. The whole 
administration was wrong—tail end foremost; the head 
was where the tail ought to be, and the tail where the 
head ought to. be. 

Mr. MILLER said he had used the term ‘ packed 
committee” with’ reference to its organization to sustain a 
particular interest, founded upon the known opinions of 
the members of that committee. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky had said, ‘‘he repelled with indignation the impu- 
tation that the committee -was a ‘packed’ one.” In the 
sense in which these terms are used, he would be glad to 
know whether the Senator from Kentucky would deny 
the fact that the committee was a *‘ packed committee.” 
Mr. CLAY, said yes, he did. Then, Mr. M. said, he must 
take the liberty of dissenting from the Senator from 
Kentucky. a 

He considered the committee constituted upon the 
ordinary parliamentary rule, and made up of materials 
favorable to the manufacturers, pledged by their known 
opinions to a particular policy, and certainly it had furnish- 
ed no evidence thatit had failed to subserve the manu- 
facturing interest. . The honorable Senator had, in the 
course of his remarks, just said that he had never ad- 
mitted that he would compromise the principle of pro- 
tection; he was the open, avowed, and decided friend of 
that interest. Mr. M. said, so far ashe himself was con- 
„cerned, he.did not consider his voice as having the least 
influence on the committee, not even a fractional influence. 
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Upon every question, in which the agricultural interests 
wbich he represented on this floor were concerned, the 
vote was a dead one against him--four to one. No atten- 
tion was paid to his suggestions, his wishes, nor to the in- 
terests he was identified with. So far as the conflicting 
interests of agriculture and the public lands were con- 
cerned, he would maintain that the Committee on Manu- 
factures was a “packed committee.” 

(Here. Mr. CLAY called Mr. Mrizzr to order. Mr. 
MILLER explained. The VICE PRESIDENT said, if 
he had supposed the gentleman had applied the words in 
an offensive sense, he would have interposed; but as it was 
not so understood, and as the gentleman had disclaimed 
any offensive meaning, the Chair did not consider him out 
of order.. Mr. CLAY said he denied that the words 
t‘ packed committee” could be applied in any sense to a 
committee of that House. j 

Mr. MOORE called for the words to be taken down in 
writing, and it was so done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT said that those words, used 
without connexion with the other words of the Senator 
from South Carolina, would be out of order. But taken 
in the sense in which they were used and explained by the 
Senator using them, they were not out of order, and the 
Senator could, therefore, proceed with his remarks. ] 

Mr. MILLER resumed. He said the proper course 
clearly in order, to do equal justice to all, was to appoint 
a committee consisting of two Senators favorable to the 
landed interest, and two favorable to the manufacturers” 
interest; and if there must be an odd number, let three be 
taken favorable to the manufacturers. The various in- 
terests would be then fairly represented, and heard in the 
details of their report; but, as it now was, he did not care 
much whether it was recommitted or not, although, upon 
the mere question of propriety, he should vote for the 
motion to recummit. The committee had the right to put 
their own construction upon the reference, and the course 
to be pursued by them--that he did not deny; but the 
true question was, would the Senate consent to let their 
judgment be controlled by the committee, or must the 
committee be controlled by the Senate? It was a ques- 
tion of power—~shall the Senate dictate to a committee, or 
acommitice to the Senate? 

It had been said that this was not a report favorable to 
the manufacturers; a very slight observation would tend 
to show the contrary. It was very obvious, if the arti- 
cles unprotected were admitted free of duty, that it left 
the whole revenue to be collected on like articles manu- 
factured in the United States. Suppose the omission 
of the tax on the articles in the bill reported, would ope- 
rate in favor of the consumption in the South as well as 
the North, still the great body of the articles consumed 
at the South were to be subject to high taxes, while the 
only articles on which the manufacturers now pay any 
thing would be relieved from the duty altogether. 

He had putit to the committee, to their sense of justice, 
to their respect for equal rights; he had even appealed to 
their sympathy, whether it would be just and proper to 
levy the taxes from a particular section of the country. 
It was known to every one that there were no manufac. 
turing establishments at the South; and, although the law 
might appear equitable and fair on the face, yet, in conse- 
quence of the different interests und different pursuits of 
various sections, it would, in point of fact, be partial. He 
had been struck with the force of the suggestion of the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Tyxer,] who illustrated this 
subject, by supposing in a system of dircct taxation it 
should be proposed to raise ten millions, or any other sum, 
and Congress should levy this tax on the sugar planters, 
could any one pretend that this would be just or constitu- 
tional? Jf tbis bill should be adopted, and the principle 
of it be sustained, the same result will be effected to the 
prejudice of the planting interest. 1f it should pass, 
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there will be no security that the high taxes upon the ne- 
cessaries of life will be reached by any subsequent mo- 
dification of the tariff. - : 
Mr. KING said he was- fully aware that nothing was to 
be gained by a further discussion of the subject; but he 
felt it a duty he owed to those whose interests he repre- 
sented on this floor, to make one or two remarks in reply 
to the observations of the Senator from New Jersey. 
When, sir, a few days past, resolutions were submitted by 
direction of the Committee on Manufactures, calling for 
information relative to the public lands, embracing in- 
quiries of a most .extensive character, the answers to 
which would necessarily involve considerable delay, I then 
thought I foresaw in this call the manifestation of a dispo- 
sition to make a partial report on the subjects committed 
to it by the Senate, and to avoid, altogether, that part re- 
lating to the reduction of the price of the public domain. 
I then, sir, rose in my place, and asked the Senator from 
New Jersey whether it was the intention of the committee 
to make a report before the information relative to the 
public lands was. received. The answer of that gentle- 
man was explicit, that, so soon as the information asked 
for was received, the committee would report—leaving 
no doubt on the minds of all who heard him, that he con- 
sidered it to be the duty of the committee to present the 
whole together, and not in the detached and partial man- 
ner in which itis now brought forward. I cannot, sir, 
withhold the expression of my astonishment at the course 
this committee has thought proper to pursue. The de- 
sign of the Senate in referring all the subjects of reve- 
nue to the same committee, could not be misunderstood, 
and especially after what took place on that occasion. 
The Senator from Kentucky, convinced that the resolu- 
tions introduced by him would be rejected by the Senate 
—[Mr. Crax shook his head]—yes, sir, L repeat they could 
not have received the sanction of this body. 1 know tlre 
fact; andthe Senator himself must have been aware of it, 
else how did it happen that he so readily acquiesced in 
the proposition to refer them to the Committee on Manu- 
factures, without obtaining for them that sanction which 
he had urged so strongly? But, sir, the Senator went 
much further: finding that even this reference could not 
be obtained from them, unconnected with the whole sub- 
ject of reduction, he unhesitatingly consented to include 
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one of the most moderate of those who are opposed to the 
miscalled American system, advocating conciliation, union; 
and those I represent well know it. Sir, it is not the wish. 
of the South to prostrate the manufacturing industry of 
the country; and the assertion, frequently made on this 
floor, that- such is their object, is destitute of foundation. 
Sir, for the sake of peace and harmony, and of union, they 
are disposed to bear much. Fix the revenue atan amount 
required by the ordinary wants ofthe Government, and the 
agricultural interests will be found giving their support to 
such an arrangement of the duties as will give a fair and. 
reasonable encouragement to manufactures. Yes, sir; 
they will do this with a perfect conviction that the burdens 
will still fall unequally, and that they must bear the greater 
portion. -Can the advocates of the tariff, with the least 
semblance of justice, contend for more? Will they not 
meet us on middle ground--settle this distracting ques- 
tion, and save the Government? I-ask, then, that this 
partial report, embracing but a single proposition, calcu- 
lated to benefit almost exclusively the manufacturer, and 
affording next to no relief to those ground down to po- 
verty by the oppressive operations of this unjust system, 
shall be thrown back upon the committee, with the an- 
derstanding that they shall discharge their duty by pre- 
senting the whole subject of reduction, embracing the 
public lands, as intended by the Senate. Sir, I have not 
forgotten that the Senator from Kentucky has told us that 
gentlemen should not outbrag him; that he would bring 
down the revenue as low as any of them. That gentleman, 
with the committee to which he belongs, have been put to 
the test, and what have they done? Why, sir, dextrously 
shuffled out the public lands; given the go-by to the whole 
protective system, and proposed to reduce a revenue of 
twenty-seven or eight millions of dollars-~a little more than 
five millions; and this is what we are to understand by the 
declaration of the Senator that he would bring down the 
revenue as low as any one! But, sir, we have been told 
that the Committee on Manufactures contemplated fur- 
ther action on the subject committed to them—-perhaps 
a further reduction of duties might be safely recommend- 
ed, when they had further information to guide them. 
But it was scarcely to be expected that they could com- ` 
plete their labors during this session; that this important 
information was exceedingly difficult to obtain; that: the 


all the instructions proposed, with the single exception of| Sccretary of the Treasury had agents now-employed in 


that relating to the public lands; and yet, sir, with a full 
knowledge of the wishes of the Senate, this committee has 
taken upon itself to do what the Senate had declared it 
should not do—act upon the resolutions of the Senator 
from Kentucky--leaving out all the other subjects con- 
nected with them. And upon what ground does the chair- 
man of the committee base this extraordinary report? Why, 
sir, that a bill for the reduction of duties could not, con- 
stitutionally, originate in the Senate; and yet this bill pro- 
poses the entire abolition of duties. ‘The constitution 
presents no barricr to a repeal of all the duties upon un- 
protected articles; but the moment you touch the pro- 
tected class—-iron, for instance--it forms an insuperable 
obstacle! 

I will not dwell upon the absurdity of such a distinction. 
{Here Mr. K. commented on the unjust and partial ope- 
ration of the bill, recounting the different articles the 
committee had thought fit to relieve from duty, though 
particularly favoring manufacturers, and instituted a com- 
parison between them and the-articles of necessity and 
general consumption, on which the tax is still to remain. ] 
So sure, said Mr. K., as there isa God above, if the ma- 
jority will persist in this species of injustice and oppres- 
sion; if, when we invoke this justice, they turn a deaf ear, 
and meet our entreaties to give some small relief. to our 
suffering people with insultadded to injury, consequences 
will result which 1 shudder to: think of. Sir, this is no 
idle threat; in this there is no gasconade. - I.stand here as 
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collecting it; and, upon the whole, it was best to. postpone 
it to a more convenient season. ` Sir, are we to be amused 
with such miserable pretexts for withholding from us that 
justice which, as a part of this great American family, we 
have a right to demand? Act upon this bill—pass it—and 
E warn my friends of the West that they. must give up ail 
hope of seeing any reduction in the price of the public 
lands.. That, too, sir, will be postponed to a more conve- 
nient season. Sir, itis not my design to enter at large 
into this subject at this time. 1 appeal, sir, to the Sena- 
tors from Indiana, New York, and, I think I may add, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, to bear me out in the as- 
sertion that this reference was made witly the full belief 
that the committee would act upon all the subjects toge- 
ther, and present them, in connexion, to the Senate, - I 
repeat, sir, they have failed to discharge the duty which 
properly belonged to them, and. the disapprobation of this 
body should be manifested. by recommitting the bill. Sir, 
if by the vote this day we give the go-by.to these import- 
ant- subjects, I shall lose all hope of any: settlement of this 
distracting question, on terms that. will be atall satisfactory 
to the aggrieved and suffering portions of the community; 
and when that hope, to which the South has fondly clung, 
that this Congress would not adjourn without affording 
relief to her sufferings, shall be given up, consequences, 
sir, which no’ man can portray, will throw a dreadful 
weight of responsibility upon the heads of thease whose 
injustige has produced them. 
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Mr. MANGUM rose, and said, TI do not rise to add to the 
excitement already so-naturally and so strongly felt in this 
part of the House, growing out of the extraordinary course 
which ‘the Committee on Manufactires. have felt it their 
duty to adopt. “I rise merely to call the attention of the 
Senafeé-to the course so frequently adopted by the Sena- 
for from’ Kentucky. Whenever a question is to be taken 
upon any point, direct or collateral, the tocsin is sounded 
by that Senator, and he tries to rally all his forces, by re- 
presenting the vote as being upon a test question. Every 
thing is a test question in which his feelings are in the least 
enlisted. My object is to present this matter in its true 
light. ‘The question is not one to test the strength of the 
tariff policy; but it is to effect, by indirection—I mean not 
to speak offensively—that which the Senate, as I under- 
staid it, refuses to do directly. ‘The resolution of the Se- 
nator had. been elaborately discussed for more than two 
months. We were informed, at the different stages of its 
progress, that the action of the Senate upon it was very 
desirable; that it must be had before the committee could 
proceed in its duties in a satisfactory manner. When the 
debate had ceased, and the final vote was about to be 
taken, it was clearly ascertained that the resolution would 
not be adopted. I had ascertained, to my entire satisfac- 
tion, that it would ‘be either amended, evaded, or reject- 
ed: I had stpposed this was equally apparent to the 
Senator from Kentucky; and it was upon that supposition 
only that I could account for the feebleness with which 
he pressed a final vote, and the apparent facility with 
which he adopted the proposed reference of his resolu- 
tion, without any expression, by the Senate, of an opinion 
in regard to its principles. ‘This course was so different 
from the line that I had supposed was, early in the dis- 
cussion, meant to be pursued by the Senator, that I very 
naturally supposed his acquiescence was the result of what 
he deemed inevitable necessity. The resolution, with di- 
vers others, wholly irreconcilable and inconsistent with it, 
was referred; and the committee, with great haste, make 
a report, embracing only the policy indicated by the Se- 
nator’s resolution: so that, by a manœuvre perfectly fami- 
liar to gentlemen long schooled in parliamentary tactics, 
the Senate is now placed precisely in the predicament 


which I clearly understood it meant to avoid by the vote | 


upon the reference of these various resolutions; and that, 
by this legislative evolution, the sense of the Senate is not 
only to be evaded, but the Senate is culled to act pre- 


cisely in opposition to the course which I understood toj 


be marked out and adopted by that vote. The present 
motion is made to ascertain the sense of the Senate, as ex- 
pressed by that vote of reference; and L have the fullest 
confidence that the vote will sustain the views I have ex- 
pressed. 

It is certainly a Tittle extraord’nary that a committee, 
organized expressly to watch and guard the interests of 
manufactures, should, after a debate of more than two 
months, and after having usurped the whole subject con- 
nected with the public revenue, make a report not touch- 
ing a single article in that system of protection, nor ex- 
pressing a single opinion upon that subject; but touching 
simply that part of the subject which, more appropriately, 


belongs to another committee, and which, in truth, has/recommitting the bill, but he saw no use in it. 
It is} possible to make a bird sing that would not sing. 


| 


been usurped by the Committee on Manufactures. 
strange that a committee, which have labored so sedu- 
- lously to get possession of the whole subject, should so 


I shall not go into a subject already exhausted. and show 
the pernicious-consequences of the policy of this resolu- 
tion. I think it more important to ask the Senators from 
the new States whether this course indicates a friendly 
feeling to the interests more immediately affecting them, 
and whether itis in accordance with the views entertained 
by them when they voted the reference——whether, if this 
subject shall be first acted upon, with their concurrence, 
they have the least guaranty that their peculiar interests will” 
receive a favorable consideration—whether, in a word, 
they will not give up the only hope of-reducing the price 
of the public lands, so as to enable every head ofa family 
to be an independent freeholder; who, in truth——I mean 
the freeholders--constitute the real strength, and pride, 
and glory of this great confederation. I ask them to 
look to it. 

Sir, I mean not to discuss the constitutionality of ori- 
ginating in the Senate a revenue bill. Yet I certainly was 
much struck with the novel view offered by the Senator 
from New Jersey; that the Senate might repeal in zolo all 
duties upon unprotected articles, but could not properly 
reduce duties on the other class. He doubts--he has 
scruples. He can abolish, but not reduce. Does not the 
Senator sec that, by abolishing duties upon all unprotect- 
ed articles, he, in fact, increases the duties upon the 
protected class; or, in other words, enhances the protec- 
tion? As it is obvious te every body else, T should do the 
Senator great injustice to suppose that it is not equally ob- 
vious to him. And, besides, if there be any meaning in 
that part of the constitution which requires that revenue 
bills shall be originated in the othcr branch of Congress, I 
suppose it to mean that the immediate representatives of 
the people shall be as well the judges of the proper ob- 
jects of taxation as of the amount of the revenue. In- 
deed, the selection of the objects of taxation is not only 
the most undoubted, but, in fact, the most interesting 
power of the other House. But, by the course proposed 
here, the Senate originates a biil, not only striking out 
more than half the subjects of taxation heretofore adopt- 
ed, but accumulates the whole revenue upon a few sub- 
jects; and, in the selection of which, the House, in the 
first instance, is not consulted. 

Į trust this high-handed course will be arrested. I have 
lost all confidence in acertain part of the Senate, in refer- 
ence to any conciliatory disposition in the adjustment of 
this great and dangerous subject. I look to them for no- 
thing. E hope from them nothing. I wish the country 
could say, it fears from them nothing. But Lappeal to 
that part of the Senate, who, though in favor of the pro- 
tective principle, yet are capable of looking to the whole 
subject, unbiassed by any views but those that belong to 
their country and its best interest. I call upon those who 
love their country, and have no objects connected with 
patty interests, and who can lift their eyes to the great 
and enduring glory of this great country, to come to the 
subject sacrificing something, as we who will sacrifice 
much, and let us join and settle this subject so agitating to 
the public mind, and so dangerous to the peace and har- 
mony of these once happy States. 

Mr. BENTON said he would vote with his friends for 
It was im- 

He ap- 
prehended that the Manufactures Committee would report 
no bill that would answer any purpose—none that would 


speedily makea report upon the part of the subject within | make any essential modification of the tariff. The bill 
the: province, peculiarly, of the Committee on Finance, hey had brought in wasa rare bird. Out of thirty-one 
- andso studiously abstain from touching, in any shape, the | millions of revenue, they proposed to reduce five anda 
matters which properly belong to them. That this course | half, leaving twenty-five millions, when twelve or thirteen 
- should produce strong excitement, and even feelings. of | was all that the wants of the Government would require. 
indignation; isnot a matter of surprise. No man, who | These five and a half were to be reduced, not upon the 
. understands the least of the subject, can be blind to the | necessaries of life, but upon the merest trifles! bagatelles! 
. object of the committee, or the effects of sustaining them | most of them so insignificant that the people did not know 
in their course. |their names or their uses. Mr. B. had no objection to in- 
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cluding these trifles. in the list of redu 
too insignificant to be taxed, and for t 
be struck from the statute book. , By way of completing 
the reductions, they: might be thrown in; but to ma 


them the main articles of reduction—to compose the bill|tee’s request and promise. | 
eat {and trust to them for something better hereafter... But sup- 
: pose that something better should never come; the Senate 


wholly of such small trash, while omitting all the gr 
objects of revenue, was to present legislation under a new. 
aspect tothe American people. Mr. B. said, every body 
had read ofthe mountain that was delivered of a mouse; 
but here was a great comm 
bill which was not even a grown mouse; which is nothing, 
in fact, bat a litter of young mice. The committee had 
drawn to itself the business of the Finance Committee; 
they had gone out to prepare a bill for reducing and set- 
tling the revenue; and they had brought in-—what? a dish 
of toys and confectionary! and gravely presented it to the 
Senate, as the revenue bill which was to settle the desti- 
nies of an empire!... The Senate had directed that com- 
mittee to consider the whole subject of the revenue, the 
public lands, woollens, cottons, iron, salt, crery thing, yet 
we have nothing but along Ist of trifles, and a few luxu- 
ries. What would be thought of a man, who, being di- 
rected to fetch you a horse, should go and pull one hair out 
of his tail, and come and lay it down before you, and say, 
there is your horse, sir. Yet this was the conduct of the 
committee. Their bill, to our revenue system, is what one 
hair would be to the whole horse. Mr. B. would not speak 
of the bill according to his feelings. He wished that a 
million of copies of it were printed, and a copy sent to 
every farmer in America, labelled with the inscription, 
that it was the American system bill—that it was the bill 
which the manufacturers gave to the farmers; that it was 
the bill that came from the committee which had been or- 
dered to report upon the reduction of the price of public 
land. He wished that it could go out thus labelled, that 
the farmers might see, from under their own hands, what 
kind of relief the Manufacturing Committee mean to extend 
to the cultivators of the earth! No description, no speech, 
no power of language, can give them an adequate idea of 
that bill, They should see the thing itself. They should 
look upon it; they should handle it. The view of such a 
bill would astound them. Indignation would seize some; 
contempt, others. Many would consider itas a jeke; some 
would think it a satire upon our legislation, got up by 
some mischievous boys; but inspection would show that it 
was a real document, conceived and produced by the Ma- 
nutactures Committee, and pressed upon the Senate, in 
real earnest, as a bill for the reduction of the revenue and 
relief of the country! -That itis, in fact, the genuine pro- 
duction of the American system committee, and the real 


ittce wh'ch was delivered of al! 


ctions. They were|the penny, would scamper off ina laugh. Mr. B. hoped 
that reason ought to| the committee would take no offence+—certainly none was 
intended; . but the reminiscence was excited, and the- ex- 
ke| pression of his feelings irresistible, at hearing the commit- 


We must. pass their bill first, 


tition. of the good: people, who . 
Mr. 


would then be in the conc 
arted with the penny before they heard the son 
B. expressed his astonishment at.the request of the 
mittee, to have time to consider whether: they. could do 
any thing more. : That committee was active:and insatia- 
ble in drawing-to itself. the business of the Finance Com- 
mittee. It had been zealous to get the revenues into its 
hands. It had ‘struggled, and wrestled, and contended 
for it; and had suceecded at last by dint of its own votes; 
and now it comes forward with a ridiculous and ‘starved 
bill--a bill which, in the vernacular tongue of the further 
West, would be called ‘the little end of nothing sharpen- 
ed,” and, presenting this abortion as the ne plus ultra, the 
Herculean pillars, of their present'exhausting efforts, de- 
mands time to refresh, and repose to recover from over- 
done nature, and to study books before they can do any 
thing more. They want a history of the-public lands; a 
long, minute, circumstantial, detailed history of the pur- 
chase, and surveys, and sales, and donations, and reserva- 
tions, and relinquishments, and reclamations, of the public 
lands, from the foundation of the Government to the present 
day! And until they get that history, which it will take 
months to compile, and weeks to print, nota word can be 
said about reducing the price of the lands, or transferring 
them to the States, Sir, who so blind as not to see through 
this thin and threadbare curtain? . Who so short-sighted as 
not to see the delay which lies beyond it, and whichis to get 
rid of the jand question without responsibility of direct ac- 
‘tion? Why did not the committee act in the same way by _ 
other articles which, nevertheless, they have put into their 
bills? Why did they not ask for a history of tea, and 
frankincense, and figs, and tamarinds, anda hundred other 
exotic productions, of which they know a thousand times 
less than they know of land, before they could include 
these things in their bill?) Why make such a. glaring dis- 
tinction? Simply, it may be presumed, because the manu- 
facturers want the price of land kept up! and, therefore, 
are for delay in their operations upon that subject! |. And, 
sir, what is the use of all this. history? Will the commit. 
tee read it when it comes? Would they read itif it was 
now here? Would any man read it, to makeup his mind 
upon the question of reducing the price of public lands? 
Certainly not. That question is exclusively a question of 


mode in which that committee complies with that part. of} pol cy, not of detail. - It is to be decided. by the nature of 


the President’s message which recommends the repeal of|the subject, and not by its history. 


unnecessary taxes, andthe reduction of the revenue to the 

wants of the Government! Yes, sir, that bill ought to be 

printed by the million, and distributed by handfuls! It 

would be viewed with universal scorn. A tempest of in- 

dignation would pursue it. The lightning of public wrath | 
would blast it. The thunder of a nation’s curses would 

annihilate it. 

But to avert the consequences which the committee 
could not but furesee—to break the force of that feeling 
which their bill was obliged to produce—-the committee have 
come forward with ahalf promise thatthey will looka little 
further; that they will study the history of some other arti- 
cles, and, perhaps, yes, perhaps, reportanother bill at some 
indefinite period, to add a few more items to their import- 
ant list of reductions. But what items, no hint orinforma- 
tion is given; and, in the mean time, this bill, not of abo- 
mination, but of froth and fummery, must be swallowed 
down by the Senate. Sir, there is a story of a clown in 
London, who hada fashion of‘going up to people, and. 
saying, give me a penny, and I willsing you a song; but 
you must give me the penny first! and when he had got 


The question is, whe- 
ther the public lands shall be reduced in price, or trans. - 
ferred to the States. And every man will decide that 
question upon views of pol.cy, drawn from reflection and 
consideration, and not upon details of old surveys and ob- 
solete history. Beyond doubt, the committee would not 
read the details of our public land history, if theynow had 
them; in all probability their minds are made up upon the 
stones at this moment. It is well known that the manu- 
acturers are opposed to any relaxation in the sale or dis- 
position of the public lands; because they want to confine 
the poor people to the old States, to workin the factories. 
The pla of the manufacturers is to keep up the price of 
land to the highest possible point;.to. prevent all. dona- 
tions.either to the States or Imdividuals; they oppose all 
pre-emptions, and all settlement rights; and all confirma- 
tions of French and Spanish.grants; and they do all this 
upon a fixed principle of oppositien to emigration and 
Western settlement. As the guardians of the manufac. 
turers, the committee, then, may be assumed to be hostile 
to any relaxation in the present rigorous Jand system. 
Some of the committee are known to be so. Its chairman 
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{Mr. Diéxersow] is known to have been, for twelve years, | 
the most determined, unbending, and uncompromising op-; 
ponent of every bill for the benefit of the Western settlers. 
< A’ leading member of the committee [Mr. Crary] has, 
disclosed his policy, ‘which is to take the proceeds of the} 
public lands.for internal improvement, (which now goes! 
to the seaboard in the North Atlantic States,) and the 
colonization of Africa, in which the British Government 
sunk above forty millions of dollars, without accomplish- 
. ing any thing. Mr. B. would not. now stop to examine 
the practicability of African colonization. He would. re- 
fer those who wanted real information on that subject, to 
the sworn testimony-taken by order of the British House 
of Commons, in 1826, relative to their settlement at Sierra 
Leone, which is only four degrees of our settlements, 
and both just under the equator, on the Western coast of 
Africa.” : For the present, he would only remark upon the 
anomaly of a company of private individuals in America, 
without Jaw or charter, setting up a Government in an- 
other quarter of the world. It was a strange thing to see 
the agents of these private individuals, exercising all the 
powers of Government, making war and peace, admin- 
istering justice, collecting revenues, passing laws, and 
exercising all the powers of sovereignty. This was an 
anomaly, which he merely mentioned in passing. The 
real point he was aiming at was this: that the proceeds of 
the Western Inds were to be taken, (according to the 
plan which had been disclosed, ) to keep up this anomalous 
and visionary Government in Africa. If any one wished 
to be charitable, and send his charity to Africa, let him 
do so. Mr. B. would not object to the friends of African 
colonization sending their own money to Africa; but he 
did object to the appropriation of the proceeds of the 
Western lands to that object. He did cbject to ravishing 
the West, to replenish Africa. He did object to taking 
the labor and sweat of the white population inthe new 
States, to bestow asa gift upon the black race in Africa. 
He knew too well the difficulty with which Western 
farmers.obtained money to buy land; how many toilsome 
‘labors had to be gone through before the crop, or the 
stock, was ready for market; how many retrenchments 
were made in the family; how many purchases were de- 
nied to daughters to ornament their persons, and even to 
sons to advance their educations; that all the money might 
be saved and laid away to buy public lands. He knew all 
this too well, to be willing to see all this money, after 
being thus laboriously earned, and carefully hoarded for 
theit own Government, sent off to Africa to be given as a 
present to the black colonists. For when the money 
would get there, it was to be laid out in buying lands 
-from the native tribes, and having kroomen to clear it, 
and building houses for the black colonists. Mr. B. was 
opposed.to seeing the price of public land keptup m the 
West, to raise money from his own white fellow-citizens 
for these. gratuitous, and distant, and. visionary objects. 
Let the charitable exercise charity at their own. expense. 
Our constitution forbids the levy of money for the sup- 
port of any religion at home. Congress cannot raise a 
dollar for the support of the christian religion in “America; 
and yet here is a proposition to take the proceeds of the 
public lands, now three millions a year; and soon to be 
five, (if the price is not reduced,) to support our religion 
in Africa; and that upon the Western coast of Africa, be- 
` tween the burning tropics, and where no seed of that re- 
ligion would ever take the slightest root. 

Mr. B. did not mean to go into the bill which the com- 
mittee had reported. There was enough init for laughter 
and for sorrow; for ridicule and for argument. — His ear 
was struck by the word indigo; an article which it seems 
was sélected by thé comimittce for the total abolition of 
duty: It was sfruck out of their American system. Yet 
indigo wasa plänt of the American growth, and, under 
«i British colonial oppression,” in the time that Mr. Joseph 
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Gee wrote his book, was one of the staples of the South. 
It was even now cultivated there to some degree, supplies 
household manufactures, and furnishes something for ex- 
port to Europe. [Mr. B. here called for the document 
of commerce and navigation, and showed that several 
small parcels of American indigo had been imported to 
France and Scotland in the year 1830.] Under the colo- 
nial system, Great Britain cherished the growth of indigo 
in the Southern colonics; she allowed a bounty upon its 
production. After she lost the colonies, she turned to her 
possessions in Bengal, and cherished the plant there. 
She was determined to have a home supply. of indigo, 
because, without it, her manufactures would lie at the 
mercy of foreign Powers. Our American system manu- 
facturers proceed on a different principle; they rely upon 
the foreign supply, and abolish even the insignificant pro- 
tection which was allowed by the act of 1828 to Ameri- 
can indigo. They purchased the foreign article, and had 
actually bought, chiefly from the British possessions in 
Bengal, nearly five milhons of dollars worth since 1824. 
They have also bought foreign wool, chiefiy from England, 
to the value of more than two millions of dollars in the 
same time. Foreign soap and foreign oil are also bought 
for the factories. And then, when this wool, which 
came from England, is greased with oil which came from 
Leghorn, and washed with soap which came from Flo- 
rence, and dyed with indigo which came from Bengal, is 
made into cloth, that cloth is christened with the name of 
American, and is put up for a domestic manufacture; and 
the people must pay double for it in hard money, and 
listen to a long story, besides, about the value of a home 
market, and the grand policy of being independent of 
foreign nations, and especially of England, for the clothes 
which we wear. Sir, the committee have done right. 
They have acted upon the true principles of the Ameri- 
can system, in striking out the protection upon indigo, 
They go for domestic manufactures upon foreign materials, 
and let them show their hand, and play out their game. 

Mr. B. concluded with some philosophical remarks 
upon the different temperament of men, and observed 
how diversely different individuals were affected by the 
same circumstance. The application of his remarks was 
to the bill just brought in. Some Senators were indig- 
nant, and spoke with rage against it; some were amused, 
and laughed at its ridiculousness; some were in despair; 
others inspired with fresh hopes; and to this latter class 
belonged himself. He looked out from this moment forth 
for the dawn of new light in favor of the South and the 
West. The darkest hour of the night was that which 
preceded the break of day. ‘Che American system, in 
the conception and production of this bill, had reached 
its deepest and lowest point of darkness! It had exhibited 
its most hideous deformity! It had offered its highest 
insult tothe people! . It had rebelled and revolted against 
the common sense of all mankind! It had received, from 
its own hands, the wound that is ‘past all surgery!” and 
from this time forth it must decline and sink, until it va- 
nished from all view, and disappeared from the light of day. 

Mr. FOOT remarked that not only bad the proceedings 
of the committee ‘been called in question, but the inten- 
tion of the Senate, in ordering the reference, was differ- 
ently understood by the gentlemen who had taken part in 
the debate. He did not rise to enter into any discussion 
of the question, which itappcared would be a protracted 
one, but to call for the reading of that part of the journal 
in which the order for reference wasinserted. From the 
reading of that part of the journal, the intention of the 
Senate might be understood. 

The Secretary then read that part of the journal refers 
red to. : 

Mr. DALLAS said, I do not rise, Mr. President, to 
take any part in the general debate, which seems to be 
misplaced and premature.- The gentleman from Georgia 
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{Mr. Fonsyra] moved the recommitment of the bill just 
reported from the Committee on Manufactures; and based 
his motive upon a single ground, that the committee had 
neglected or mistaken the design of the Senate in con- 
fiding to them the charge of the subject. If this be 
correct--if the committee have failed, intentionally or 
otherwise, to obey the directions, or to conform to the 
instructions, or even the general understanding of. this 
body, as to the mode of executing this duty, Eshould. join 
cheerfully in sending the bill back'to them. But my re- 
collections vary from that of the Senator from Georgia, 
or rather my impressions as to the prevailing motive and 
design in confiding many and apparently disconnected 
matters to the Committee on Manufactures, differ from his. 
All these subjects were referred to that committee, on the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Henxpricks, ] 
at a time when the protracted debate having closed, 
though some few new propositions were started, we were | 
about to vote for the original resolution of the gentleman | 
from Kentucky, [Mr.Crax.] The gentleman from Indiana} 
declared his object to be to obtain a matured Hist or spe-i 
cification of the unprotected articles to which the resolu- 
tion applied; being unwilling to assent or dissent, without 
perfectly understanding the detailed effects. It was sub- 
sequently agreed, upon suggestions from other quarters, 
to put before the same committee all the resolutions and! 
subjects which seemed, in the remotest degree, to bear on 
the main object of their inquiry. Not, as I conceive, that 
the Senate expected from that committee a report upon 
each and all of these matters, a report which it would 
take months satisfactorily to prepare, but that the Senate 
desired that the committee should deliberate upon the 
main object, without overlooking the direct or indirect, 
the near or remote, connexion with it, of those various 
other subjects. Well, sir, the committee have reported; 
their report isavowed only in part; and, while present- 
ing a bill which attains the chief purpose of the gentle- 
man from Indiana--an enumeration of the unprotected 
articles which it is proposed to admit duty free, they an- 
nounce a determination to deliberate fully upon the other 
topics, and to report, if they constitutionally can, at large 
hereafter. 1 believe this course to be perfectly regular 
and in order, I believe it to involve no contempt what- 
ever of the obligations of the committee to the Senate. I 
believe it usual, expedient, and natural, on particular 
occasions; and I cannot, therefore, join my friend from 
Georgia in his proposal to recommit, implying, as it clear- | 
ly docs, a censure or reproach upon the committee. 

The result of the labors of the committee, as far as 
thus communicated to us, has my entire approbation. I 
will consent, at any time the subject comés up, to abolish | 
wholly the existing duties upon the goods specified in the | 
reported bill. It is the first step we ought to take in ac- | 
commodating the tariff to the present condition of the 
country as to revenue. I say this, Mr. President, reflect- | 
ingly; having noticed and approved it as the wisest mode | 
of proceeding, distinctly recommended to Congress by 
the Chief Magistrate in his message prior to the last. My 
wish, therefore, sir, is not to part with the bill just put 
in the Senator’s power, but to retain it, at all events, as 
the basis of future action. . Į am about, in pursuance of 
this desire, to move to lay the bill upon the table, reserv- 
ing it within the custody of this body, by whom, at any 
time hereafter, it may be taken up and finally disposed of: 

It does, however, sir, seem to be a general solicitude 
that the Comm ttee on Manufactures should make their 
promised final report before we proceed to consider the 
bill now before us; and I think it most consistent with 
fairness and good policy, that this solicitude should be 
gratified. Hence, so far as respects my individual con- 
duct, I have only to add that I shall vote to keep the bil 
upon the table until a reasonable time shall elapse; until 
it be satisfactorily ascertained that the committee-do not, 


and will not; make an additional report. 
that the bill be laid upon the table. 


I move you, sir, 


At the request of Mr. DICKERSON, Mr. Daas 


withdrew the motion before the question was put. 


Mr. DICKERSON said that he should not have risen 


again on this subject, but for the many references to his 
constitutional scruples. Omp 
the committee did.not participate in his scruples. 


He was compelled to say that 
And, 
indeed, there was no. good reason for restricting the power 
of the Senate upon the subject of: revenue: bills; this 
part of our constitution was borrowed from England, and 
very unnecessarily; but it formed a part of oir constitu- 
tion.~ Bills for raising revenue must: originate’ in the 
House of Representatives. Some Senators seem to think , 
it quite a ridiculous affuir, that a bill for reducing duties 
could be a bill for raising revenue. But the words raising 
revenue do not mean increasing revenue, but levying and 
collecting duties and taxes for the purpose of revenue. A 
bill reducing the duty on wines from one dollar to seven- 
ty-five cents per gallon, would be a bill for raising reve- 
nue to the amount of seventy-five cents per gallon upon 
wine; whatever may be the duty left, it will be a bill for 
raising revenue to that amount. - We wish to reduce our 
whole revenue one-third; a bill for doing this will be a 
bill for raising revenue to the amount of two-thirds of 
what we now raise. But diminishing the duties does not 
necessarily diminish the revenue. On the contrary, it 
may increase it; a moderate reduction of high duties will 
always have that effect. A reduction of twenty per cent. 
upon wines would add thirty per cent. to its consumption; 
and so increase, and not diminish, the revenue.’ If the 
Senate may originate a bill reducing duties, upon a pre- 
sumption that they are not increasing revenue, which they. 
could not do if it increased revenue; and it is-discovered 
that on any one article the reduced duty would increase 
the revenue, it would then bea bill which the House of 
Representatives alone had the power to originate. Or if, 
when such a bill should be under consideration in the 
Senate, a motion should be made to.insert any amendment 
which should give an increase of revenue, we should be 
in the awkward predicament of being able to vote one 
way and not the other. But in all their scruples he was 
willing to be overruled; and if it was the opinion of the 
Senate that we could originate a tariff bill here, he, for 
one, would be willing to report such a bill as soon as the 
necessary information could be obtained. 3 
Mr. D. said he was desirous of reducing-the revenue to 
the wants of the Government. No wish to. have funds 
for distribution, as insinuated by the Senator from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Smrru,] would induce him to keep on taxes, 
If-any portion of our funds are to be appropriated to in- 
ternal improvements, then he was for a distribution fairly 
among the States. He considered, heretofore, that the 
current in favor of internal improvements was irresistible 
-that large funds would be appropriated to them. He 
viewed with horror the partial legislation of Corgress upon 


such funds, and, therefore, was for dividing them, before 


we should give another million to the Chesapeake‘and 


Ohio canal, in which ‘his section of the country had no 
interest. If the friends f internal improvement, by the 
legislation of Congress, will agree to reduce the revenue, 
so that there shall be no funds about which we are to 
scramble in the two. Houses of Congress, he: would join 
them heart and hand. 


Mr. CLAY rose, ‘and said that it gave him much plea- 


sure to say to the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Mine 
LER, ] in reference to certain expressions used by that gen- 
tleman, which he uncerstood, at the time; in an offensive 
sense, that he did not now so understand them. ‘The gen- 
tleman having explained that there was no offensive mean- 
ing conveyed in the expressions used, and taking them in 
connexion with other parts of the sentence, it would be 
far from him to attach to them a different signification, 
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The terms used were unfortunate, and might naturally 
lead to misapprehension. =e" : 
Mr. President, the Committee on Manufactures has been 
charged with being an engrossing committee. And with 
what: justice was such a charge made? The first proposi- 
tion reférred to them, called on tue Committee on Finance 
to make just such a report as the one before them. After 
a full discussion on the motion of the Senator from Indi- 
ana, followed by motions of other gentlemen, this and 
other propositions had been forced upon them; and now, 
said he, they “are called. a usurping committee? Was it 
because they had reported only on the first subject com- 
mitted to their charge?. Didthe gentleman in truth expect 
them to feport on all these important subjects at once? 
With respect to the public lands, they had performed 
part of their, duty, by calling for information on that 
all-important subject; and gentlemen certainly could 
not. expect them to act further, before that information 
was obtained. Of the necessity of this information to 
enable’ them to form a correct estimate, every gentle- 
man. mist be aware. The Senator from Indiana him- 
self, [Mr. Henpricxs,] on whose motion the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures were selected to take charge of the 
subject, had, on the very next day after the reference was 
made, submitted a resolution calling for information on the 
very subject. Then, as to the other propositions given 
to the committee. {Here Mr. C. entered mto an analysis 
of the different subjects of reference, and argued that 
the committee could not, consistent with propriety, act 
further, until fully possessed of all the information expected 
by them; and contended that it ought not to hinder the 
consideration of the subject reported on.] He did not 
concur with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Brxvros,] 
that the sales of the public lands could be regarded in the 
light of a tax on the purchasers. If it were so, it would be 
well worthy of consideration whether those who have pur- 
chased lands at a higher price than they are now held, are 
not entitled to some relief. A purchase of land was certainly 
a voluntary act, and could not properly be viewed as a tax. 
The information called for in relation to the public 
lands, he repeated, was necessary to enable the committee 
to report satisfactorily on that subject. It was necessary 
for them to know the number of acres in the market, and 
their value, and the amount unsurveyed. The gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benvox,] himself, had introduced a 
bill to sweep off for the State he represented a half of a 
million of acres; a bill had been introduced to grant alike 
quantity to the State of Mississippi; and it was proposed 
to make a similar grant to one other cf the new States. 
How far these and other propositions would reduce the 
public domain, was yet to be ascertained. The gentleman 
assiimed to ‘speak for his constituents of the West!——the 
West!!—the West!!! He was, perhaps, less enlightened 
as to the sentiments-of the West, than the Senator from 
Missouri; but there were other Western States inteSested 
in the public doniain, than the State.of Missouri; and others, 
though perhaps less enlightened, less eloquent than the 
gentleman, who were entitled to speak the sentiments ofthe 
West. But the Senator from Missouri would not, he.appre- 
hended, find that all agree with him in his views asregarded 
‘the public lands and the protective system. Further, the 
gentleman amused himself with this bill, by calling ita dimi- 
nutive, quadruped, and applying to it other degrading com- 
parisons. Sir, the gentleman ought not to depreciate his 
own progeny. Two years ago he introduced a bill, dif- 
fering but little from the one now before the Senate. 
Inthat gentleman’s bill, he proposed to repeal the duties on 
various articles of luxury notof general consumption, and, 
among others, on essence and perfumery. This bill did not 
comprehend those articles, and, therefore, was notso odor- 
iferous as that of the gentleman just referred to. Mr. C. 
descanted at large oti the value of the protecting system,and 
concluded by saying that the committee was still assiduous- 


ly engaged with their examinations, constantly keeping in 
view a further reduction of the revenue, and contemplated 
another report before the close of the session. He should 
vote for the motion of Mr. Darras to lay the bill on the 
table, and hoped that that and the report would be printed. 

Mr. BENTON rose after Mr. Cray, and thanked him 
for producing the bill which Mr. B. had brought in two 
years ago. He was happy it had received the notice of 
the Senator from Kentucky so far as to be produced and 
quoted by him. lt contaned many things whch Mr, 
B. should endeavor to get inserted in the bill now before 
the Senate. It containcd a catalogue of taxed articles 
really worthy of reduction and abol.tion, It entered 
the woollen and the cotton region; it embraced the salt 
tax, and many other important art.cles, not one of which 
had the Senator from Kentucky read. He had read the 
bagatelles only, which Mr. B. had put into his bill on ac- 
count of their insignificance; because they were too insig- 
nficánt to remain upon the statute book; too frivolous to 
be a subject of revenue; too contemptible for the pro- 
gress of tax gathering. They were thrown into the bill 
to get rid of them, as dust would be thrown out of the 
balance to clean it. But these insignificant items were 
gathered up by the Manufacturing Cowmittee as the great 
objects of taxation from which the country was to be re- 
heved; and, if struck from their bil, it would be emptied 
of all its contents; but, if struck from his (Mr. B.’s} bil, 
they would not be missed. His [Mr. B.’s] bill proposed a 
reduction of sixteen millions of taxes! It bore in ils ile the 
sum of sixteen millions for education! ‘fhe bill of the May 
nufactures Conmmittce proposed to reduce to five anda half 
milhons; just the one-third of the reduction proposed by 
bis [Mr. B.’s] bill; and this five and a half was to be con- 
fined to articles of the most ridiculous insignificance. Mr, 
B. was free to say, that if his bull had contained nothing 
but what the Senator from Kentucky had read, or what 
had been copied from it, he should have considered it a 
burlesque upon legisiation——a species of legislative jesting 
to tantalize the anti-tarff gentlemen—and which, however 
unworthy of consideration, could not, consistent with the 
rules of the Senate, be thrown-out of the windows as it 
would have deserved. But it contained sumething clse=- 
something really valuable--something to carry the reduc- 
tion to sixteen millions instead of five and a half; and the 
Senator from Kentucky might rest assured that he would 
have to vote upon their admission into the manufacturers’ 
bill, ashe (Mr. D.] would certainly propose them as an 
addition to it. 

Mr. B. adverted to the state of public sentiment in 
Missouri, on the question of the American system, which 
the Senator from Kentucky had mentioned with exulla- 
tion, ashaving been proved, on a recent occasion, to be in 
favor of that system. Mr. B. assured him that the proof 
was the other way; that the only Inal of that question 
which had been made in Missoun, Was at the general ciec- 
tion in-August lust; when the American sy stem cai. d.datem 
he who went for the system in-all its parts and all iis glory, 
Bank of the United States, Supreme Court, and all!--was 
beaten four thousand votes. Since then there has been 
no trial of the question in the State. ‘The recent election 
for member to Congress, to winch the Senator was allude 
ing as the triumph of the American system, Was netlang 
but a special clection, at whieh httle more than one-half? 
the yoteis attended. But Mr. B. said it was needless to 
look backwards. Forward was the word! Other elec- 
tions were depending, and to come on soon, which would 
settle all questions! One very eminent clection, in which 
the American system flag would be hoisted on one side, 
and reduction of revenue to the wants of the Government 
would be hoisted on the other side; and he appre..ended 
the difference between the coming out of the two flags 
would be sufficient to decide the question, without the 
aid of argument, or a resort to referees. 


ee aeea: 


3 


ee eee ei A 


7 


673 | OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS.) _ 674 
Manca 30, 1832.) = <0 ý So Ahe Tarif  o a a _ >. [Sanare 
With respect to the bearing of that remark, and which |view, in one bill, all the subjects that had been given 
evidently was intended to signify to-the Senate that he them in charge... He differed very widely. with the Sena- 
{Mr. B.] was misrepresenting his constituents on this ques- jtor from Pennsylvania, who supposed that the success of, 
tion of the Ametican system, he begged. that the Senator ithe motion of the. gentleman from Georgia to recommit 
from Kentucky would give himself no uneasiness. Mr. |the bill, would be an implied censure on the committee. 
B. and his constituents understood each other. If he |In his humble opinion, it, was not only consistent. with the 
mistook their interests, he paid the pénalty.. He did not /rules, but it was.in conformity with the-almost invariable 
hold his Seat in the Senate by the tenure ofsix years, butat|practice of the Senate, to recommit subjects that had been 
the will of his constituents. They had his manifesto upon | presented, to them in an unfinished shape... „But these, said 
that point, with his sign manual to.it. Whenever they |Mr..B., were not the, times to stand: on. mere. questions of. 
signified to him in any way that he had mistaken or sacri- etiquette, to look only on.questions.of, delicacy, when far 
ficed their interests, he retired from his station and made: more important objects were involved. If. the. ‘Senate 
room for another; and this without any. cavilling as’ to |refused to require a full and pèrfect action ‘on the import- 
forms or ceremonies. ` If the people, in their original ċa- |ant subject of a reduction of the revenue, through mo- 
pacity, either in public meetings, or in signed memorials, |tives of delicacy to the Committee on Manufactures, we 
or through the Legislature, condemned his conduct, he [shal], said he, do what is worse—we shall commit an act 
submitted to the condemnation; and paid the penalty upon [highly disrespectful to a large portion of the States of this. 
the spot, by restoring their trust to their hands. He ac-|confederacy, whose interests were so deeply at stake. If 
knowledged the right of instruction, and should ‘either jetiquette is to be violated, let. us do it in favor of those, 
conform to instructions, if he received them, or resign his |Statés whose rights have so long been disregarded, and 
place. Mr. B, said he knew how immaterial these per-j whose citizens are now looking to the proceedings of Con- 
sonal explanations must be in the eyes.of the Senate; but }gress in relation to this subject, with such intense and deep 
the Senator from Kentucky had imposed the task upon |solicitude. Almost four months of the session had already: 
him, by intimating that he [Mr. B.] wasmisrepresenting his | elapsed,, and he saw but little indication. that. this question, 
State upon the question of the American system. The |so vitally interesting to many of the States of this Union, 
time was when that system was popular in Missouri; but |was likely to receive that full and deliberate consideration 
the uses to which it had been put, and the metamorphosis | which it was entitled to, above all others. The period 
it had undergone, and the purposes it now had to answer, [had artived, when some decisive action was absolutely ne- 
had sickened the people, and they were drawing off from it. |cessary. He called upon gentlemen who had so repeat- 
` One word more, and Mr. B. would resume his seat, |edly pledged themselves to a course of conciliation, to 
The Senator from Kentucky objected to the idea of a|redeem those pledges.. He by no means questioned the 
tax upon the people of the new States in selling the public [sincerity with which those professions had been made; but if 
lands to them. Mr. B. considered the sales as a tax, and | gentlemen were sincere, as he presumed them to be, the pe- 
that the lands were given to the Federal Government to |riod had then arrived forthemto carry them out in practice... 
answer the purpose of taxation, that is to say, to raise re-| Sir, said Mr. B., there is a ‘species of tactics in legisla- 
venue. They now raise three millions of revenue from |tion as well as in war, which accomplishes the defeat of ` 
> these lands; and revenue came from taxes. He deemed jan adversary, by delay; and this report, he believed, was 
it a tax, and the most burdensome kind of tax, as it was |calculated to produce that result. It showed nothing af- 
all paid in advance, in a lump, and beforé any thing was firmatively or negatively, with regard to the great ques- 
made out of the land. Far better would it be for the peo- |tion of reducing the revenue down to a proper standard. 
ple to have the price of the land levied as an annual tax, |Let us of the agricultural States understand fully, and at ` 
so many cents on the acre every year, until the sum ofjonce, what we are to hope for. If our voices are to be 
$1 25 was made up, than to pay itall down in advance. wholly unheard, and our interests disregarded, in the. na- 
He must adhere to his idea, then, that the sales of the |tional councils, it is due to us, from the advocates of the 
public lands were in the nature of a tak; that these sales | protective system, to let us know it at once. Lét us no 
were made to produce revenue; that they now produce an longer be tantalized with professions which are to create 
enormous revenue, and, ifthe present price was kept up, |only vain and illusory hopes. . What, sir, will be the feel: ; 
would soon produce five millions. “The Government only ings of indignation. excited among the people of those . 
wanted about twelve millions of revenue; and unless the | States, oppressed by the. crying injustice of the protective 
price of public land was reduced, the main burden. of policy, when they shall be told that-Congress is debating 
supporting the Federal Government ‘would fall upon the lon the expediency of abolishing the dutics on a class of 
farmers in the new States. Mr. B. would consider him- articles consumed mostly by those in opulent circum-. 
self truly misrepresenting, or rather betraying, the peo- stances, while they ought to be taking the most efficient 
ple of Missouri, if he did not struggle to obtain for them steps to relieve the country of the burdens which were 
some benefit from the reduction of revenue! if he did not daily undermining its prosperity? Í 
labor hard, and exert himself to the uttermost degree, to 
prevent the article which they use most, the public lands, 
from being made the subject of hard and permanent taxa- 
tion, while every thing that the manufacturers use is to 
be relieved from taxation. * 

Mr. BROWN said that he had, heretofore, during the 
progress of the discussion, through its various stages, ab- 
stained from taking any part init, under the hope that the 
main question would be presented to the Senate in some 
tangible shape. The further the session advanced, ‘the 
more remote that object appeared; and he had, since hear- 
ing the report of the Committee on Manufactures, lost, in 


a great degree, the hope which he had heretofore indulg- 


ed, of a favorable adjustment of the subject of the tariff. 


The Senator from Maine [Mr. Spracuz] had express: 
ed his astonishment that any excitement should have been 
manifested on this question. To him it was a matter of 
no surprise. It was natural for those who believed that 
justice was denied them, to feel it, and express-themselves 
strongly. “He believed that even in the gentleman’s own 
State some excitement was felt on the subject... The ‘Le- 
gislature of that State Had very lately adopted resolutions 
expressing the strongest disapprobation of the existing 
tariff, a circumstance which he hailed with gratification. — 

The Senator from New Jersey had expressed his con- 
stitutional scruples with regard to the power of the Senate 
to originate a bill for the reduction of the revenue. This 
e L principle, if correct, would place the Senate, on questions 
That report having disappointed the just expectation of] of taxation, in the unénviable attitude of being powerful 
the majority of those who voted for the reference, ought, [for mischief, but impotent for good. We may, according 
at all events, to be recommitted.to the committee, to fulfil ito this doctrine, assist the other branch of Congress in 
the original intentions of the Senate, by presenting to its imposing ‘burdens on the country to any extent, but we 
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cannot originate any measure for their-rediiction. He ad- 
gome of those gentlemen friendly to 
jin suiting their opinions to their 
vas before ‘them, of reduc: 
icles Of general necessity, then the 
constitution: imposed “objections; but when the ques- 
tio’ drose “of totally. repealing a portion of duties, the 
repeal of which would operate beneficially to the manu- 


mired the dexterity 
the protective ‘syste 
wislies. When the question w 
ing the duties oi a 


facturer, then their scruples were no-longer heard of. 


Mr. B.-could not agrée with the Senator from Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr. Cray,] that a reduction of duties would lead to 
an abolition of the protecting system. - Whenever’ a re-| 
duction was urged; the fears of the manufacturing. inte~' 
rests Were to bé alatméd by representing their destruction 
as inevitable by: such a course. “Was that system so de- 
penderit for its existence on high dutiés,.that it. must, as a 
necessary conseqtience, perish without them? ' He could 
not believeit. He did not wish to see the manufacturing 
establishments of our country “destroyed, though he was 


unwilling that they should be-sustained by the destruction 
of other gréat interests. = . 

““Phé-principle of protection, as practised by our Go- 
vernfiient, he sincerely believed unconstitutional; and not 


deeming thisia proper occasion to go into an argument of 


that’question, le would content himself with remarking, 


that this, or any other Goyernment, which exerted its au- 
thority to take from one class of citizens the profits of 


their Tabor to bestow them onvanother class, was, in his 
opinion, essentially despotic. ; i 

` The most valuable principle in free Government was, 
next to the security of personal rights. that which secured 
the private property of the citizen from being taken for 
any other purpose, except in the shape of taxes, to sup- 
port the Government in its legitimate objects. He had 
the highest reverence for the Union of the States. His most 
anxious desire. was to perpetuate it. The experiment 
which we were now making, ina great degree, involved 
the success of free Governments in every part of the world; 
and its ‘extinction here would be the signal for its’ extinc- 
tion m‘every other country. He was willing, therefore, 
to sacrifice much for the sake of conciliation; and though 
a representative of one of the Southern States, not the 
least'strenuously opposed to the protective system, he was 
prepared to meet gentlemen on the half-way ground, be- 
lieving that our federal system of Government ‘can only 
contintie to exist by the exercise of that spirit of com- 
promise and conciliation which gave it birth. 

Mr. SMITH observed that they had been informed by 
the Senator from Kentucky that the Committee on Manu- 
factures would wait until they received information from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who had his agents abroad 
collecting it, before they reported further on the other 
subjects referred to them: “And why not, said Mr. S., 
haye waited until they got that information, before they 
reported at all? They m ghtthen give tothe Senate sucha 
report as it would be proper for it to,receive, and them to 
give; and by this means have avoided the difficulties that 
were then presented. ‘Fhe Senator’ from. Pennsylvania 
considered this bill as a report in part, and that the com- 
mittee, in conformity with their instructions, had a right 
to make such a report. “In this particular, this bin part 
was in fact a billón tofo—open to'amendments, which will 
be proposed when in Committee of the Whole; and which 
the committee, they had rightly performed the duty as- 
signed ‘them, would have rendered unnecessary by com- 
prehending the whole subject. Well, then, this conimittee 


Was to wait until they’ got the information required from | that time the committee would be 


’ the Seéretary of te ‘Treasury. When would they get this 
information? -How long had they to wait? The commit- 
tee had not tokd them; but it wis shrewdly suspected that 

it Would not be received before the close of the session. 


| One further remark. g 
lcommitting the proposition of the Senator of Kentucky 


. [Marca 30, 1832, 
us from the other House. After some further remarks 
from Mr. S, o ES ; : a 

Mr. MARCY said be should Tike to know from the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvan a, whether, in‘moving to lay tlie bilt 
fon the table; his object was to Tet it remain thereamtil the 
committee had further reported, or whether the bill was 
to’ be taken up and acted òn; perhaps the next day, or a’ 
day or two afterwards. . Ifthe latter was the object of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, he was disposed to vote it 
down by adopting the motion: of the Senator from Geor- 
gia, for at once he saw the difficulties apprehended by the 
Senator from MarVland. The committee tells us, said he, 
that their bill applies only to aiticles not coming in compe» 
tition with American produce orindustry; and yet, if their 
bill takes the course suggested by the Senator from Miry- 
land, the very first votes will probably be taken on the 
protected articles, which it includes. Mr. M? made 
no promises with regard to conciliation, and le did not m- 
tend to make any, for he was not disposed to mislead 
any one; but if conciliation was the object, it appeared to 
him that it was to be attained by a bill essent ally different 
from the one before them. _ He had said, in the commences _ 
ment of the discuss'on, that he would vote for a res enue 
adequate: to the bare wants of the’ Government; and, se- 
condly, that hê wéuld not abandon the principle of pro- 
tection. Whether these were. incomputible or not, he 
would not then pretend to.says both objects were dear to 
him, and he should be glad to see them reconciled. 

If the’ object of ‘the Senator’ from Pennsylvania was to 
lay the billon the table until the report was received from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to enable the committee to 
comply fully with the instructions of the Senate, he was 
disposed to vote for the proposition; but if the bill was to 
be taken up the next day, or a day or two thereafter, he 
should vote for the recommitment moved by the Senator 
irom Georgia. ` Sa : 

After some additional remarks from Messrs. CLAY and 
FORSYTH, 

-Mr. DALLAS, having béen called on by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Marcy ]to state the object he had in view in 
moving to lay the bill on the table, said that he preferred, 
that course, froma sense of courtesy to the committee who 
had reported the bill. He preferred that course for other 
reasons; one of which was, thatifthe Senator from Geor- 
gia succeeded in carrying his moton, he would defeat his 
own purposes. © A recommitment would of course go with- 
‘out instructions, and to-morrow, or the cartiest period 
thereafter, the same bill, or one.s milar in principle, might 
again be presented. " By permitting this b ll to He on the 
table, the. Senate would keep possession of the labors of 
the committee so far as they had gone; and, if it should be 
the sense of. the Senate that this bill should not be tuken 
up until the committee had completed their invest.gations, 
it would be easy to ascertain it. For-his own part, he was 
perfectly satisfied with the bill, and, as he had before said, 
prepared to act on it at once; bat, from a feeling of cour- 
tesy: towards those gentlemen who ‘differed with him in 
opinion, he should be unwilling to call it up until the com- 
mittee. had had a reasonable tine to make further reports. 
Mr. TAZEWELL, afier expressing his objections, at 
Tength, to the partial report of the committee, suggested 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darras] a course 


which would obviate the difficulties presented by a recome. 


mitment, and be preferable to laying the bill on the table. 
Let us, said Mr. T., take up thìs bill, and make it, the order 
of the day for some day in the month of May, Surly, by 
; f prepared with sufficient 
information for a further report, or the House of Repre- 
sentatives will have sent us a bilas a substitute fur this. 
When objcctions were urged against 


Bétier kad they left the-subject untouched, until they got [Mr. Brss] to reduce the price of the public lands to the 


all the information they wanted, or until a bill was sent to 


¿Committee on Manufactures, 


he had contended that that 
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proposition, affecting one item of the public revenue, was 
„Just as much suited to the consideration of that committee, 
as the other propositions-that had been referred to them. 
‘He had told them, then, that there were three gréat inte- 
rests to be ednsulted in fixing the revenue ona permanent. 
basis. Firsty the manufacturers, whose. interests. ‘were 
promoted by a system of h'gh-duties, and thesé were prin- 
cipally tobe found in the North and East; second, the pro- 
ducers, principally of the South, whose interest it was ta 
` yeduce the dtities to the lowest extent, consistent with the 


wants of the Government; and, thirdly, the people of the: 


West, who were but little affected by either high or low 
‘duties on articles of importation, but whose. object it was 
to be relieved from the annual draught on their resources, 
in the shape of sales of the.public lands... f 

The first of these classes, the manufacturing part of the 
country, was benefited by a‘system of protecting duties, 
because it enhanced the price of the articles produced by 
their.industry, and could by no means be injured by the 
‘enhanced price, because they produced as much of the ar- 
ticles as they wanted: Did not every gentleman see this? 
What harm could a tax of even a thousand dollars per ton 
on iron do to his friend from New Jersey, (Mr. DIcKER- 
sox,] who made as much of itas he wanted? One of the 
Senators from Rhode Island was largely interested in a 
cotton factory, How could that gentleman be injured by 
a duty, to any extent, on manufactured cotton? Was it 
not plain that every manufacturer was interested in keep- 
ing up the duties to the highest rates on the goods manu- 
factured by him, because it was his business to sell, not to 
buy? ; The shoemaker did’ not go to his neighbor to buy 
shoes. Now, as respected the unprotected articles, had 
the manufacturers not an interest in reducing them to the 
lowest possible price, by a repeal of duties? | ‘These arti- 
cles do not come in competition with: their industry; they 
do not. produce them; have to purchase what. they con- 
sume, and are consequently as much interested in reduc- 
ing the duty, as the anti-tariff portion of the country is 
interested in reducing the duties on the protected articles, 
So far, then, the system of protection operated asa boun- 


diminishes the consumption. 


wants are supplied from their own resources;, and protec- 
tion neither enhances the price of their commodities;-nor 
in But, then, there was ano- 
ther subject’ in Which they were interested; and that was 
the amount of money annually drawn from them for the 
sales of the public lands.. Mr. T. entered at large on this 
branch of the subject;.showing, in. various views: of the 
subject, how greatly thé West was interested,-both as re- 
garded their pecuniary interest, arid the great.object of 
increasing their populationin -getting. the Jands..intomar- 
ket on the. lowést terms; and concluded. by adverting- to 
Mr. :Rusl’s‘eclebrated report, in witichit is recommended 
to keep wp thé pricëof the public lands, to-prevent a 
drain. of the. population from the manufacturing, States, 
That is, said Mr. T:, to keep wages down there, you 
must. keep up the public lands to the highest price. 

Mr. T. next touched on that part of the remarks of the 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Dicxerson,} in ‘which 
he expresses his constitutional scruples with regard to the 
power of the Senate to originate a bill for the reduction of 
revenue, which: he considered equivalent to a bill for the, 
raising ofrevenue. He did not. wish to weaken the gen- 
tleman’s scruples; he wished rather to strengthen them, 
Months ago, when the Senator from Kentucky introduced 
his resolution, Mr. T. entered his protest against the prin- 
ciple it contained. Whence do you derive your power 
to originate a revenue bill? It was not to be found in the 
constitution. Mr. T. here entered into a full and lumi- 
nous exposition of the constitutional question; after which, 
he concluded his remarks by proposing that if the Sena. 
tor from Pennsylvania would move to lay. the Bill on ‘the 
table, with a ‘perfect understanding that it: was not tobe 
taken up until the committee had had a reasonable; time 
to make additional reports, or until.a bill came from the 
other House, he would vote for the motion.:: ie 

Mr. DICKERSON said that it appeared that the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. TazeweELL] had much stronger seru- 
ples as to the power of the Senate, than he had, or than 
the Senator-had in times past, for he was confident that 
Senator had by his vote sustained bills originating in ‚the 


ty on the interest of the North and East, while the relief|Senate for raising revenue. 


afforded by the bill is to be divided between them and the 
South. But the benefits to be derived from the bill would 
not be equally divided, © Three-fourths at least would be 
received by the manufacturing States; for a large propor- 
tion of the population of the South did not consume the 
articles to be exempted from taxation.. He appealed to 
the Senator from Kentucky. Did that gentleman’s slaves 
drink wine, tea, and coffee? Did he feed them with Spi- 
ces, and clothe them with silks? Where;-then, was the 
fairness claimed for the bill, when one-half of the Southern 
population did not consume the articles it relieved from 
duty? This was, then, the compromise that gentlemen 
were pledged to. Here is a revenue of twenty-two mil- 
lions of dollars, say they, of which you of the South pay 
fifteen, and we and you together pay seven; and we will, 
for the sake of conciliation, take ‘off the seven, and keep 
on the remaining fifteen. Mr. T. next adverted to the in- 
terests of the Western people. Do they care for protec- 
tion. They live in such a s.tuation, that the cost of trans- 
portation to them on articles of importation, even if they 
came in duty free, would come to so.much as to preclude 
the possibility of their using them.. They were, there- 
fore, hecessarily restricted to the use of the domestic arti- 
cle. . I appeal to the Senators from Ohio. Do you sell 
any iron in Pennsylvania? No. Pennsylvania has as much 
iron of her own as she. wants: Do you sell any in Ten- 
nessee? No. Tennessee has not only as much now as 
she wants, but she can Undersell Pennsylvania in one of 
her own markets, (Pittsburg.)” Ohio, then, supplied Ohio 
alone. As it was with iron, so ‘it was: with other articles 
of general consumption. It. makes but little difference to 
them whether you take off or put es r own 


on duties.” Their own 1831, together with 


Mr. DALLAS then renewed his motion to lay, the bill 
on the table, with the understanding that it remain. there 
until a reasonable time had been allowed to the committee - 
to make a further report. 4.0 = mee Mal 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, on motion. of 
Mr. MILLER, the question of laying the, bill on the table 
was decided in the affirmative by the following. vote: |. - 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Cliy, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster.~-27. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Miller, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Troup, Tyler, -White.—=19, 

The Senate then adjourned to Monday. l 


cane 


Bese 


MONDAY, APRIL i 3 
- Mr. POINDEXTER laid on the-table the following re- 
solution:.- 7 oe i 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on -Manufactures be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the several sub- 
jects referred to it by the Senate on. the 22d ultinio, and 
not reported on, and that the same be. referred toa select 
committee. Boos aad i i 
Mr. HOLMES laid on the table'the following resolution: 
. Resolved, That the-President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate the amount of 
imports and exports to the European possessions of Great 
Britain..during the year ending the 30th September, 
the amount of tonnage engaged dù- 


879 


SENATE] 


GALES: & SEATON'S REGISTER 


680 


[Armin 2, 1832. 


‘ving that time, distinguishing between the American and 
foreign tonnage. — Ae ea PS a 

Mr. SMITH laid on the table the following resolution: ` 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treastiry be direct- 
-ed to-cause a. statement to be made’to the Senate of the 
amount of the several duties that would be repealed in case 
‘the bill reported from the Committee on Manufactures on 
the 30th ultimo, ‘to repeal in part the duties on imports,” 
Should pass. i ` : 

The Senate then proceeded for a short time to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

When the doors were opened, the consideration of the 
general appropriation bill for the support of Government 
was resumed. -~ i ; : 

‘The amendment thereto proposed by the Committeé on 
Finance, augmenting the appropriation for the contingent 
expenses of the Supreme Court, and other courts of the 
United States, was discussed at length by Senators SMITH, 
WEBSTER, FORSYTH, TYLER, HAYNE, MARCY, 
and engage Mr. FOOT also made the following re- 
marks: Seat 

From the statement made by the chairman, said Mr. 
F., that this amendment only proposes an appropria- 
tion for the payment of such expenses as were authorized 
by law, taxed by the courts, and approved by the Comp- 
troller, he was not disposed to withhold the appropriation; 
it had‘become a debt, which the Government is bound to 
discharge. But, said Mr. F., I was gratified to find that 
even the’Senator from Maryland [Mr. Saurra] is ready 
to acknowledge that there has been an “enormous in- 
crease of expenses,” under thisadministration. It is, in- 
deed, enormous!! In 1820, ’21, *22, there appears to have 
been but thirty thousand dollars appropriated for expenses 
of courts. In 1830,’ 1, ’2, these expenses have amounted to 
five hundred ‘and ninety-eight thousand dollars! showing 
an increase of five hundred and sixty-eight thousand dol- 
lars!! and the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
shows no good or sufficient reason for such ‘enormous in- 
creasé!”? Is it not: possible—is it not probable—is it nota 
fact—which’ will appear on a close investigation in the 
departments, from the accounts, that the expenses have 
been much increased by the removal of faithful and cóm- 
petent district attorneys, and the appointment of young 
or incompetent officers? of district attorneys who have 
involved: the United States in great and unnecessary èx- 
penses? in groundless prosecutions? or from their inability 
to defend the interests of the United States? or in large 
sums paid for assistant counsel, to aid these new district 
attorneys? It is well known that almost every district 
attorney has been removed, or a new one appointed on 
the’ expiration of his term, since’ the commencement of 
this. administration! Connecticut has furnished one ex- 
ample of the removal of an able and excellent officer. It 
will be recollected that an.attempt was made to postpone 
his nomination, with all others, during the last session, in 
the late administration, which failed—and he was appoint- 
ed. [understand that at the first court after his appoint- 
ment, and during the pendency of an important trial for 
the recovery of a penalty, the district attorney received 
aletter revoking his commission, which he stated to the 
court. The court, however, appointed him to manage 
the cause, and it has been said he madea most able argu- 
ment, and recovered a judgment for the heaviest penalty 
which has been recovered in that State for many years! 

Tt is notorious that the removal of clerks in the Execu- 
tive offices, and the appointment of inexperienced offi- 
cers, has caused much delay in the settlement of accounts, 
and greatly increased the expenses in those departments. 
The Senator took occasion, some time since; on a bill for 
the erection of barracks in New Orleans, to enter. into a 
defence:of this administration, to deny that the expendi- 
tures had increased; and endeavored to prove that, instead 
of any increase in the expenditures of the Government, 


there had. been an actual diminution in the expenses since 
the present administration came into power. 

[Here Mr. SMITH interrupted Mr. Foor, and said, 
t‘ the Senator. has made his speech to show that the dig- 
trict attorney in Connecticut has been removed”-—~and 
was called to order by the Vicé President. ] 

Mr. FOOT resumed. Sir, the Senator may rest assured’ 
I have other objects in view, and. he will hear more on 
this subject of wasteful expenditure; and I call his atten- 
tion to the statement which was made by me at the last 
session, taken from official documents, which he cannot 
controvert or deny, and which he may examine, and see if 
he can discover any mistake! The same statement is now 
„before me, showing that the appropriations for all objects 
except the public debt, during the two first years of Jack- 
-son’s administration, exceeded those of the two last 
years of the preceding administration by an amount. of 
$2,968,563 80; and of this excess $1,283,039 95 wasin 
the civil list! And, sir, I go further: the appropria- 
tions in 1829-30, were $52,157,522 18 
` Do. 1827-28, 45,859,059 47 


Making excess in the two last years, above 
the appropriation of the two preceding 
years of Mr. Adams’s administration, 

Deduct for public debt, balance in two. 
last years over two first, - 


6,298,462 71 


1,572,519 54 


Leaves an excess of appropriations in two 
last years over and above appropria- 


tions in the two preceding years, $4,725,943 17 


But, sir, it may be said, these are only the appropria- 
tions. This is true, sir; but we will now examine the 
actual expenditures in the same years; and the attention 
of the chairman of the committee, (Mr. Swrru,] who has 
said that ‘* this administration has reduced the public ex- 
penditures,”’ is particularly invited to the statement drawn 
from the returns from the Treasury Department. [Here 
Mr. SMITH declared, ‘JI will not hear.” Mr. F. pro- 
ceeded to state: If there is no mistake in the calculation, 
(and I can find no mistake,) it will be found that the ac- 
tual expenditures of the two first years of Jackson’s ad- 
ministration were $37,859,395 41 
Similar expenditures 35,475,521 65 


in do, do. of Adams’s, 


Showing, in two years, that this ¢ econo- 
mical” administration of General Jack- 
son actually expended more than Mr. 
Adams’s, the sum of : 

And leaving a balance of the appropria- 
tion for those years to be yet accounted 
for, either for current expenses, which 
may increase the amount, or to be car- 
ried tothe surplus fund, 


2,383,873 76 


2,342,069 41 


Which, added together, will give the 
amount appropriated, 


But, said Mr. F., this isnot all: we are now called upon 
for an appropriation exceeding in amount the appropria- 
tion of the last year by $371,092! 

This is the boasted economy! this the retrenchment! 
this the promised reform! of this prudent and saving ad- 
ministration! ! Sir, such retrenchment needs reform! 
Such reform needs retrenchment! And such economy 
needs both retrenchment and reform! : 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Sx1rx} complains of 
a statement madé by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Cxiarron,] which has been published in the National In- 
jtelligencer, which he admits wears rather an “ugly ap- 
pearance for this administration;” but he says it embraces 
a favorable period, of only two years, in each administra- 
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services. Sir, we need another “* radical committee,” to 
save three millions of dolNars, to bring the expenditures 
of this administration back to the expenditures of former 
administrations, : , Ba EA Š 
. The Senator, a few days:since, on inquiry, informed me 
he had received a-statement from the Treasury Depart- 
ment on the-subject of my resolution; on my asking him 


for the perusal of it, he refused). o ooo. i 

{Mr. SMITH here said, in an -under tone, :‘‘ 1 did; and 
you had no business--with it:” ent a! 
_ Mr. President, this refusal. brought to.my recollection, 
very forcibly,‘a remark made tọ meé..at.my desk in the 
other House, (of which we were then members,) by that 
Senator, on the subject. of the radical committee, and 
which at the time made.a very deep and lasting impres- 
sion on my mind.  ‘* What,” said he, ‘do you radicals 
expect to do? You can do nothing, you are a new mem» 
ber! You,do not understand treasury tricks! They will 
throw dust in your eyes.” 

[Here Mr. SMITH interrupted, and. said ** Not so; he 
had-no recollection of any such remarks. ”] 

Mr. FOOT resumed. Ifthe Senator’s memory has im- 
proved by age, perhaps I ought not to oppose mine to his; 
for his has been in use thirty years longer:than mine, and 
let him have the benefit of this argument. — 

T will now call the attention of the Senate toa report 
from the Committee on- Retrenchment, made on the 15th 
day of May, 1828, which has been circulated extensively 
through the country. Ishall read a few paragraphs, which 
seem to. me very appropriate; and although this commit- 
tee found no abuses and no increased expenditure in. that 
administration, the report contains some excellent senti- 
ments as well as some predictions, which haye:been too 
fully and fatally fulfilled under this administration. The 
report. proposes a reduction of unnecessary expenses in _ 
the administration of the Government. ‘It fully sustains 
the views of the ‘radical committee” of 1821, and re- 
commends the abolition of the offices of Second Comp- 
troller and Second Auditor, as wholly useless. And the 
committee reported a bill for that purpose; to which bill 
I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which committee now has that subject 
under consideration by a resolution of the Senate. But, 
sir, before I proceed to that report, let me say tothe Se- 
nator from South Carolina, [Mr. Hayxx,] who, in reply to 
the statement of the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Suita, ] 
on the subject.of the barracks at New Orleans, expressed. 
his firm belief ‘that the expenses” of the Government 
had increased nearly one hundred per cent. ‘since 1820,” 
that I still hope he has not abandoned his intention of call- 
ing by resolution on the proper department for a detailed 
statement of the expenditures in those two, periods, be- 
cause there is no doubt on my. mind but the statement of 
the Senator from South Carolina will be found much more 
correct than the estimates and calculations of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance. The actual expenses! 
I do not speak of expenditures for great national objects; 
for the improvement of the condition of the country. 
Surely on this subject there is no cause of complaint 
against this administration. But that the expenses in the 
several departments, foreign intercourse, and in the in- 
crease of officers and agents of every description, to en- 
hance the value of the ‘*spoils of victory,” have nearly 
doubled since 1820, I fully believe; and that the: resolu- 
tion proposed by the Senator will draw out full evidence 
of the fact, unless it should be evaded-by -* treasury 
tricks.” But, sir, in consequence of the flourishing con- 
dition of the country, an overflowing treasury, and the 
regular reduction of the public debt growing out of laws 
of the success of that committee in reducing expenses, and arrangements made under former administrations, and 
and for the system of accountability growing out of that|which this. administration could not prevent, these ex- 
Aah seta we were greatly indebted to his voluntary |travagant and wasteful expenditures of the public money 
and efficient aid; and the country owes him much for his jbave. not excited ‘much interest, or aroused: the Public : 


tion, ‘and to the prejudice of this administration, and-that 
he ought to have embraced the whole four years-of each! 
and says there is a small mistake in tbat statement. Sir, I 
will give the comparative expenses for three years, in 
what has been called our diplomatic-intercourse, during 
‘the administration of Mr. Adams, ‘and of General Jackson, 
(and General Jackson has been in office but three years!) 
and the Senator will find he has made a mistake of over 
$30,000. Instead of $236,000, as he has stated it, the 
appropriation is $270,156; he has not included one of the 
30,000 contingencies! i: . 
„Appropriations for diplomatic foreign intercourse (if thìs 
- is the term) in 1830, ’31, °32, = - —- - $694,656 
Same, in 1827, ’28,°29, --. - - :  -467,500 


Which makes the last three years’ excess over 

the first three years, in our foreign intercourse. 

alone, in recalling foreign ministers, and re- : 
warding favorites, 2 fae Ee $227,156 


But, sir; these are not the only expenses which, in my 
opinion, ought to be reduced. It will be recollected that 
some time since a resolution was offered by me, instruct- 
ing the Committee on Finance to inquire into the expe- 
diency of abolishing the offices of Second Comptroller and 
Second Auditor. In looking at the ‘ official” Globe, to 
which my attention was called this morning, it seems that 
the incumbent in one of those offices has charged me with 
something like coalition, or combination, to injure him! 
by proposing to abolish his office! On this subject, I have 
only to say that the incumbents are both unknown to me. 
They have been appointed under this administration. I 
never saw either of them, to my knowledge; and am very 
sure they know as little of me—when such a charge is 
made. But, sir, this is not the only attack which has been 
made on me for offering that resolution; and I shrewdly 
suspect I know the quarter from which it came. But, 
let it go for what it is worth! It is now twelve years since, 
as a member of a committee of the House of Representa- 
tives, then called by the Senator from Maryland the 
‘radical committee,” I made the same proposition in that 
committee; and my opinion on that subject remains un- 
changed, that these offices ought to be abolished. A sin- 
gle fact is sufficient to prove it. Previous to 1817, all the 
duties now performed by the First and Second Comp- 
troller, and the Solicitor of the Treasury, (anew office, 
created two years since, involving an annual expenditure 
of $10,000,) were performed by the First Comptroller 
alone; and the Suties now performed by five auditors 
were then confided to one auditor and two accountants; 
since which, the war accounts-have been settled, and the 
army reduced! My opinion was then formed on an actual 
inspection of the duties performed by each, and from 
having kept an account with the Treasury Department for 
about nine years before [had the honor of a seat in Con- 
gress; and my full belief then was, and now is, that, by a 
proper distribution of, the labor in those offices, one-third 
of the present number of clerks might be dispensed with, 
and the public service would not suffer; and in this my 
opinion is sustained by another committee of the other 
House, to which I shall soon call the attention of the 
Senate. i ; 

The Senator from Maryland stated: in this body, two 
years since, that ‘the radical committee” effected a re- 
duction of expenses to the amount of three millions of 
dollars, “as the amount of receipts and expenditures 
would show.” Sir, the Senator gives that committee too 
much credit. It is due to. the present presiding officer, 
who was then Secretary of War, to state, that, for much 
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-atterition, merely ‘because the burden has not been felt in 
~es direct taxation or im forced loans.” se ee : 

Mr: F. here read.extracts from the report of the Com- 
»Mmittee on ‘Retrenchmen!,” 3d page: ‘Your committee 

“obtained ‘information encigh to satisfy them, that by a 
jud:cious’ systém of reform, instituted by the. Executive 
officers themselves, at least one-third of the present num- 
ber of. clerks in the departments m ght be reduced with 
safety to` the public interest.” . * At present. the public 
offices are not open for the discharge of public business, 
more than, on an average, four hours each day.” 

st State Department.”—~Page 4,—** Your committee are 
decidedly of opinion that the diplomatic relations of the 
country ‘are’ in. à state unnecessarily expensive,” ‘and 
“eoncur in opinion- on the propriety of abolishing the 
fund called the contingent. expenses of all missions 
abroad.” Page 5.—‘¢ There-are three distinct contingent 
funds, under the control of this department,‘ one of the 
department, including expenses. of printing,’ &c.--one, 
‘contingent expenses of foreign intercourse’—one, ‘ex- 
penses of. missions abroad.’ ”?” Page 14.-~-On ‘appointing 

. and. compensating ‘bearers of despatches,’ they say, ‘it 
‘is prone to degenerate into a species of favoritism, ad- 
verse to the public interest; they ‘apprehend it is little 
short of a convenient mode of sending favorites abroad, 
‘to travel for their pleasure, health, or instruction, out of 
the public.coffers,’”?- . ' 

Dutt Treisiry “Department.” -Page 19.-— To introduce 
‘economy and despatch in this department, it will-be ne- 
céssary to simplify the forms of business, and to re- 
organize its subordinate branches. 
the treasury were arranged on their present plan by act 
of 3d March, 1817, abolishing the’accounting offices, and 
establishing an additional comptroller and four auditors, 
with clerks. ‘This arrangement was temporary; so ought 

-to have been its continuance. The war was just over, 
anits: disbursements threw upwards of forty millions of 
suspended accounts into the treasury for adjustment; this 
amount has.been reduced to two millions; and yet the 
same extensive’ and. ‘complicated machinery is still in 
existence.” a : . 

Page 22.--The committee: recommenda new organiza- 
tion of. some of the departments, and that the offices of 
the Second Comptroller and: one auditor be abolished. 

N. B. They reported a bill for this. 

Page 23.—They ‘consider the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to appoint examiners of the land offices 
as ‘liable to great abuse.’ ”? 

_ & War Department.” —Page 26.--The committee “ ex- 
press surprise, that while the business has greatly de- 
creased, -the- number of clerks has not been reduced.” 

But, si, in-all this, no-abuses are found in Mr. Adams’s 
administration! The only complaint is, that the expenses 
have not b duced! “No “complaint of increased ex- 
penaés!!! “They were not increased. ~~ 7 ` 

Page 34.-~Executive patronage of the press.’ 

Mr. F. here called the partictilar attention of the Sen. 
-ate to this part of the report. © Sir, in this extract will be 


found sound doctrine and “*sure words of prophecy!” |’ 


which we liave seen too fatally verified! It ought to be 
printed in letters of gold! suspended in both Halls of 
Congress, and spread before the whole nation! 

«When your committee look at this amount of patro- 
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ments, a Government press is, to.all intents and purposes, 
effectu dly established; as much so, as if there were an 
annual itenr in the appropriation bill for the purpose of 
purchasing the. joint-and harmonious action of one hun- 
dred papers in the uncompromising vindication of those in 
power, and in the unsparing abuse of those who are not. 
The danger which assails the freedom of the press through 
the insinuation of this species of influence, is far more 
serious than any star chamber code of painsand penalties! !? 
“This pecuniary ‘censorship of the press must end in its 
utter prostitution to.an indiscriminate support of the acts of 
the Government, however injurious to the rights and ins 
terests of the people!!!” Is not. this prophecy literally 
fulfilled? «< Believing that no administration, if it be wise, 
virtuous, and patriotic, requires the aid of a Government 
press—and if it be not, that, precisely for that reason, it 
ought not to have it—your committee proposes, as far as 
practicable, the abolition of this branch of the Executive 
patronage.” 

Has this patronage been reduced? What is the present 
condition of the press? Here | leave the subject. 

The question being put, the amendment was adopted by 
yeas and nays, as follows: ’ 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ellis, Foot, Grundy, Hendricks, Kane, 
Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Robbins, Robinson, Smith, 
Tipton, White, Wilkins. —20, 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Brown, Clayton, Ewing, For- 
syth, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Hill, Holmes, Miller, Moore, 
Prentiss, Ruggles, Seymour, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Troup, 


The various offices of| Tyler, Webster.--19. 


The amendment increasing the appropriation for foreign 
and dipiomat.c intercourse was explained by Mr. SMITH. 

Pending the consideration of the amendment, a debate, 
involving a comparison between the expenditures on this 
head, by the present and ‘past administrations, was car- 
ried on between Mr. SMITH, Mr. FOOT, Mr. CLAY- 
TON, Mr. HOLMES, Mr. WEBSTER, Mr. MARCY, and 
Mr. CLAY. It was not, however, an inquiry into the 
amount expended by the respective administrations, which 
xave rise to the subsequent discussions of the subject. It 
was a remark thrown out by Mr. MARCY towards the 
close of the debate of to-day, namely, that it was not the 
amount of money expended by the last administration in 
foreign intercourse, which was the charge against it; but 
that it dud nothing for the moncy-~cftccted no good for 
the country with tue expenditure. Mr. CLAY, m a few 
remarks, pointedly controverted the correcincss of this 
allegation, and asser ed, that so far from having done no- 
thing, the last adinmistration had concluded more treaties 
here, at the seat of Government, with foreign Powers, than 
any preceding administrations of the Government, perhaps 
all of them together, and adjusted more long standing df- 
ficulties and d.sputed questions with foreign Governments, 


-| Other gentlemen also joined issue with Mr. Marcy, and cone 


tributed to the debate which followed on subsequent days. 


TUESDAY, APRIL 3. 


The resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. Horxes 
was considered and agreed to. 

The resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. Poryprx- 
ten, discharging the Committee on Manufactures from 
the further consideration of the subjects referred to it on 
the 22d instant, was taken up, but laid on the table on ace 
count of the absence of the mover from his seat. 

“On motion of Mr. MOORE, the Senate resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill supplementary to the several acts for 
the sale of the public lands—the question being on the 
motion to eoncur in the second amendment made by the 
other House. After some discussion, in which Messrs. 
MOORE, EWING, HOLMES, and KING, took part, the 
motion to concur was adopted. 
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FOREIGN INTERCOURSE--COLONIAL TRADE. 


dollars fur the expenses of the return of ministers from). 


France and England. 


rangement of the colonial trade with Great Britain. ‘This 
exploit has enveloped this administration in such a blaze 
of glory, that it may be thought to requ.re-the hardihood 
of the fire-king himself to approach its flames; but the 
breath by which it bas been fanned, has too httle of vi- 
tal ty to impart either intensity or'duration. The note of 
exultation, which was raised, lost much of its effect upon 
reflecting minds, when it was perceived that these praises 
were rung in advance, before the work was scen, or ants 
character known; and, of course, were to be deemed only 
as incense to its authors. Information that some agrce- 
ment had been concluded, reaclied this country on the 3d 
of October, 1830. Immediately the loud acclaim of tri- 
umph. was reverberated to the extremities of the Union. 
But the terms and conditions of the arrangement could not 
be ascertained for months afterwards. Indeed, the Bri- 
tish order in council did not isue until November, and 
the communications containing the agreement were never 
submitted to the pubhc till the month of January follow- 
ing. Nay, so Lttle solicitous were many as to the charac- 
ter of the agreement, that they uot only never examined 
it, but knew not in what documents it was to be found. 
Even during the present winter, leading, important publ.c 
journals, and among them the Richmond Enquirer, have 
demanded, why d.d the Senate rat.fy the tredty under Mr. 
Van Buren’s objectionable instructions? Again, the Tren- 
ton Emporium asserts that the treaty was unanimously 
ratified by the Senate, and this language is copicd into 
the paper Lee, at the seat of Government, aiid diffused 
throughout thé country; while we all know that no treaty 
ever existed, the arrangement having been formed by diplo- 
matie letters, wh.ch were not submitted for the approba- 
tion of the Senate. ; . 

`I regret to say that the delusion, thus propagated, is 
likely to be strengthened by a letter, recently publsned, 
under the s gnature of the Pres.dent of the United States, 
in relation tu the vote of the Senate upon the nomination 
of Mr. Van Buren; in which he says that the cgot.ation 
which had been successfully terminated had previously 
received the sanction of both Houses of Congress. What 
must be the surprise of the people, when uicy learn tie 
fact, that, since the terminat.on of that negodation, there 
has been no vote, no action upon, 10 sdncton of 1, by 
ether House of Congréss. ` y 

If reference was had to the act of May, 1830, it shouid 
be recollected that its passage was anterior to the conclu- 
sion of that hégotiitio iL its-pProyisioiis Were so entirely 
independent of prior. ingtractsois, that every nietber 
m ght have voted forthe he condemned: ti 
latter; that there was indeed: ce to them, either 
inthe act itself, or the i onimittes. “The 


HO fe 
port of any 


same letter atir.butes the action of the Senate to motives} 


l could not believe it. It must be the arrogant 
assumption. of a vaunting minister of Britain. In other 
‘contests, those of arms, her commanders had represented: 
disaster us success; defeat, as.-trhimph. she had, in mi~ 
mc war, tipon the Serpentine river, exhibited, asa holis 
day show, the surrender of American to: British’ ships; 
while we, in fierce encounter, upon: the lakes and upon 
the ocean, had presented tothe world the spectacle of 
the proud cross of St. George bowing in submission to the 
glorious star spangled banner. ae ee 
As I then turned with joy to American authority, to ċor- 
rect the misrepresentations of our enemies, so. I now re. 
verted with hope to our own envoy,:to examinethe-repre> 
sentations which.:he, had made.at.the court of ‘Sti James. 
I found, sir, that he. presented ‘to Lord Aberdeen:our šta- 
tute of 1830. as the basis of an arrangement... -1 was anx- 
iòus to learn what was his construction of. its: provisions, 
his conception of its scope, and the spint in which was to 
be exercised the discretion, vested by: the American Con- 
gress, to vindicate our interests and our honor. I was as- 
tonished—I_was humiliated, to find that, upon its presen- 
tation to the British Government, he characterized it in 
the following language: “It concedes in its.terms all the 
power in the regulation of the colonial trade, and.autho- 
rizes the President to confer on British vessels. all: those: 
privileges, as well in the circuitous as the. direct voyage, 
which Great Britain has at any. time: demanded-or desireds”” 
and that Mr. Herries had, in-effeet, but repeated the de- 
clarations of cur.own minister. Still would- not despair, 
but turned. with. hope to: the. arrangement:itself; trusting 
that its terms and conditions. bad not. been fairly. delmeat-- 
ed in that sweeping concession of our agent. ee 
.This examination, to be thorough, must necessarily be 
laborious; and L have no inducement to pursue it, except - 
the importance of the subject to. the country at large, and. 
especially to my own State. Maine, with Jess than a thir 
tieth of the population, has about one-e ghth of the-ton- 
nage of the United States. Indeed, there axe but two 
States that exceed her in amount, and. those.the powerful 
and anc.ent commonwealths of Massachusetts. and “New | 
York; and, while they have other paramount -manuface. 
tures, her navigation is the. great interest most likely to 
be seriously affected by. the nationial councils and to which, 
therefore; her. representatives. should at all- times be. stue’. 
ously attentive. Í l oes iy hte 
Mr. President, for : what was this <contest* originally 
waged, and so Jong. maintained?’ What was its object? 
The: pr.ze. contended for? I answer dis inctly andem- 
phat.cally, the carrying trade~and that alone. . The Bri- 
tish have always been not only willing, but anxious, for our 
produce, if it.could be transported in their ships. Indeed,- 
and geographical poe; 


the decrees of nature, their climate 
sition, and. their artificial institutions, particularly. that: of - 


‘involuntary servitude, carried-to such an enormous extent 
that more.than seven-eighths of the whole population are 
slaves, render them essentially dependent upon the pro- 
ductions of: the United States for their prosperity, if not 
for their existence. “All experience has shown that they 
must have our supplies. Not less than fifteen thousand 
persons died of famine in the island of Jamaica alone, du- 
ring the five years that followed the peace of 1783, owing 
to British regulations embarrassing the transmission of our 
produce. And it is most curious and’ instructive to ob- 
serve, that whenever we have restrained or interrupted 
this intercourse, they have been compelled, in order to 
open new channels, in which it might flow to their relief, 
to-relax the rigor óf their colonial system, which utterly 
excluded American vessels.’ In December, 1812, we laid 
a universal embargo; and in June following, Great Bri- 
tain opened the ports of their Northern provinces to our 


vessels, In 1812, we declared war, and forthwith she open- | 


ed to us the island of Bermuda, thus allowing to our navi- 
gation, flagrante bello, in raging war, that trade which she 
refused in time of peace. After the treaty of 1815, she 
again’ resorted to her system of rigorous colonial occlusion, 
and we, by the act of April, 1818, retaliated by the ex- 
clusion of her vessels from the trade so prohibited to us; 
and immediately on the 8th and 27th of May following, 
she, by act of Parliament and order in council, opened 
the ports of Halifax, in Nova Scotia, and St. John’s, in New 
Brunswick, tò American vessels. 

In addition to these illustrations: of their necessities, it 
should be remembered that, during the whole period of 
these restrictions and prohibitions, from the adoption of 
the constitution to :he present day, the Governors of the 
different islands have, from time to time, been compelled 
to open their ports by special proclamation to the vessels 
of the United States with American produce. These dis- 
pensations have not been rare, but frequent, repeated, and 
reiterated, owing to periodical convulsions of nature, and 
other causes. 

Indeed, we have had a recent instance. During the last 
season, the island of Barbadoes, in particular, was visited 
by’a hurricane, leaving such destruction and desolation in 
its path, that it. was necessary to invite timely relie by all 
practicable means; and, in accordance with former usage, 
the British laws imposing duties and charges upon Ame- 
rican lumber and certain other articles, in American ves- 
sels, were suspended until the 1st of March last. 

This temporary dispensation of onerous imposition de- 
serves the more particular notice, because the success of 
certain voyages, consequent upon it, has been most erro- 
neously attributed to the recent diplomatic arrangement, 
thereby extending a delusive idea of its benefits, when the 
hurricane. itself might as well be ascribed to its influence. 
Indeed, our vessels: would have derived greater advantage 
from that.dispensation of Providence, and consequent re- 
laxation of British law, if the arrangement had never been 
made; because, under it, British vessels participated in the 
transportation, while, without it, ours alone would haye en- 
joyed it, to the exclusion of others. 'Fhis will be readily 

“understood, when it is recollected that, before this agree- 
ment was concluded, the legislation of the two countries 
reciprocally excluded the vessels of each from the waters 
of the other. These gubernatorial proclamations and 
dispéensations of British laws opened their ports tempora- 
rily to us, but could not suspend our inhibition of British 
vessels. 

With the West India colonies of other nations, Swedish, 
Danish, French, Dutch, and Spanish, we have long enjoy- 
ed, without controversy, a free and uninterrupted com- 
merce; they being content that the transportation should 
be almost exclusively in American vessels, as the legiti- 
mate fruits of our nautical enterprise and geographical 
position, of which Great Britain alone.sceks to deprive us. 
And this she does in accordance with the two great lead- 
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ing features and objects of her navigation system, com: 


menced by the Rump Parliament, confirmed in the. reign 
of Charles II, and extended and perpetuated by nume- 
rous subsequent enactments, viz. first, to strengthen her- 
self by monopolizing as much of the carrying trade of the 
world as possible: secondly, to weaken her rivals by dif- 
fusing the residue among the minor maritime Powers, so 
as to prevent any one from engrossing any consider. 
able portion of it. And of all nations, the United States 
is the rival in navigation and maritime power, whom she 
most dreads, and is most anxious to depress.* . 

The great commercial statesman of Great Britain (Mr. 
Huskisson) has declared that the first blow to her policy 
was given by the United States. And it is true. We 
struck the first blow to her colonial system, by our decla- 
ration of independence; the first blow to her navigating 
policy, by countervailing laws; and the blow which dis- 
solved the charm of her boasted invincibility upon the 
ocean, by the splendid and transcendent triumphs of the 
late war. In this our long, protracted contest for the car- 
rying trade, she has been stimulated by the double motive 
of extending her own shipping interést, and repressing 
ours. It was commenced immediately after the acknow- 
ledgment of our independence; and was animadverted upon 
in the continental Congress of 1784, as a cause for con- 
ferring additional powers upon the confederation, in order 
to maintain it on our part with success. In the first Con- 
gress, in 1789, Mr. Madison declared that he would meet 
interdict with interdict, “until we should be allowed to 
carry to the West India islands, in our own vessels, the 
produce of America, which necessity compels them to 
take.” And President Washington, in his instructions to 
Mr. Morris, in the same year, says, emphatically, “Let 
it be strongly impressed on your mind, that the privilege 
of carrying our own productions in our own vessels to their 
own islands, and bringing in return the productions of 
these islands to our own ports and market, is regarded 
here as of the highest importance; and you will be care- 
ful not to countenance any idea of our dispensing with it 
in a treaty.” ; 

The twelfth article of Jay’s treaty, which related to the 
colonial trade, was expunged by the Senate as utterly in- 
admissible. To this succeeded the wars of the French 
revolution, followed by hostile orders in council, injuri- 
ous decrees, and illegal practices, harassing to our com- 
merce, and destructive of our rights, and producing on 
our part non-intercourse, embargo, and war. ‘The peace 
with Great Britain was followed by the celebrated com- 
mercial convention of 1815. And the colonial trade was 
in express terms excluded from its operation. 

Immediately thereupon, Great Britain closed against us 
those ports in the West Indies, which had been opened 
to our vessels during the war; thereby endeavoring not 
only to. monopolize to herself the carriage to the colonies, 
but also to secure a decisive advantage, in the direct trade, 
with the British European possessions, by means of the 
triangular voyage, by which she attained a triple freight; 
one from Great Britain to the United States, another from 
hence to the West Indies, and a third thence to England; 
whereas, before, she could enjoy but one, that of the pon- 
derous and bulky produce from the sugar colonies to the 
parent country; her ships being compelled to sail in the 
outward voyage in ballast only. Measures of counterac- 
tion were immediately resorted to in pursuance to the 
suggestions of Mr. Madison’s message of December, 1816, 
Negotiations were attempted in 1817, 1818, 1819, 1824, 
and 1826, without success. Both countries had recourse 
to separate and counteractive legislation—the United States 
by the statutes of 1817, 1818, 1820, 1822, and 1823; and 
Great Britain by acts of Parliament of 1822 and 1825, in- 
terspersed occasionally by royal orders in council, and 


* See Huskisson’s speeches, 
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tention, will perceive that the great paramount object for| ps 
whi he parties were contending, and which they kept 
constantly. in view, was. the carrying. trade--the British 
struggling to secure undue: advantages to their shipping, 
and we demanding a participation upon equal terms. 

All their devices,’ expedients, and» propositions, when: 
rightly understood in their. practical operation, will: be 
found to have been adapted: to: this end. © Knowing that 
we never would consent to. their monopolizing-the direct 
transportation, their- purpose was to give the trade a cir- 
cuitous direction through, their Northern provinces for the 
island of Bermuda, near. our coast, in British vessels, to the 
exclusion of American.’ ‘Te-accomplish this, they at first, 
in 1817, proposed. to reserve to themselves the right to 
vary their imposts upon our productions at pleasure, in 
different colonies; so that the same.articles might be made 
to pay a higher rate of duty when transported directly in 
an American bottom, than when circuitously ina British. 
This we firmly and decisively resisted, and the British, in 
the negotiations of 1818, expressly and unqualifiedly aban- 
doned it. It was relinquished, too, by acts of Parliament 
of 1822 and 1825, and never renewed until the negotia- 
tions of Mr. McLane, in 1830. We at one time insisted 


3 | pass. 
in.onedit iyand. force the-residue:in-another. They.. 
may select a list-of articles. for. the: West: Indies, another. 
for -Bermuda,. and another for the Northern provinces. 
This power is-full, complete, and unlimited. We may.be 
assured. that they, will exercise it, from time to time, as ex- 
„perience of their interests may dictate, andas our endur- 
ance shall tolerate. ee a x 
Sir, they have began to exercise it already, by the act 
of Parliament of 22d of April, 1831, the design of which 
cannot be misunderstood. Under its enactments, wheat, 
flour, beef, :pork, hams, bacon; wood, and lumber, when 
imported. into the West. Indies through their Northern. 
provinces, and, of course, in British.vessels, pay’ no duty; 
while the same articles, by other acts, when.. passing- di- 
rectly. from the United States, in which alone our vessels 
can participate, are oppressed with imposts, as follows: . 
flour, five shillings sterling the barrel; beef and pork, 
twelve shillings sterling the hundred weight; wood and 
that our produce should. not be taxed-higher in the West| lumber, one pound eight shillings the thousand feet.. The.: 
India islands, than similar articles the productions of the| same act of 1831 has Imposed additional duties, in th 
Northern provinces or other British dominions. This:has| rect trade, upon staves and headings, from: seve : 
been denominated the < elsewhere” principle which was] and threë pence to-eleven shillings and three: nd... 
incorporated into the act of 1823; but. which was ‘subse-|1pon white or -yellow pine lumber, from: five shillings to, 
quently waived by our Government. in 1826. - | seven shillings sterling. A E ge Chg sie 
The next expedient was to make an enumeration of cer-|. We see the effects, even-in.the short. time which hag. 
tain articles to be carried to the West Indies; another and] already elapsed, and they. will -become more. and more . 
longer list to be transported to Bermuda; and yet another, | alarming by future developments. ` ue yee 
more important, to be admitted to their Northern provin-| - The trade, instead of being direct in American bottoms, _ 
ces only. In this we could” not. acquiesce, and occlusion] as it ought to be, is circuitous in British, as it ought not to 
of the ports was the consequence. They were opened] be.; Look at the official document just laid upon our ta- 
by the agreement of 1830. e ble, which presents statements for the year next following 
What are the terms and conditions of that arrangement? | the arrangement, during which our exports to the British’. 
What power does it concede to Great Britain? And, first, | American colonies on our borders were, in value, four mil-`:. 
as to the 5 lion sixty thousand eight hundred. ang ‘ninety.six. dollars, — 
, and our imports from the’ same only'éight hundred and 
sixty-four. thousand one hundred and eighty-nine dollars; 
while to the British West Indies our exports.were only one. 
million four. hundred- and forty-one thousand seven hun- ; 
dred dollars, and our imports one million two hundred and 
eighty-four thousand six hundred andseventy-eight dollars, -` 
The great mass of these exports to the Northern. provinces 
were carried thence in British vessels to the: West Indies, 
or other distant. possessions of Great. Britain, for which: 
they were originally destined.. And, even ‘in the. short... 
voyage, from the United States to the adjacent provinces, =: 
separated from us only by an imaginary. line, the. British 
tonnage has exceeded the American, the former’ bei 
eighty-three thousand and fifty-five, and the latter b 
six thousand eight hundred and five. 00. 0 i 4 
But if the present enactments should not accomplish 
all their purposes against our navigation, they may im- 
crease the disparity, and enhance their advantages at plea-. - 
sure. The whole magazine of legislation is open ‘for the 
selection of their. weapons of attack, while: we have laid 
down our arms, and divested ‘ourselves Of the ‘panoply-of - 
defence. >| r SD Te, ees k 
And what aggravates still more these bitter fruits:of our 
i recent diplomacy, is the: fact that we have, heretofore, 
and taking a clearance, at. Campo Bello or Halifax, may | not only. sternly refused: to -permit our opponents to hold. 
be wholly exempted from her duties on: ber arrival in the this.controlling- power: of taxing our. produce. higher in 
West Indies. aot ca (+ [the direct than ithe circuitous voyage, but the British... 
Vor, VIH.—-‘t re ere < es, 


TRANSPORTATION. OF AMERICAN PRODUCE. TO THE WEST 
` i ` ĪNDIES. 


The British have the power to impose duties, without]. 
limitation, upon American productions: to vary the same 
at pleasure in every colony, assessing different amounts in 
different ports; and when once received, to naturalize and 
treat them as their own, in subsequent transitions: and their 
vessels have the whole transportation from -colony to co- 
lony, the American being utterly excluded. 

Thus, upon a barrel of flour, passing from the United 
States to the West Indies, may be imposed a duty of one 
dollar or a thousand dollars: while the same may be car- 
ried to the Northern provinces of Nova Scotia or New 
Brunswick, and be there received without imposts, and 
thence imported to the West Indies duty free. And soof 
every other article. The consequence is, that an Ameri- 
can vessel, laden at:any port in the United States with 
flour or any other produce,-destined for the West-Indies, 
whatever be her rotite, and whatever places she may have: 
touched, must, at her- port of discharge, pay the whole’ 
amount of duties which the British please to require, whé- 
ther it be one or one ‘hundred thousand dollars; whilst a 
British vessel, with the same cargo,- by. merely touching, 


` 
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“themselves, in-the negotiations of 1818, unqualifiedly sur- 
rendered it, and never. presumed:to claim it afterwards, 
until it was conceded to them ‘in this arrangement. =~ 

How. can this-sudden submission to a long abandoned 
British pretension- be accounted for? Only by the eager- 
ness of our negotiators to swallow any thing and every 
thing that was baited with the name of arrangement. This 
recklessness was so great, that our minister at London did 
not even read the negotiations of 1818, which followed 
our act of that year, accompanied the-renewal of the con- 
vention of 1815, and were so important, that two negotia- 
tors on’our part, Mr. Gallatin. and Mr. Rush, were asso- 
ciated; and “in which the British made this unqualified 
abandonment; hay, he did not even possess the. documents 
which: contained them, although they had been printed 

for more than seven years. “We learn ‘this from his own 
letter of the 14th March, 1831. ~ i ; 
u’ Bir, we not only refused to permit our produce to be 
taxed higher in the direct than in the circuitous voyage, 
but we at One time insisted that it should be subject to no 
h/gher duties than similar.articles the productions of their 
own dominions. This latter has been. denominated the 
elsewhere” principle, and has been attempted. to be con- 
founded with the former, from which it is widely differ- 
ent. It was incorporated into the act of 1823, by the use 
of the word * elsewhere,” was insisted upon in Mr. Rush’s 
negotiations of 1824, upon which point alone they broke. 
off, and was stibsequently waived through Mr. Gallatin, 
in 1826. -But the principle, that our produce should. be 
taxed no more directly than circuitously, that is, when 
transported in our own vessels, than when in British bot- 
toms, has never before been, for a moment, yielded by us, 
but was expressly conceded by Great Britain, not only in 
the protocols and. basis of 1818, but her acts of Parliament 
of 1822, and the still more celebrated one of 1825. 

But Mr. McLane, to console us for this unlimited con- 
cession of power, rays that we have ‘‘a safe guaranty 
against an excessive” exercise of it. : 

_ ‘In what does it-consist?. Where is it to be found? In 
the interests of Great Britain‘alone! The increase of du- 
ties, says he, will fall upon the planter. - And is this an 
argument to‘ be ‘addressed to freemen? Might not the 
slave say, it is for the interest of my master. to treat me 
kindly?) But who would therefore submit ‘to uncontrolled 
dominion’? The interests of Great Britain! What are 
they? Her darling primary interest is to depress our ma- 
rine, and elevate her own. In commerce, in navigation, 
in nayal power, and maritime pretensions, says Mr. Hus- 
kisson, the United: States are our most formidable rival.” 
The present Secretary of State would have told him, as 
he did. in 1827, that, ‘ provided the islands could get 
supplies, England cared not for what price, so it was a 
meaus of increasing her navigation.” *- * « Thisbeing 
thé avowed policy of Great Britain, the question. is; says 
Mr. ‘Livingston, whether we shall play into ber- bands.”* 
Yes, says Mt? McLane, because of: this ‘safe guaranty,” 
the interests of thé planters! But where is even. this mi- 
serable security, when wesee that however enormous the 
duties in the direct, they may be nothing in tlie circuitous 

- trade, and when wé know, too, that the imposts are paid 
into the colonial treasury, for the benefit of the planters 


themselves? . 
Iturn now, sir, to another description of merchandise-- 
anes FOREIGN PRODUCTIONS. 
How stands the arrangement.as to them? - 
‘Do the vessels of the two countries enjoy equal rights 
` and equal privileges? j : f 
-S willit be:credited by. the people of- this. country, 
that; asto the whole class of foreign articles, British ves- 
sels may take. all-of them at pleasure from’ the United 
to:the:coldnies, while an American vessel is abso- 
ited frony-transporting anyi A British and 


an. American ship shall-be lying side by side in the port of 
New York, for example: the former may. make up an as- 
sorted cargo. of American produce, and debenture goods 
of all kinds; while, if.the “latter take a single article be- 
side our own productions; she is liable to seizure and con- 
demnation the moment she enters British waters. - 

Need 1 dwell upon.the advantages which this conces- 
sion gives-to our rivals? The importance of the privilege 
of assorted cargoes, in the West India trade, is understood 
by every merchant’s.clerk who has ever entered a count- 
ing room. Mr. McLane himself acknowledged it in 1880, 
when he declared that the trade through the Northern 
colonies was diverted into that channel, instead of the neu- 
tral islands, by the greater facilities. of making up “as- 
sorted. cargoes.” - . 

It moreover- yields.to our rival new advantages in the 
triple voyage. English vessels may now take a. cargo 


from Great Britain to the United States; sell the whole 


or a part only here, as the state of the market may invites 
fill up either with American or foreign productions; pro- 
ceed to the West Indies; sell the whole or a part only 
there, as interest may dictate; take on board colonial pro- 
duce or other merchandise; and sail for Great Britain or 
her dominions. While an American ship, starting from 
the same point, is at liberty indeed to-take a cargo from 
England to the United States, but not to curry.one article 
of that cargo, or of any other foreign merchanc.se, to the 
West Indies, nor to transport any thing from the colonies 
to Great Britain. f . 

How far this-advantage may enable our rival to over- 
power our navigation, in a competition for the direct 
trade, remains to be developed by experience. if the 
result should be decisive in their favor, and their naviga- 
tion can monopolize the whole directly, they may not ex- 
ercise the power they possess to force it through other 
channels; for their object will have been attained. They 
can. try this experiment with safety: for, if they do not 
succeed, resort may be had to their full power of substi- 
tuting the circuitous transportation. f 

The quantity of foreign goods which would be shipped 
to the British West indies in an open commerce, is nut in- 
considerable. The actual amount cannot be accurately 
ascertained, by reason of past restrictions and embarrass- 
ments. , To the Danish islands we sent alien merchan- 
dise, in the year 1829, to the value of $282,401, and in 
1830, of $220,723; and to Cuba, in the same years, 
$1,859,626, and $1,477,675; to which island, the amount, 
in other years, has considerably exceeded two milhons. 

What apology does our negotiator offer for yielding this 
discrimination in favor of British ships? He says, ‘1am 
not aware that the restriction of the right of importa- 
tation into the colonies, to articles of American produce, 
was at any period seriously objected to by our Govern- 
ment.” True, sir, provided British vessels were also 
restricted. We have tniformly insisted upon equality 
in-navigation—the vessels of both tobe. confined to the 
same. commodities; and the British have not, in our for- 
mer negotiations, had the effrontery to ask for this gross 
and palpable partiality in fevor of their navigation. In the 
negotiations of 1818, at the fifth conference, they offered 
a project, stipulating that British American vessels should 
have equal rights of importation from the United states 
into the West India islands, and confining both to the same 
articles—the produce and manufacture of the United 
States. Our envoy ought to have understood that it was > 
not the restriction of our ships to our goods merely, but 
the greater liberty allowed to the British, the injurious 
differenee, that we should earnestly resist. As matte: of 
fixed principle, we should never, for an instant, tolerate 
an invidious distinction in favor of a foreign against our 


own flag. 


But our negotiator thought otherwise. He says that 
“the difference, in this respect, between the American 


x 
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and-British vessels,” if we allow it to continue, se cannot) 
be an-objeet of much importance in any’point of view.” 
“Tt will generally, be our interest, as it is that of every 
other nation, toallow the exportation of its surplus foreign 
produce in’ the vessels of any othér country.” Ay! and 
to confine such*exports to’ foreign bottoms, in exclusion, 
of our own? Ts this for our interest? -And is it not still 
more for our interest to send - our own produce ta a- mar- 
ket, than that‘ of. foreigners, and, of course, to- consent 
that alien ships. alone should transport, it? What a con- 
ception does this exhibit of the great navigating interest 
of the country, and of the spirit and object of our whole 
debenture system! Why.do we encourage the importa- 


tion and exportation of foreign goods for the benefit of 


drawback? {sit not to give employment to our naviga- 
tors, ship owners, and merchants? . 
But, sir, the gravest, the most solemn ground of com- 
plaint against this discrimination in favor of. British vessels 
still remains. It is the f 
VIOLATION OF THE ACT OF CONGRESS oF 1830. 


By the first section, the President is authorized to issue 
his proclamation, repealing our acts of 1818, 1820, and 
1823, and opening our ports upon cërtain conditions, and 
upon those conditions only. One of them is in these 
words: ‘That vessels of the United States may import 
into the said colonial possessions, from the United States, 
any article or articles, which could. be imported in Bri- 
tish vessels into the said possessions, from the United 
States.” 

Now, sir, so far from there being any evidence that an 
American could import every article which a British vés- 
sel might, the proof was plenary, as we all well know, 
that the whole class of foreign goods are prohibited in 
‘the former, and allowed to the latter. 


Here is the law, and here stands the fact. Ingenuity 


cannot evade, and L doubt whether effrontery can deny, 


the'r. incompatibility. 


This modification of the act, this Executive repeal of 


one of its clear and positive provisions, has been called 
construction! And Jet us see the reasons which have 
been assigned for such a stretch of power. I will exa- 
mine them all. ‘They are embodied in the President’s 
message of January, 1831, in which he says he does not 
suppose * that the omission to restrict, in terms, the im- 
portations to the productions of the country to which the 
vessels respectively belong, was intentional,” for three 
reasons. 

Here, it seems, the President. was advised that there 
was an omission in the act, and he undertook to supply 
it by imposing restrictions which confessedly Congress had 


not, and assigns his reasons for this assumption of legis- 
t First. That this enactment is inconsistent 
with “the propositions previously made by this Govern- 


lative power. 


ment to that of Great Britain, and which were before 
Congress at the time of the passage of the act? The fact 
of such inconsistency does not exist; but suppose it did. 
Is it to be tolerated, that, if we make a law at variance 
with Presidential recommendations, and send it to him to 
be exccuted, he shall alter, change, and -modify, till it 
conforms to his own pre-existing views? Why might he 
not as well have made the law without our intervention? 
Why send his propositions here, if Congress are not to 
be supposed capable of dissenting from .them?- 

The second: reason is, that it is at variance with ** the 
principles which govern the maritime legislation of the 
two countries.” What! requiring that our vessels should 
not be subject to an injurious distinction. in aid of the fo- 
reign, incompatible with former laws, when we all know 
that the object and aim.of all those enactments was to 
give advantages to our own over their rivals! And there 
is not, in gur whole history, a single enactment that coun- 
tenances this partiality toalien ships. But if there were, 
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could we never change it? “And if the National Legisla- 
ture should pass an act to destroy previous inequality, is 
the Presidènt to refuse to’ execute it; because: it is anew 
law? But itis notin accordance with British legislation! 
Iideed! and is an: American Chief Magistrate to make a 
statate:of the American Congress bend and: break before 
an’act of the Imperial Parliament?» These two reasons, 
if reasons they, can be called, are the`same-as. were assign- 
ed by Mt McLane to'the late Secretary of-State.. `> 

`. But the writer of the message has discoveredanother, 
entirely new, that had never even occurred to ourhego- 
tiator. - It is, that this enactment, ‘as to the transportation 
to the West Indies, is inconsistent with ‘the provisions 
of the existing commercial treaty” with England! .. ; 

That convention not only does not embrace any part of 
the colonial trade, but, in express terms, wholly ex- 
cludes ` it.* But. suppose.the fact were otherwise, The 
President is authorized to issue his proclamation when a 
certain condition shall have been previously performed; 
he thinks such performance incompatible with a treaty. 
What is he to do?” Issue his proclamation in despite of . 
the condition, as if-it never existed? assume an absolute | 
authority which has never been conferred? . No; but as- 
sign that as a reason for not issuing'the proclamation. 

Mr. Van Buren, also, has assigned a.reason or apology 
for disregarding this enactment. -` That I may be sure to 
do him no injustice, I will quote his very words, from the 
letter of 5th October, 1830, in which he transmits the 
proclamation, assures Mr. McLane that the “construction” . 
of Lord Aberdeen and himself had been ‘6 adopted with- 
out reserve” and adds—— : e 

«¢ The President has derived great satisfaction from the _ 
candor-and liberality which has characterized the conduct 
of his Majesty’s ministers throughout the négotiation, and 
particularly in not suffering the inadvertencies of our 
legislation, attributable- to the haste and confusion of the; 
closing scenes” of the’ session, to defeat or delay the-ad- 
justment,” &c. &c.; and he is subsequently directed “ to 
make his Majesty’s Government acquainted with. these 
sentiments.” 4, 

‘*Inadvertencies!” What should we say if the jidi- 
ciary dared to set aside a law, on the assumption that 
Congress knew not what they were about when it passed? 
Inadvertencies! Yet this provision was inthe bill of 
1827, which passed the House of Representatives, is the 
same as Mr. Madison’s proposition in 1790, and Mr. Clay’s 
construction in 1826, and was contained in this act of 
1830, when. originally reported by Mr. Cambreleng, and 
which Mr. Van Buren himself, when communicating it to 
Mr. McLane, in June, 1830, characterized as a ‘solemn 
public movement on our patt;” yet, afterwards, lays the 
same at the foot of the British throne, thanking his Ma- 
jestv for concurring in a disregard. of its enactment, and 
offering, in excuse for its ‘‘inadvertencies,” ‘the haste 
and confusion” of the National Legislature. What lan- 
guage is this for an American statesman; and what a pic- 
ture is here to be exhibited to the eye of British royalty, 
of the dignity and deliberation of a republican—an Ame- 
rican Congress! Thank heaven, it has no precedent or 
parallel in our history. I will do Mr. McLane the justice 
to say that he did not exhibit. to the English Government 
its most offensive parts; his own ‘feelings must have re- 
coiled at being the medium of such a communication. 

Having considered the power which our rival possesses 
to-control the exports in the colonial trade, I will now 
examine it as to the imports; and, first, of 


WEST INDIA PRODUCE. ` 


| The British have the power, by laying export duties in 
the islands, and varying ‘them at. pleasure, to give such 


* See. article ‘second of the convention, which is direct and unequie 
vocal, i eee a 
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' a direction to the transmission of ‘their productions as ex- 
:perience of. their-interest ‘may dictate.. . They may erect 


an insuperable~ barrier of-such-duties in “the direct trade. 


to-the United. States,:in “which alone our vessels: can pár- 
ticipate, and: leave:itfiee-and: unobstructed itr British ves- 
sels, by the circuitous ‘route’of the Northern provinces; 
for it isto: be*kept in remembrance that an. American 
-bottom is not: permitted to carry their produce‘ from co- 
lony to colony... Such export duties :yhave heretofore ex- 
isted in some of the colonies. .This right was formerly 
refused -to Great Britain, by. the administration. of: Mr. 
‘Monroe; and the acts of 1820. and 1823 guarded, against 
it. by requiring importations of colonial. produce to be 
direct from the island of which it was the growth. 


PLASTER OF PARIS. 


The trade-in this article has been of much importance 
to Maine. It is dug from the earth-in the provinces, and 
from 100,000 to. 150,000- tons are annually imported into 
the United ‘States, giving. employment to a large amount 

of tonnage, «which wé have. heretofore. enjoyed almost 
exclusively, but which, under this arrangement, the Bri- 
tish can, at their option, entirely monopolize. The con- 
trivance. by which: this is to be accomplished, is simple, 
buteffectual. .To give a show of reciprocity, our vessels 
are admitted into the provinces; but then they are restrict- 
-edtowhat.are calletl free ports, such as Halifax, St. John’s, 
and.St.:Andrew’s; while British vessels are subject to no 
such limitation, but are at liberty togo to all others. The 
places. at, which the plaster: is dug are not~at the free 
ports, and their vessels may take it from the quarries, and 
transport it to any part of the United States; while, to reach 
our vessels, it. must first be carried to the free ports, at 
an expense of seventy-five to one hundred dollars the ton, 
and there unladen. and reshipped. Let me illustrate this. 
We have, at Hallowell, in Maine, near the village where 
I have the :happiness to reside, quarries of the finest 
building material in the world—beautiful, ever-enduring 
granite. Suppose, sir--what, fortunately, is not true— 
but imagine that the provinces were our only market, as 
the United States is for their plaster; and that, to give the 
British a color of equality in the transportation, we should 
‘say, your vessels may take this ‘granite, but you shall not 
go to Hallowell; you shall not enter the Kennebec river; 
you must.seé¢k for it at Portsmouth, Portland, or Wiscas- 
„set, while we take it direct to any and all your ports: 
would a. British vessel ever transport a single cargo’ Yet 
such.is the advantage which we. have conceded to them, 
,as.to. gypsum, an.article of which the freight exceeds the 
original value at the quarries, which indeed would be ut- 
terly. worthless if we did not become the purchasers, and 
which they-have, therefore, at former periods, permitted 
to be transported wholly.in American vessels. 
-The same remarks are applicable, in ‘substance, to the 
trade in grindstones. f 

Such is.the power which this arrangement concedes to 
Britain, in. the exportation to her colonies of American 
and foreign goods, and the importation of West Indian 
and provincial produce. It is full and complete, to the 
entire control of the navigation. How far she may carry 
„the exercise of it, will depend upon our endurance. She 


will stretch the: cord until there is danger of disruption. |: 


So long as we acquiesce, she will continue to advance; 
and, therefore, I now raise my voice against it. This very 
-discussion may arrest her progress, or, at least, cause her 
to pause. She has- already begun to use the lever which 

we put into her hands, and we see its effects. 

In all competition with foreign ‘navigation, upon equal 
terms, it is known that our republican industry, economy, 
skill, and enterprise, have given us decisive superiority. 
In the direct trade with Great Britain, we have had more 
‘than four-fifths of the transportation, and a still greater pro- 
-portion in our-commerce with other nations. I hold in 


my hand a most instructive document, which have pre- 
pared, to exhibit the proportion of American, British, and 
foreign tonnage, in our internal trade, from the years 
1789+to 1830, inclusive; by which may be seen, at a glance, 
as at.a thermometer, the- elevation and depression of our 
navigation, and the effects of the comparative advantages 
which it enjoyed. In the most disastrous periods, at the 
commencement of the Government, during the. late war, 
and, subsequently, while the English were enjoying the 
fruits of the triangular voyage, the proportion of foreign 
to domestic tonnage never exceeded forty-five and a half 
of the former-to one hundred of the latter—that is, less 
than. forty-six, per cent., while, in our prosperity, it was 
frequently less than ten ‘per cent. In our West India trade, 
the disproportion has. been still greater, for the obvious 
reasons of our vicinage, the remoteness of parent coun- 


tries, and the inaptitade of such a population as that of 
the islands to traversing the ocean. i : 


Statement J, showing the Americanand foreign tonnage 
engaged in the trade with certain West India islands 
and the. British American colonies, from 1821 to 1830, 
both inclusive, with the proportion that the foreign bears 
to the American. $ 


Average Am. 
tonnage per 
ann, for ten 


Average fo-| Proportion the 
reign tonn.) foreign ‘bears 


COUNTRIES, per annum] to the Ameri- 


years. for ten yrs] can, 
Swedish West Indies, 12,421 5 452 6 3.72 per cent, 
Danish West Indies, 42,128 5 887 4 210 “ 
British West Indies, : 50,078 8 4,043 5 8,07 +e 
British Amer. colonies, 77,492. 0 7,467 3 9.04 ss 
West Indies generally, 8,526 2 1,033 8 27 oh 


Sratemen’r II, showing the quantity of American and fo- 
reign tonnage engaged in the trade with certain West 
India islands and the British American colonies, from 
the 5th of October, 1830, to the 30th September, 1831, 
with the proportion that the foreign bears to the Ame- 
rican. 


Foreign — | Proportion fu- 


crests aa American 
COUNTRIES, tonnage. tonnage, reign bears to 
American. 
Swedish West Indies, 6,284 493 7.34 
Danish West Indies, 33,499 2,981 | 8.90 
British West Indies, 26,440 16,937 I 46.47 
British Am, colonics, 17,731 85,916 | 110.82 
West Indies generally, 14,987 394 l 2.62 


It thus appears that, from 1821 to 1830, inclusive, z 
term of ten years next preceding this arrangement, and 
from the 5th of October, 1830, to the 30th of September, 
1831, the year succeeding it, the average proportion of 
alien. to American tonnage, in the colonial trade, was as 
follows: 


From 1821 to 1830, 
forcign was to the 
> American as riean as 

Swedish W., I. [3.72 to 100 less than 4 pr ct.|7.84 to 100 more than 7 p, €x 
Danish W. I. {2.10 bis 3 3.90 y 8 


In 1831, foreign 


COUNTRIES. was to the Ame- ` 


British W. I. 18.7 | $6. 639 46.47 sf 46 
Brit. Am. col. [9,64 sf 10 110,52 a 110 
W. I. generally|2.27 $6 3 2.62 2 


What answer has been given to these appalling facts? 
I will tell you: for the Secretary of the Treasury, in com- 
municating this statement for 1831, seeing their force, 
has, in order to weaken it, sent us an extract from a let- 
ter of one of the collectors of the customs, in which it is 
stated that, from his port, a large portion of such Ameri- 
can vessels as clear for the +4 West Indies generally,” pro- 
ceed, in fact, to the English islands. Beitso. Nay, sup- 
pose that to have been the destination of all sueh American 
vessels, and not of any of the alien; add all general clear- 
ances for the West Indies, on our part, to those for the 
British islands: how much does it vary the result? 
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The amount of tonnagé employed ‘in that year, 1831, |reported ‘the law. of that. year, sternly ‘repelled: stich a 


was— ; “> |suggestion. “There can be no divorce of the great inté 

With British West Indies, 36,440 Am. 16,937 foreign. 

British American colonies, 77,737... 85,916 

West Indies generally, 14,987 say, -` 0. J offered, let us examine it-for a moment.. Will the mar- 
RTTE i HAA | seme - s ‘kets for our produce be increased?. -How? 


129,164 102,853- 


It will then be one hundred andtwo thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty three British, to one hundred and twenty- 
nine thousand one hundred and: sixty-four American-— 
more than seventy-nine per Gent.; when, before the ar- 


€ licy: 


From us will bë admitted only those itidispensable neces- 


the portion of the trade which'sought the Northern chan- 
nels, instead of the neutral, was diverted. there only by 
the greater facilities for assorted -cargoes; and: he added 
that the burdens of the indirect trade fell uponthe planter. 
How, then, is his consumption, or our. markets, to bein- 
jereased by this substitution of the present circuitous route 

a in British vessels, for the former in American? Indeed, 
Average American tonnage per annum, for ten 1831, - {8° essential are our supplies, that a-change from -this 
years—1821 to 1830, g indirect trade, when thè ports were closed'to the direct, 
ner. |Foreien.) Aimee Tronic, [by opening them, does not seem, ‘from past ext erience,’. 
ee Rene | Amer. ean to have materially. affected the result. hold tn ny hand. 


British West Indies, =. = | 50,078 | °4,043 36,440 | 16,937 |two tabular statements, which exhibit this very clearly. ` 
Do. American colonies, ~ f- 77,492 7,487 | 77,737 | 85,916 i 


Tabular statement of the export of domestic produce from 
the United States to the West Indies and British Ame- - - 
fican colonies, during the years 1823 to 1826, inclusive, 
when the British ports were open to a direct trade; and, 
also, during the years 1827 to 1830, inclusive, when the 
ports were closed, d . 


| 127,570 | 11,810 | 114,177 | 102,853 
8,526 14,987 
mete fen | rere: fee 


136,096 | 11,510 | 129,164 | 102,853 


West Indies generally, - 


So that, for the loss of transportation to the neutral islands, 
we have not even the compensation of any positive increase 
of tonnage to the British ports. And of that. which we 


1823. | 1824. | 1825. | 1826. 


have, more than two-thirds, as appears by the above state. T fairl a cal eaten ho nn ee 
: eel British W. Indies, -| 1,617,845 |. 1,750,703 | 1,635,574] .2,073,87 
ment, is merely tothe Northern provinces on our bor-|seanch ue Mor 304083 1982761 prince 


ders. We lose the long freight which we before enjoyed, | Danish do. —. } “1,931,152 | ‘1,149,641! 1;281,243 |. 1,801,004 


nishing. That such was the former course of the trade, 
is universally known, Indeed, F have such authority as 
will convince even the political advocates of the arrange- . - 
ment. In these four years, the British West India ports were 

In March, 1820, Mr. McLane said, the routes through | open. ` i 
which these supplies now pass, comprehend not merely 1823, $8,984,299 
the Northern possessions, which have the solitary advan- 1824, 9,270,642 
tage of occasionally affording a better assortment of 1825,. 9,863,172 
goods, but the islands of St. Thomas and St. Bartholo- 1826, 10,808,316 
mew, Martininique, Guadaloupe, and the port of St. Jago = 
de Cuba. , care . 

And Mr. Van Buren, in 1829, declared of this trade, 
£< It is carried on in American vessels, by St. Bartsand St. 
Thomas, and open ports in North American colonies.” 
And now, since the arrangement, it is prosecuted, : to 
great extent, in British vessels, to whom we have yielded 


d get a part on s " i E a| French lo, 804,218; 780,515 |: 937,368 |- ~ 9045115: 
eth È 1: p to 1y of the aor, which. has -been sub Cuba, -e j 3,271,270 3,611,693" 3,276,556 3,749,658 
stituted; and even that portion will, hereafter, be: dimi- British Amer, col: 2,538,665 |: 3,564,165 


1,818,113 | ‘1,773,107 


8,984,299 


9,270,642 | 9,863,172" ‘10,808,370 


4) 38,925,429 ` 


CF $9,731,824 Average when ports were open. l 


| 1827. | 1828, |. 1829. | 1830, 


aai Cec a 


ie 
cnn i | Cormeen ae | ee m 


the means of monopolizing it entirely. ee _ >| British. W. Indies; 683,105 26,149} => 1,468} "yao 

Who will be benefited? The producer? ‘Will itincrease Swedish do. ji 416,822 fo 61,884 684,523 552,700 

his market? If it-mi tt x ; ; a | Danish do, 1,463,691 | 2,209,465 1 1,942,010! 1,583,022 

pe maket? 1 s migi, i would still be a miserable apo-| preneh do "979-607 |- 1,009,437] 1,056,630} 702241 

logy or this injury to the ship owner. Never, in the whole Cuba, = =. _ 4,160,757 | 3,912,997 | ` 3,719,263 | 3,439,060 

history of our country, was the idea:tolerated that our na- | British. Ames, col, 2,797,014. |" 1,618,288 | 2,734,104 | 5,650,031. 
1 


vigation should be sacrificed, in any évent, or for any con- 
sideration. In 1818, the committee of the House who 


|_ 10,801,009} 9,380,920 | 10,198,002} 10,122,194. 
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In these four. years the British West “India ports. were 


closed... .-: nye Bey 
` 1827,.-$10,501,076.2° 
-- 1828, °- 9,380,920.» - 
- 31829, 10,128,002. ` 
ey 18305 10,122,194 
4)40,132,192 


cP $10,033,048 Averagé when ports were closed. 
Returns of the number of barrels of meal and. flour, im- 
ported into the British West Indies; in the years 1825 

: and 1828, when the ports were open and also closed. 


"4825, 1828. 


United States, direetly, —  161,568]' _ 940—decrease, 150,628 | 
British N. Amer, colonies, . . 4,232] 36,766-~inerease, 32,534 2455 535 
Foreign West Indies, .- ` 21,000)140,092-—_ do. S x 
Foreign Europe, 400]. 1,135— da. - 5 

United Kingdom, ~ + + 15,447] 25,331— do. - 


73. 
9,884 


202,737 {206,653—increase, 3,816. 


The. first is compiled from official documents, and the 
latter from the authority of our late minister to London. 

In this connexion, I would notice an error, or decep- 
tion, which has been industriously propagated. It has 
been represented that our inland trade from New York, 
Vermont, and Maine, to Canada and New Brunswick, had 
its origin, too, in this arrangement; when weall know that 
it existed before, and was prosecuted without restraint. 
That the restrictive and prohibitory laws were confined 


until the direct importation in American vessels js effect- 
ually suppressed, and the whole ‘transferred. to British 
bottoms, by a circuitous route. And if she has this power 
over the transmission of our cotton to “England, she has 
the same as to tobacco, rice, and all our exports to all 
her dominions; the transportation of which may, and, if 


‘{unresisted, will, be engrossed by foreign ships; and the 


imports also... For she may with the same propriety, by 
discriminating export duties, impose burdens ‘upon the 
direct transmission to the United Statés in our vessels, 
leaving them free to British bottoms through her colonies. 

` Here the important question arises, can this be rightfully 
done by Great Britain, or is it incompatible with the com- 
mercial convention, which regulates the trade between 


` |this country and her European dominions? I confess that 


to me it appears to be inconsistent with a fair and just ex- 
position of that instrument. But it seems that she does 
not so regard it. She claims the power, and it does not 
appear that this administration has ever denied that she 
possesses it.* 


* Nore By Mr. SpracvE:.—Since the above was pro- 
nounced, the President has by message communicated to 
the Senate a letter from Lord Aberdeen to Mr. Barbour, 
dated on the 26th January, 1829, by which it appears that 
the latter had protested against such discriminations as in- 
compatible with the commercial convention, but the for- 
mer had insisted that there was no such incompatibility, 
and that the British Government had the right to institute 
and pérsevere in such measures. As to the advantage to 


to the commerce ‘by sea,” and reached not to that by;be gained by a British ship, he says their laws did not then 


land, lakes, or rivers. 


1 We further know that it was the! confer it, and adds, it ‘could not be effected without the 
anxious desire of Great Britain to continue and extend it. |concurrence of the United States. 


It rests entirely with 


Even Mr. Canning, in his bitterest mood, declared that it} the United States to allow or prohibit the carriage of their 


was not her purpose to interrupt it, and she did not. In. 
deed, so palpably for her interest, and in accordance with 
her policy is it, thatit has been sometimes insisted that the 
United States ought to suppress it, as a means of coercing 
Great Britain: The opening of this market by internal 
communication with Quebec and New Brunswick, has 
been ascribed to Mr. McLane’s negotiation, with about 
the same propriety as were the effects of the hurricane in 
Barbadoes. 


cotton to. a British colony inthe British ship, which in the 
case supposed is to carry it to England,” and that, by Mr. 
Adams’s proclamation of March, 1827, it was prohibited, 
All this must have been known to the American minister 
and Secretary of State, when, by the arrangement of 1830, 
the prohibition was removed. ‘The same message also 
transmitted extracts of two lettérs from Mr. McLane to 
Mr. Van Buren, under dates of. 14th March and 14th 
April, 1831; by which it appears that the Chancellor of the 


‘There is yet another most grave and serious aspect of| Exchequer had expressed an intention to prevent the cir- 


this subject, that of our exports to and imports from Great 
Britain. 

Since the British have been permitted to take clear- 
ances from our ports for their Northern provinces, under 
the recent agreement, that Government has manifested a 
disposition to put in operation the same machinery of va- 
rying imposts, in order to monopolize the whole navigation 
between the United States and her European dominions. 
Since the arrangement, the duty upon cotton imported 
from the United States into England, has been changed 
from an ad valorem of 6 per cent., to` a specific of 5-8ths 
of a penny. per lb.; while from the provinces the duty is 
but. 1-25th of a penny. The consequence is, that a Bri- 
tish ship may load in the United States. with our cotton, 
and, by touching at Bermuda, Halifax, orany other colo- 
nial port, save in duties the difference between 5-8ths 
and 1-25th of a penny per 1b., which is equal toa fair 
freight from Charleston to Liverpool. British ship own- 
ers have actually begun to take advantage of this discri- 
mination. A letter from a respectable gentleman of 
Lubec, in Maine, under date of the 13th of March. last, 
informs me that a merchant from New Branswick had re- 
cently gone to Savannah; for the avowed purpose of so 
employing his ship, and declaring that he would thereby 
have an advantage over the Americans of 5s. 6d. sterl-ng 
per cwt, in the imposts; and that it would amount to 1,200 
pounds upon.a-single cargo. This business must be ar- 
rested. ÍF Great Britäin has the right to make this dis- 
crimination, she may vary and increase it without limitation, 


cuitous transinission, by requiring a certificate of origin, 
that it might not defeat his: own purposes of revenue. 
But no promise, no stipulation, was obtained. On the 
contrary, our right under the convention seems to be aban- 
doned in the conclusion of the letter. The language is: 
“T have no great confidence in our pretens:ons under the 
convention, so long as the vessels of both countries shall 
be placed on the same footing in the direct trade with Bri- 
tish European ports, and, therefore, I thought the surest 
means of attaining our object would be to address myself 
immediately to the interests uf Great Britain herself. It is 
apparent that the financial object of this Government 
would bë effectually frustrated by keeping up the discri- 
mination between the direct and indirect importation, 
and there is little danger that the English finances will ever 
be in a situation to enable her to disregard so important a 
branch of her revenue.” 

The power isin effect conceded, and our security against 
its exercise is merely and solely the interest of Great Bri- 
tain. She cannot dispense, it is said, with the revenue, 
which would be lost under the low duty of one-twenty- 
fifth of a penny by way of the colonies. What security is 
this? How easy for the next Parliament to add five-eighths 
of a penny to both imposts, the direct and circuitous, pre- 
serving the difference, and securing the revenue. Nay, 
if our right is abandoned, she may increase the discrimi- 
nation; and when for revenue she adds to the duty from 
the colonies five-eighths of a penny, she may increase it in 
the direct voyage to ten or a hundred times that amount. 
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Mr: McLane. must have known that such-were her pre- 
tensions, that she asserted-the right to make these discri- 
mnations: and ‘yet, in this “important arrangement, allow- 
ing her vessels to clear -from the, United ‘States for the 
colonies, he provides no security, enters no protest, -sug- 
gests no Caveat, against its exercise; but, on.the contrary, 
acquiesces in a general reservation, by, Lord Aberdeen, 
of a right in his Government thereafter: to change the. 
condition of the commercial. intercourse between the 
United Statés and Great Britain, so as-to render it less fa- 
vorable to this country. ` ` E 

This part of the arrangement merits deliberate. atten- 
tion. The law of 1830 peremptorily required of the Ex- 
ecutive that no agreement respecting the colonies should 
be assented to, except one leaving the commercial inter- 
course of the United States with all, other, parts of the 
British dominions or, provinces -on a footing not less favor- 
able to the United ` States than it now is.” But, says the 
English minister, we will- make no stipulation to con- 
tinue that intercourse as favorable as it now. is; on the 
contrary, 1 expressly reserve to. my Government: the 
liberty of introducing changes at pleasure, however un- 
propitious to the United States. And to this Mr. McLane 
assented. : 

Now, sir, suppose the British Government have already, 
or shall hereafter avail themselves of this restriction, and 
place the other intercourse upon a footing less: favorable 
to the United States. The question arises—is the arrange- 
ment still in force? Does it continue obligatory? If so, 
then it subsists in violation of another positive enactment 
of the statute. If not, if the exercise of the right thus 
reserved by Great Britain dissolves the contract, then this 
boasted agreement is rendered a nullity, by placing its ex- 
istence at the mere will of our opponent. 

The statute of 1830: vested in the Executive large dis: 
cretionary powers, with the design that they should be 
prudently husbanded, and employed only for the advance- 
ment of the interest of our country. Instead of which, 
he seems to have exhausted the whole at once, and, not 
contented with that, transcended their limits, in accord- 
ance with the views of our rival.” Lord Aberdeen is in- 
dulged in all his constructions, as he is pleased to denomi- 
nate them; permitted to mould at pleasure, not only the 
English statute, but our own act of Congress. His every 
Fequisition 1s submitted to without’ reserve——not even a 
limutation, a caution, counter suggestion, of any sort, is 
interposed in our behalf. 

There is one defence set up by this administration of 
the terms of this- contract, which ‘deserves a passing no- 
tice; it is, that they are the same which were proposed by 
their immediate predecessors. - Yes, after having loaded 


them with abuse, prostrated them -by calumnies, driven 


them by clamor from their stations, their opinionsare now 
quoted; their example is relied upon; refuge and defence 
are how suugat under the broad and ample shield of their 
integrity and ab.lity. ‘This, then, is the high-blown merit 
of this boasted achievement, that it is the adoption of a 
work prepared by others,. who-have been made the vic- 
tims of political denunciation. But even this defence is 
without foundation. Lt is true that Me. McLane’s onginal 
propositions were substantially the same as those autho- 
nzed by Mr. Adams; but’ it is also true that they were 
never accepted, and that the final agreenient is essentially 
varant. To put this matter at rest, I will point out- in 
what particulars. F : ‘ i 

The offer of Mr. Adams, renewed by. his successor, 
was, that upon certain conditions we should have the full 
beuefit of the act of Parliament of the 5th 
which established, among: other things, these two. most 
important points: cco p ee oe Si, 

Ist, A limitation and specification of the duties upon 
our produce. g E ee aa 


_ 2d. An equalization of them in the direct and circuitous 
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voyage. Both of which essential poirits: are uncondition- 
ally surrendered: in the final adjustment; Lord Aberdeen 


having, in the most express and reiterated language, as- 


sented to- by. our minister, reserved. to his Government 
the right to increase, diminish, alter, and vary, the schedule 


of duties ad libitum... ©- ree i AR 
. That Mr. McLané understood that his ‘original proposi- 
tions would secure the benefit of those testricted and equal 
imposts, is certain.” In his letter.of March 16, he'says that 
they embrace “the scale of duties prescribed by the act 
of 1825.” And- in-asubsequent communication, that the” 
negotiation will result; imone of three modés+—the:two last 
of which are the: revocation of.the British order, either 
t upon the terms of my- proposition, or,” ‘with some in- 
cfease of. the duties imposed by the act of Parliament of 
1825, to favor their Northern provinces.” And the recent 
correspondence laid before the Senate yesterday,’ contains 
plenary and conclusive evidence that.such were his. oyigi- 
nal views: re eee 

There is yet a third difference. .Mr. Clay’s offer em- 
braced the benefits of the acts of Parliament according 
to his understanding of its provisions—-as communicated 
to our minister—which was, that our vesséls might im- 
port from the United States into-the’ colonies every thing 
which the British-coulds and.if Mr. Gallatin had assented 
to any compact, it must have embraced this construction.. 
Indeed, it was never suggested during the last administra 
tion, that any disparity, in.this respect, could be tolerated 
fora moment. Yet, now, the whole class of foreign pro- 
ductions are free to British, and prohibited to American 
vessels, z aE E E 
- There is yet another distinction worthy of remark: -In 
authorizing Mr. Gallatin to waive the. restriction to the 
direct trade, Mr. Clay. says that it is to be only as an expe- 
riment, and revocable at the pleasure of our Government, 
But. Mr. McLane, made. no_such reservation; and if his. 
compact ‘has any permanency orduration,: we are pre- 
cluded from renewing this restriction of our act of 1823, 
however injurious may be its omission. 


HUMILIATION. 


Having examined this negotiation with much attention, 
I feel myself constrained, as an American citizen, alive to 
the honor of my country, as a Senator; bound to viridicate 
its dignity and assert its equality among the nations of the 
earth, to animadyert upon the tone. and manner. in ‘which 
it has been conducted. Er k : 

Anterior to.the year 1829, there has not-been in our na~ 
tional history a more brilliant “or unsullied page than that“ 
of our foreign diplomacy, and. especially with England: 
in the pfesence “of that nation and its monarch, all our 
former national representatives, from the first unbending 
son of Massachusetts, to the last- high-minded: Virginian, 
have stood firmly erect in conscious’ republican self-re- 
spect. They demanded rights, but never solicited favors: 
proffering equal friendships, but never bending the kneg 


as suppliants. -They met not arrogance by humility; en-: 


croachment by submission; and war upon our interests By 
solicitations and entreaties. Our fathers grappled with: 
the British lions but never fawned. or crouched before him. 
How it has been recently, thé negotiations of this arrange: 
ment will exhibit. = * va x are ; 
They commenced in the autumn of 1829, by verbal con~ 
ferences, in which Mr. McLane made his proposition, 


jaccompanied. by. his.solicitation that it might be taken into 


early and candid consideration, and ‘expressing the anx- 


ious desire of the President. of ‘the United States.” Re- 


ceiving no. response, he, on the 12th of December, ad- 


dressed a long letter to:the British: minister, reciting “the 


anxious ‘desire of the President, repeating the proposi- 
tion, renewing his: solicitation,” making an ‘appeal to 
the candor and: liberality of his Majesty’s Government.” 


10n the-14th, Lord Aberdeen replies by à barren note of 


Spnare} ©. 
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: a few lines, saying that he will lay the- proposition before |. 


the King. -The: 
swer- is. received: January--nod answer: February—no 
answer March comes, but no-answer. with it; and in this 
state of cold and haughty neglect, what does our.minister? 
He writes a long, supplicatory epistle of nearly twenty 
closely: printed. pages, in. which he is seen ‘< praying for 
a.decision.”” ‘Again solicits~-begs to suggest,” recite 
his former. offer in the. following humble tone: - -= -> 

*¢ The. proposition which the undersigned has. already 


month of December passes. by—no l 
‘had the honor to:submit;, namely, that the United : 


t should: do now that which they:might -have done in 1825 


Cmepescind the: measurés which may be alléged to have 


© contributed; tothe present evil; and repeal the laws 
* which: have:béen matter of complaint; and that England 
«should assént: now to a-measure which, but a few years 
“since, she herself -proposed.’? : py 

- Not cofitent with this, he introduces-to the English Go- 
vernment-the distinction of parties in this country; admits 
sethe failure of the past-administration to comply” with 
the act of. 1825, and that, ‘* whether it be a subject more 


claims, advanced in justification, of it, have since been 
abandotied.by those whe made them.’’—-Regret or cen- 
sure”. from .whom—the: British?—Bnough, for-what?-- 
atouement to Great Britain? He asks tobe ‘¢eXcused”’ 
“+ in-making this his last. application. for. an carly deci- 
sion.”  Heailmits “the injurious effects of the existing 
regulations:‘upon’the commercial and. navigating. enter- 
prise of the people of the United States”——that his hopes 


- rest, ‘‘notso much upon the expectation of peculiar fa- 


+ 
. We should not speed 
‘of glory:and, of pea 


vor to the United States; as of a liberal compl:ance of his 
Majesty’s Government with its own regulations.” Pecu- 
liar favor!‘ liberal compliance!”~-to relieve our coni- 


_.merce and navigation, in which her statesmen proclaim 


us their ‘* most formidable rival.” He ‘t begs to observe,” 
and: ‘‘ begs leave: further to observe,” and, in conclusion, 
exhibits: himself in the attitude of “repeating for the last 
time”--(again!)-—‘‘his deep solicitude for the result;” and 
“s most earnestly recalling the attention of his Majesty s 


“ministers.” That “should this point be unfavorably dec.d- 
~ ed, 'the United States, while.disappointed in its cherished 


hopes, would find nothing conciliating in the retrospect 
of a long course. of fruitless negotiation, and nothing 
cheering in the future prospect, darkened, as it would be, 


by a possibility of a recurrence by the two nations to that 


system of countervailing measurcs which has already 
proved so, detrimental. to their harmony and welfare!” 
Had England’s monarch his foot upon our neck? Were 
we. begging for life? . At the darkest periods of our revo- 
lutionapy :contest—in the gloomiest moments of the last 
war—was there ever such. supplications for relief—such 
sombre pictures of: the future? No. . 1f there had been, 

ily-have. béén cheered by, the beams 


of ‘regret: or censure, it ought to’ be enough that 


PERCE ke ea aa 

` And Ear asiha response toall this £“ deep solicitude,” 
this prostration; this ¢renewed solicitation,” begging, and 
entreating of his. Britannic Majesty?, Not- one word! 
Utter. silence, supercilious coldness, and haughty. neg- 
lect.. How does’ our minister meet such: contumelious 
treatment. of’ this his last earnest and pathetic appeal? He 
goes to the ‘ Foreign Office,” to renew again his solicita- 
tions. On the 6th.of April following, he says, * I have 
hada conference with Lord Aberdeen to-day, which I 
sought for the purpose-of urging: the: definitive answer 
tomy- proposition.” He. then speaks of ‘previous con- 
ferences,” and expectations; and adds— 


< SEhave not failed. to represent to him the very serious 


“injory and embarrassment which must result from delay- 


antil:the Congress shall risc, and of. what I 

insuperable difficulties of any. prospective 

ew-to á future arrangement. None of 

these efforts have yet provedsafficient to bring the answer.” 
‘ ` E a 


The residue of April passes by—no answer: May—no 
answer: June—no answer: July comes, but with it no re- 
ply... And then Mr. McLane, having received the act of 
May preceding, seeks a: verbal conference, in which its 
provisions are discussed, and Lord Aberdeen’s objections 
obviated by explanations and construction. He requires, 
however, a communication. in writing, and our minister 
makes it ünder date of the 12th-of July; in which he cha- 
racterizes the act as conceding all the. power, &c,, as be- 
fore stated, and says that.it has-been framed without any 


pledge, prospective or otherwise, from Great Britain. - 


Thus confessing that he had obtained. not one word of 


promise by all his solicitations. He .‘‘ repeats his.deep in-, 


terest,” and ‘* renewed hope; speaks of the “grace” of 
a prompt and frank reply, and of ‘the duty of his Ma- 
jesty’s Government to quiet the public expectations, and 
to mitigate, as far as may be in its power, the injurious 
effects upon the United States, of an unfavorable reply.” 

On the 17th of August, Lord Aberdeen designs tore- 
spond. Passing over the previous communications of 
Mr. McLane, he comes to. that of July, as containing 
more satisfactory propositions; and most provokingly re- 
peats certuiin parts of the language of our minister, thus- 

“ Of the character and effect of the recent measure of 
‘the American Congress, Mr. McLane observes, that ‘it 
“concedes in its terms all the power in the regulation of 
< the colonial trade, and authorizes the President to con- 
* fer on British subjects all those privileges, as well in the 
s circuitous as the direct voyage, which Great Britain has 
© at any time demanded or desired.’ f 

‘Jn this declaration the undersigned is happy to ob- 
‘serve the same spirit ‘and disposition which dictated 
‘Mr. McLane’s former communications, wherein he an- 
‘nounced the readiness and desire of the American Go- 
t vernment ‘to comply with the conditions of the act of 
€ Parhainent of 1826, and, also, that the claims advanced 
‘in justification. of the omission of the United States to 
“embrace. the offers of this country have been abandon- 
‘ed by those who urged them, and haye received no sanc- 
* Gon fromthe people of the United States. ~ 

Can avy American read such language from a foreigner, 
but with indignant feelings? Would it be tolerated were 
it not the mere echo o: the words of our own agent? 
Was the language of that British envoy, Copenhagen-Jack- 
son, for-which our Government repelled all further inter- 
course with him, so insulting as this? 

Lord Aberdeen proceeds, there are passages in the bill 
“in which it seems at least doubtful whether the practi- 
cal construction” would be such as Mr. McLane is ready 
to athx. He then distinctly recapitulates all the expla- 
nations, or, as ł deem some of them, modifications, of the 
act, which had been previously agreed upon, and in con- 
clusion ‘declares—what?. ‘That the ports are open, the 
order in, council. rescinded, or-that it will be done forth- 
with? “Ohno. “We must open-our ports ‘first. We will 
not trust our envoy—-the President must give a previous 
practical construction, by issuing his proclamation. And 
ne‘did so. -Lord Aberdeen seems to have practised the 
jealousy. and caution of the Yorkshire servant, in the 
farce, who, being flattered, solicited, and urged, by a 
hungry man, for a meal, replies, ‘+ Either I mun trust you 
for t money, or you mun trust me for t’ breakfast. Now, 
as you seem to be vastly taken w? me, an’ I a’nt at all 
taken wi? you, you’d better gi? me t?’ money, you see, an’ 
trast me for t breakfast.” : 

‘The concluding congratulatory epistle of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren to Mr- McLane, communicating the President’s pro- 
clamation, closes the scene as an appropriate: epilogue, a 
‘suitable finale. i é 

After all this neglect, hauteur, superciliousness, and 
grasping, overreaching selfishness on their part, in re- 
turn for solicitation, humiliation, and prodigal concession 


on ours; ‘after placing an act of the. American Congress 
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at the foot of a British minister, to be trampled upon 
and violated, our own-envoy is instructed to express to 
that Government the 4 great satisfaction” the ** President 
‘has derived from the candor and liberality which have 
‘characterized the“ conduct’ of his “Majesty’s ‘ministers 
‘ throughout’ the’ negotiation, and particularly in not suf-, 
t fering the inadveitencies of our legislation, attributable: 
“to the haste and confusion of the closing scenes of the 
€ session, to defeat and delay the adjustment,” &c. &e. > 


to-use the language of demand—he says: ‘I distinctly 
required that the bill should be conformed to the terms 
and spirit of the agreement concluded with Lord Aber- ` 
deen. But the British answered, ‘* that there was a re- 
servation in respect to the schedule of duties annexed to 
the-act of 1825.” This was conclusive. It admitted of 
no replication. ‘The bill was not chañged. It became a 
law. It has been submitted toin silence by our Executive, 
and the ‘trade is now subjected to allits injurious: enact- 


And subsequently, after the ** pleasing duty” of com-{ments.. Not only submitted to; but in December I: st, upon 
municating to Mr. McLane: the: President’s ‘entire satis- |the assembling of this- Congress, the President of thé 


faction,” Mr. Van Buren concludes by saying, “I beg 
leave to add the expression of my own unqualified ap- 
probation of all your acts since the commencement of 
your mission.” ; $ i 

Mr. President, to what primary cause can be ascribed 
these disastrous results? ro what fountains shall we 
trace these waters of bitterness? Whence this infatuation, 
this suicidal delusion, which seems to have controlled the 
councils of the nation? Itis the demon of party, which 
now for the first time has crossed the Atlantic, to present 
our domestic divisions to a foreign court. 

A clamor in relation to the colonial trade had been 
raised against the late administration as one of the means 
of driving them from power; and their successors, to give 
some color of a redemption of previous promises for poli- 
tical ends, deemed it. necessary that at any rate some- 
thing should be done, to be trumpeted by partisans. 
Even the President has said that one of the reasons 
which stimulated his negotiation, in answer to a resolution 
which I had some time since the honor to introduce upon 
this subject, was the ‘influence it was believed to have 


had in the elections which terminated in the change of|placed by those who influence his counsels. 


administration.” 

It is fabled that the wild horse in his native freedom 
sought the aid of man against his opponent, the stag: he 
submitted to the bit and the saddle, the stag was hunted 
down, but the man was forever seated upon his back. 

This administration has already felt the spur and the 
reins of the rider, and endeavored, but in vain, to dis- 
mount him. This their condition is fully exhibited in 
their correspondence, just now reccived, in answer to a 
resolution of the Senate. It has seen the light for the 
first time, since I began to address you. We there learn, 
that when the grateful and congratulatory epistle of our 
Secretary of State had but just reached the British shores, 
while yet the trumpet of triumph and the pæans of praise 
were resounding through the land; our envoy. was raising 
his voice in alarm and protestation against the injurious 
excrcise of the very power which he had just conceded. 

The British order in council was issued on the 6th of 
November, 1830; and before the expiration of the same 
month, our minister is seen endeavoring, by along and 
elaborate communication, to arrest the progress of a bill 
in Parliament for regulating colonial duties. He espe- 


United States transmitted his annual message, purporting 
to give information of the condition of our'country and its 
important interests. “He had then before him all these 
communications of his favorite Secretary, and approved 
negutiator—the protestation against this objectional prin- 
ciple—the. distinct requisition of a modification of the 
bill—the unequivocal confession that it was destructive of 
all equality in trade, and the obnoxious and denounced 
bill itself. Did he send them to us? Did he let us know . 
of their existence? No, sir; but on the contrary, refer- 
ring to ‘‘arrangements with Great Britain, which had 
been productive of mutual good feeling and amicable re- 
lations between the two countries,” he told us, ‘one’ of 
these arrangements is that: relating to the colonial trade, 
which was communicated to Congress at the last session; 
and although the short period during which it has been in 
force will not enable me to form an accurate judgment 
of its operation, there is every reason to believe that 
it will prove highly beneficial.” - ; 

I make no commentary upon the attitude in which the 
Chief Magistrate of this republican country has thus been 
T leave it, 
as I do the whole subject, to the calm consideration and 
deliberate judgment: of the Senate. Ihave discharged 
my duty to my constituents and the country. I have done 
no more—-I meant to do noless. Ihave’ studiously en- 
deavored to be correct. If, in any respect, I have fallen 
into error, I have the satisfaction to know that the means 
of correction are accessible toevery member, and that. they 
will be zealously and ably improved. 


WEDNESDAY, Aprit 4. 


The Senate spent this day’s sitting principally: in-the 
consideration of executive business. © ~ 


Tuursvax, APRIL 5. 
REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 


Mr. FOOT rose, and suggested to the Senate that there 
was a bill which had been‘lying on the table of the Se- 
nate for a great length of time, and to which he had made 
repeated efforts to draw the attention of that body. It 
is a bill which stands No. 1 on the docket of the Senate, 


cially and earnestly protested against that principle of {but which he had hitherto failed in all his efforts to bring 


the bill which discriminated between imposts in the di- 
rect and circuitous routes in order to favor British navi- 
gation. His complaints were unheeded. The measure 
was not then consummated, by reason of a change-of mi- 
nistry; but he was informed that one of similar character 
would be perfected at the next Parliament. It was so. 
It passed on the 22d of April, 1831. It involves the same 
objectionable principle, against which our negotiator pro- 
tested in the November preceding, and in which he was 
subsequently instructed to persevere, by the Secretary 
of State. Indeed, it carried that principle still further in 
practical extent, by making the discriminations in favor 
of the indirect voyage greater than the former bill. 
Against this, too, Mr. McLane protested in vain, as con- 
trary to his expectation under the arrangement. Hede- 
clared that ‘no equality in any part of the trade could 
be predicated of its provisions.” He even began at last 


Vou. VIM. —45 


under consideration. There are many citizens who feel 
a greater interest in the fate of this bill, than in that of 
many of the public questions which are now before. the 
Senate. The bill to which he referred, was the bill sup- 
plementary to the act for the relief of the surviving 
officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army. ~ 

Mr. HAYNE expressed a hope that the bill would not 
be taken up at. this late period of the session, and when 
so many other important subjects are inviting the atten- 
tion of the Senate. Among the réasons which should 
weigh with gentlemen to refuse this motion, he stated 
that, as a bill on this subject is now before the other House, 
the discussion of the bill now referred to would be a mere 
waste of the time of the Senate. Another reason was, 
that a gentleman from Virginia, not now in his seat, but 
unavoidably called home for a few days, was very desir- 
ous: to be heard whenever ‘this bill should be called up, 


707 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


708 


Szwars.} 


| Apportionment Bill.— Revolutionary Pensions. 


{Arnis 5, 1832. 


and.had requested him to procure a postponement of the 

discussion until his return - 0. A 
- . Mr. FOOT said that if.he could extend courtesy, on 

any- subject; to any member of the Senate, he would be. 
~ disposed to. doit in this case; but he felt that he was now 
ealled-on.-by-an imperative sense of duty to call up this 
bill, and he -could only refer to this as his apology for re- 
fusing courtesy in this instance. The pressure op him 
from this class of persons, whose claims ought to be taken 
up, was exceedingly great. This bill had been already 
postponed several times, in consequence of the absence 
of Senators, and he could not consent to any further post- 
ponement.’ As to the object of his motion, he felt assured 
that the gentleman from South Carolina would, himself, 
on reflection,.come to the decision that it would be better 
to act.on the bill at once, than further to put it off.. The 
bill inthe other House, if it should pass, would place the 
Senate in. an awkward situation, ‘as it provides for a very 
large appropriation of money. He doubted not that the 
minds of Senators:are made up, and that there is no pro- 
` bability of any protracted discussion. He would pledge 
himself to make no observations, unless he should be com- 
pelled to do so, in reply to others; and if the bill should 
not be. disposed of before the expiration of the hour ap- 
propriated. to morning business, he would agree to its 
postponement until to-morrow. . It was with a view to 
take up this bill, and some other subjects in which some 
interest was felt throughout the country, that he had at- 
tempted to induce the Senate to meet at eleven o’clock. 
He regretted the absence of the Senator from Virginia; but 
that gentleman would have an opportunity to be heard, 
and he believed that the gentleman had delivered his 
sentiments already on a similar measure. As he was ex- 
tremely desirous to test the sense of the Senate on this 
question, he would ask for the yeas and nays on his 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

. Mr. SMITH said it was time that the appropriation bill 
should pass; and he expressed a hope that the Senate 
woulu take it up in preference to any other object. The 
members of Congress had secured their own pay, but the 
clerks, who can only draw their pay under the provisions 
of the general appropriation bill, can receive nothing to 
support their familics. He hoped, therefore, that the ap- 
propriation bill would now be taken up. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. 
Foor, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Hil, Knight, Marcy, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, ‘Lipton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins.~—21. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne,. Kane,. King, Miller, Robinson, Smith, Troup, 
White,—12, 

APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

Mr. WEBSTER made a‘report from the select com- 
mittee on the apportionment bill, accompanied by a bill; 
which was ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 
[For the report, see Appendix. ] 

i PENSIONS. 

The Senate, in Committee of the Whole, then proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the revolutionary pension bill. 

_ An an ment, offered by Mr. FOOT, to include the 


mend 
officers ofthe navy and marines within the provisions ofj 
the bill, was agreed to, without a division, after a few 
words from Mr. FOOT. 
Me. WILKINS then, moved to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘ and” where it occurs before < sol- 


diers,” and. inserting after ‘‘ soldiers” the words ‘and 
” ‘ 


-Indian spies.’ 
“Mr FOOT 
tee: in this, ame 


xpressed the acquiescence of the commit- 
nda ment, It had-been intended to embrace 


= === = 
all classes who had been subjected to risk, whether they 
were designated as State troops, regular troops, volun- 
teers, militia, or any others who had been draughted, and 
had served for nine months during the war. “The same 
subject had been discussed in committee, and it was in- 
tended to embrace. the class of men designated by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILKINS rejoined, that if such was the intention 
of the committee, there could be no objection in making 
the intention more definite. 

Mr. MARCY moved to amend the amendment by in- 
serting between the word soldicrs” and the words of the 
amendment, ‘ express riders, boatmen, wagoners.”” 

Mr. SMITH said he should object to including persons 
who, if they did any service, ran no risk in its performance, 
He was of opinion that the classes mentioned by the gen- 
tleman from New York should not be put on the same 
footing with Indian spies. - Wagoners and boatmen, who 
were hired out by their employers or’ masters, ran no 
risk. This was too bad. 

Mr. HAYNE said he thought differently from the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. If volunteers were entitled to the 
provisions of the bill, he saw no reason why wagoners 
and boatmen should be excluded. He would carry the 
principle out still further, and include farmers. The far- 
mers who furnished the means of subsistence, had as good 
a claim as the wagoners who transported it. Nay, he 
hoped the Senate would go through with it, and pension 
the people—give a pension to all who lived inthe time of 
the revolution. The evident object of the bill is to take 
money out of the public treasury. This he could prove 
to be the object. Ay, he could prove it. We are about 
to pension every man who, ina war of seven years, served 
for a period of fourteen months. Is there a man who lived 
in those times, who did not, at some period or other, 
serve six months? . Even after the war of the revolution 
had terminated, and the preliminaries of peace had been 
signed, and Cornwallis had surrendered, there were hang- 
ers on in the camp, who served, and were entitled. He 
hoped, therefore, that not only wagoners and boatmen, 
but farmers, traders, drovers, all would be included. He 
would embrace all who lived before the signing of the 
treaty. If all who ran risks, rich and poor, were to be 
placed on an equal footing, he would include all. 

Mr. FOOT congratulated the Senate on this develop- 
ment of the views of the Senator from South Carolina, as it 
illustrated the ground in which the bill was intended to be 
opposed. He referred to the support which the Sena- 
tor had given to the bill in 1818, to which this was a sup- 
plement. 

Mr. SMITH stated that he had been applied to by a 
constituent, who had been a sailmaker during the revolu- 
tion, and who thought it hard that he was excluded 
from the benefit of the pension law. Mr. S. said he ask- 
edhim, ‘ Have you served in the militia? Did you ever 
march??? <: No; but I made sails for a privateer.” 

Mr. MARCY made some observations in support of his 
motion. When the war was carried on in the State of 
New York, wagoners, express riders, and boatmen were 
essential agents, and encountered great risk in the per- 
formance of the services which were committed to them, 
They carried provisions and munitions of war, not only 
along the seaboard, but along the line of inland lakes. A 
large portion of the citizens were wagoners, and suffered 
as much as soldiers. 

The question was then put, and the amendment to the 
amendment was negatived. 

The question recurring on the amendment moved by 
Mr. WILKINS, 

Mr. GRUNDY stated, that whatever might be his final 
vote on this.bill, he would never vote to include any who 
have not meritorious claims. He had understood that this 
bill would not be pressed after the expiration of the hour. 
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He would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania,| The CHAIR decided that the motion to. print was in- 
that he had an amendment which ‘he desired to offer, but| formal, and could not be received. wie 
which he would not be able to offer until to-morrow.) . Mr. SPRAGUE referred to the act of Parliament, and 
The amendment, as it now stands, includes only those| stated his intention to print it in the report of his, speech. 
who served during the period ofthe revolutionary war. In| Mr. SMITH said that the act had not passed intoa law. 
the Western States there were Indian wars which continued}. Mr. SPRAGUE stated that it had passed, and had been 
after the revolutionary contest was. determined; and he was; communicated to the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 
not willing to overlook those who had been engaged in| The law passed on the 22d of April, 1831. The Senator 
services equally hazardous, and growing out of the war of| from Maryland says the act has not passed.. Mr, Living=" 
the revolution, because they were not rendered until after} ston says it has passed. © Gy sae eee a 
the close of the main struggle. With a view to allow time) Mr. SMITH interrupted. «I know that perfectly. well.” - 
to prepare his amendment, -he moved. to lay the bill.on| Mr.. SPRAGUE. ‘The Senator from Maryland Knows 


the table, and proceed to the orders. of the day. i that perfectly well; ‘yet, two minutes ago, he said the law 
These motions being decided in the affirmative, the; had not passed. Now he knows this perfectly well, and 
Senate proceeded to the orders of the day.. 7 yet, in the presence of all these gentlemen, he had but just 


: i x shag: an 4 declared that he did not know that the law had passed. Mr. 
APPROPRELTION BILI —COLONIAL TRADE. |S, then read one or two passages from the law, and asked 
The Senate then resumed the consideration of the ge-| the Senator from Maryland if he did not also know that 

neral appropriation bill—the question being on the amend-| perfectly well.” i : ; 
ment to allow 4,500 dollars for the return of the ministers} Fhe Senate then adjourned. 
from France and England. 
Mr. SPRAGUE concluded the speech which he com- Frinax, Arris 6. 
menced on Tuesday, (the whole of which is given above.) : 
Mr. SMITH offered the following resolution: 


After Mr. 8. had concluded, ; t 
Mr. WEBSTER moved the printing of the British act Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
of Parliament of the 22d April, 1831; and also of a portion requested to cause to be transmitted: to the Senate Lord 
of a document which accompanied the President’s mes- Aberdeen’s letter in answer to Mr. Barbour’s of the 27th 
sage, being atabular statement of the duties as they existed of November, 1828; and, also, so much of a letter of the 
before the present arrangement was carried into effect. | 22d April, 1831, from Mr. McLane to Mr. Van Buren, as 

Mr. FORSYTH inquired the reason for this motion. relates to the proposed duty on cotton. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that the object of his motion] _ On motion of Mr. SMITH, the Senate proceeded to 
was to enable the Senate the better to understand the mo-| the consideration of the resolution. He stated that a por: 
dification which had been made in her tariff laws by Great] ton of Lord Aberdeen’s letter related to the, subject of 
Britain. The gentleman from Maine had read a part of| Cotton; and it was important that the information should, 

be before the Senate. He said that he found-a letter of 


the correspondence of the American minister, complaining : y ; 
of the destruction: of the equality in the trade by the act] Mr. Barbour to Lord Aberdeen: on this.very subject, but 
; could find no answer. or _ 


to which he hadreferred. At an early stage of the ses- : -s 
sion, there were gentlemen of the Senate who were unin-| The resolution was agreed to. Í : 
formed as to the existence of this law; 5 Mr. CLAY offered the following resolution; which. was 
Mr. FORSYTH objected to the motion to print a docu- agreed to: ; 
ment which could only be useful to illustrate the argu- Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direct- 
ments of gentlemen on the other’ side of the question, | C1 to report to the Senate such additional correspondence 
Every one, he said, knew that there had been a modifica-| Which may have taken place between the Treasury De- 
tion of the British Jaw on this subject. partment and the collectors of the revenue, or appraisers, 
Mr. WEBSTER replied that every body, then, had got showing the construction at the treasury of the laws levy- 
ing duties on foreign imports, asis.not embraced in the 


this knowledge very recently. Six weeks ago the chair- $ ; 2 d 
man of the Finance Committee did not know it. He/"¢port made in compliance witb the resolution of the 23d: 
of January last. Pe hatin ra 


then briefly referred: to the course pursued by the British : 
APPROPRIATION BILL--COLONIAL TRADE. . i 


Government when. the tories brought a bill before the 
British Parliament atthe close of the Wellington adminis-|. : 
tration. Whether, since this arrangement has been made, |: ‘Fhe Senate resumed thé consideration of the bill mak” 
Great Britain has found jt convenient, under the reserva-| ing appropriations for the support of Government: during” 
tion in Lord Aberdeen’s letter, to change her whole sys-|the year 1832. ` . 
tem of tariff duties, as far as regards the West India} Mr. SMITH made some explanations in reply to what 
islands, we are now inquiring, as a question of great mo-| fell yesterday from the Senators from Maine and Massa- 
ment. Ifthe gentleman from Georgia meant to say that/chusetts, which, he said, he was too much fatigued at the: 
the question was not relevant to the bill, as one making|time to notice. The act introduced into the British Par- 
appropriation for the services of the year, be itso. But|liament by Mr. Herries, imposed a duty of six shillings a 
its general bearing on the question immediately under|barrel‘on wheat flour, and incréased: the duties: on‘other 
discussion could not be doubted. It was a subject which{bread stuffs, imported directly from the United States 
ought to be, and which Mr. W. presumed would be, fully | into the British colonies. Mr. McLane remonstrated to: 
discussed here. ; Lord Grey against the bill, and those duties were notin 
Mr. SMITH rose to state that he did not know of the|the bill which passed. “The bill which'did pass, did'not - 
existence of the law of the British Parliament. affect any of the material articles, and this was the state- 
Mr. HOLMES reminded the Senator from Maryland | ment which he made when the discussion of the subject’ 
that he had expressed. a doubt of its existence; and when took place some weeks ago. 9 = 0> > mar 
he (Mr. H.] told him where it was to be found, the Sena-| Mr. WEBSTER said that when this subject, six weeks 
tor from Maryland said it was not there. : - Jago, was before the Senate, it did not seem to be known, 
Mr. FORSYTH repeated that the evident object of the| with any certainty, if any act had passed: The Senator 
motion was to illustrate the arguments of gentlemen on| from Maryland did not then inform the Senate of the fact. 
the other side, and suggested that the important facts|He (Mr. W.]could not find the act; and he had accord- 
were all to be found ig the correspondence already laid|ingly written to’a friend in New. York, who forwarded to. 
before the Senate. a him a copy of it. That copy he had showii to a friend, . 
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and by-this friend it was communicated to fhe Senator 
from Maryland. . < Go } = 

Mr. SMITH. I know that: you all heard it. 5 

Mr.. WEBSTER. resumed. “The Senator from Mary- 
land said that thé Herries. bill had failed when the Wel- 
lington administration went out .of power; and had further 
said.that no Jaw had passed. . Now he tells us that he 
knew. all about jt. He [Mr: W.] thought he had reason 
greatly to. doubt the accuracy of the Senator’s recollec- 
tion; and he thought it would be a becoming act, if that 
Senator could himself be brought to question it. -The 
gentleman now says that he well knew that Lord Grey’s 
administration imposed new duties, yet, at the same time, 
he tells us that he Knows of nothing done by that admin- 
istration unfavorable to American interests. If the Sena- 
tor knew allthis before, why had he not communicated 
his knowledge to the Senate? The Senator was not given 
to be. so little communicative of what he knows. But 
the fact is, that the recollection of the gentleman is so 
much overloaded, that it cannot bear every thing which 
is imposed on it. The gentleman had evidently confound- 
ed the laws with each other. Had he informed the 
Senate of the existence of the act, he [Mr. W.] would 
not have taken the trouble to write all over the country to 
obtain it. 

Mr. SMITH said.he had seen it in the Albion. 

Mr. HOLMES referred the Senator from Maryland to 
the printed reports of their several speeches, to show how 
the case stood.:. He [Mr. H.] had stated that the duties 
imposed by. the bill of Mr. Herries were unfavorable to 
the United States, but that this act did not pass. Mr. 
H. had’ said that this act did not pass, but that a more 
obnoxious one had passed. The Senator from Maryland 
denied that this was the fact. Mr. H. had also stated that 
the trade was open to the British two months carlier than 
it was to American vessels. This also was contradicted 
by the Senator from Maryland. On going home, and ex- 
amining his books, he [Mr. H.] had found that he was 
accurate in both hisstatements. He [Mr. H.] was aston- 
ished to.hear the Senator from Maryland say that he had 

Miven-him the information, when, in fact, he [Mr. H.] 
gave'the information to the Senator from Maryland, and 
told him- he would find it in the Albion. 

. Mr. KANE, of Illinois, then rose, in reply to the speech 
concluded yesterday by Mr. Spracue. 

Had there been, said Mr. K., no State of New York, 
my venerable friend at the head of the Committee on Fi- 
nance [Mr. Smrru] would not now be deploring the delay 
to which thé appropriation bill is subjected in consequence 
of this discussion. During the whole session, New York 
had appeared to be the spectre which disturbed all our 
day dreams. . 

Just as gentlemen had succeeded in proving with mathe- 
matical accuracy that more money had'been expended on 
“account of. foreign intercourse during ‘the two first years 
of this. administration, than had been expended during the 
two last years of the late administration; just as the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts had, with his usual eloquence, and 
emphasis of language, exhibited a striking picture of the 
false clamor of bad men and. bad printers, raised. on the 
alleged ground of the extravagance of the late adminis- 
tration; just as that gentleman had said that which, when 
published and spread throughout the land, was well suited 
to excite the sympathy of the public for injured inno- 
cence, in came the Senator from New York, and told us 
that it was alla mistake; that the people of the United 
States had not so much complained of the amount of money 


Government down to the commencement of that adminis- 
tration. [Here Mr. CLAY explained, and said that he 
spoke of treaties concluded at Washington. ] 

_Now, sir, said Mr. K., with the issue thus joined, I have 
nothing to do.. The Senator from New York is quite 
competent to act for himself, and to him do I leave it, 

But, sir, the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Spracvs, ] anti- 
cipating that this issue might be varied—that it might be 
said that the number of treaties was not so important as 
their quality—that a treaty with Denmark, securing to 
our citizens six or seven hundred thousand dollars, al- 
though made by the present administration, could not be 
compared with the treaty made with France, securing as 
many millions—that although the late administration might 
have made treaties without number, embracing one with 
the court at Port au Prince, and another with the authori- 
ties at Liberia, yet, when considered with regard to the 
beneficial effects upon this community, they would alt 
sink into insignificance when compared with the single 
arrangement made by this administration opening a trade 
between the United States and British possessions in 
Ameriga, has come forward to show us that this “ arrange- 
ment” was made in violation of law; that our trade and 
navigation were upon a better footing before it was made 
than they now are; and the more effectually to accomplish 
his purpose, he has thought fit to arraign the President, 
the late Secretary of State, and the present Secretary of 
the Treasury, for the part taken by them in relation to 
this subject. As to the alleged inaccuracy contained in 
the President’s reply to the letter of the republican mem- 
bers of the Legislature of New York, I shall content my- 
self for the present by expressing the belief that I shalt 
prove, before I have done, that the reply contains the 
truth stated not only substantially, but to the letter. As 
to the motives imputed to him for answering a letter from 
so respectable a body of gentlemen in the mode and man- 
ner in which that answer was made, I will now say this: 
That whenever I can be convinced that Andrew Jackson 
has followed the bad example of any of his enemies, by 
using the influence of his official station for the purpose 
of accomplishing the ends of an unhallowed ambition, or 
for the still more unworthy purpose of destroying a me- 
ritorious rival, I shall look upon him with unmingled 
abhorrence. 

The late Secretary of State, whose elevated virtues 
and untarnished fame I hold in undiminished regard, has 
not yet sufficiently atoned for the crime of possessing so 
large a share of the public confidence. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury, it appears, has, 
in the character of an American negotiator, approached 
the British ministry with ‘whining supplications.” Sir, 
Ibad thought that if any distinguished statesman of the 
age, of amiable temper and manners, pure morals, fixed 
integrity, profound knowledge, and lofty independence 
of character, had passed without reproach, that Louis 
McLane was that man. Sir, he has given a recent evi- 
dence of his independence, which has called forth and 
will: continue to call forth the applause of all his political 
enemies who possess one particle of magnanimity. 1 have 
read over and over again these objectionable communica- 
tions, and can find nothing in language or argument, in- 
consistent with that courtesy, dignity, and unaffected 
independence which should always characterize the diplo- 
matic intercourse of sovereign Powers. I can only ac- 
count for the error into which the honorable gentleman 
has fallen, by supposing that he has set his own amiable 
feelings to the music of his own voice, and has mistaken 
the -harmony thus produced for the ‘* whinings”. of the 
minister. 

Sir, the Senator from Maine has transferred to the sub- 
ject before us, the resolutions which he some time since 
submitted for consideration, and these form the founda- 
tions of his argument. 
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His resolutions declare in substance: . ` 
- Ist. That ‘the arrangement” gives to, « British ves- 
‘sels, in the trade between this country and the colonial 
«possessions of Great Britain, advantages in transporting 
‘articles to the West Indies, greater than is ‘secured to 
‘American vessels, and violates that’ reciprocity in -navi- 
€ gation which our Government has heretofore sedulously 
‘and firmly endeavored ta: maintain.” ; 

2d. «The President’s proclamation of October, 1830, 
‘was not authorized by the act of Congress of 29th of 
€ May, 1830.” r3 : ; ; 

The truth of these propositions is to be determined by 


a reference to the terms of the arrangement, which are 


found in the act of Congress of 29th May, 1830, and to 


the construction fixed upon that law by the President of 


the United States and the British authorities. 

The’ act of Congress’ provides, in substance, Ist. That, 
when the President shall be satisfied that the ports of the 
West Indies, Bahama islands, &c: will be opened to the 
yessels of the United States, for an indefinite or a limited 
term, that such vessels and their cargoes, entering the 
West India ports, shall be subject to no other or higher 
charges than would be imposed on British vessels or their 
cargoes arriving from the United States. 

2d. That the vessels of the United States might import 
into said ports, from the United States, any articles which 
could be imported in British vessels from the United States 
into the same ports. ; 

3d. That vessels of the United States might export 
from the British colonies to any country whatever, (other 
than the dominions or possessions of Great Britain,) any 
articles which can be exported therefrom in a British ves- 
sel, to any country other than the British dominions or 
possessions as aforesaid. 

4th. That the commercial intercourse of the United 
States with all other ports of the British dominions or 
possessions, shall not be left on a footing less favorable to 
the United States than it then was. 

5th. That then, and in that case, the President is au- 
thorized to issue his proclamation, declaring that he has 
reccived such evidence: and, thereupon, the ports of the 
United States shall be opened, indefinitely, or for a term 
fixed, to British vessels coming from the said British colo- 
nial possessions, and their cargoes subject to no other or 
higher duty of tonnage, or impost, or charge of any de- 
scription whatever, than would be Jevied on the vessels 
of the United States, or their cargoes, arriving from the 
said British possessions; and British vessels might import 
into, and export from, the United States, any article 
which might be imported or exported in American ves- 
sels; and the. President was, moreover, authorized to sus- 


pend, or declare to be repealed, the restrictive acts of 


Congress of 1818 and 1820. 

That there might be no after difficulties in the construc- 
tion of this act, and the British minister no doubt remem- 
bering that the arrangement supposed to have been made 
by mutual acts of legislation in 1822, had been broken 
down by the construction of the then Executive of the 
United. States, Lord Aberdeen asks for explanations upon 
the following points: 

1, Are American vessels, coming with cargoes from 
any other place than the United States, to be admitted 
under the arrangement into the colonial ports of Great 
Britain? The answer was, no. > 

2. Are the articles to be imported on equal terms in 
British or American vessels, to be the produce of the 
United States? The answer was, yes. s 

3. Was the trade between the American continental 
colonies of Great Britain to'be placed upon the same 
footing with the trade between the British West Indies 
and the United States?. The answer was, yes. 

4. Do these words. of the act of Congress, ‘the com- 
mercial intercourse of the United States with all other 


“| parts of the British dominions or. possessions shall'be left 
on a footing not less favorable to the United States than it 
now is,” imply a positive condition to maintain unchanged, 
or upon any particular footing of favor, every part of the 
British system of trade with the United States? The an- 
swer was, No. i ý i 


5. The British ministèr notified fhe American minister 


that the British Government had it in view to modify the. 
schedule of duties attached to their-act of Parliamént of 


1825, ‘so as to.support the interests of her colonies, which 


had been incidéntally fostered during‘the suspension of the 


intercourse. _ ee i Ja 

The act of Congress thus construed constitates the basis: 
of the arrangement.” Permit me, sir, before going into 
an examination of the correctness of this construction, to 
notice an objection to this arrangement, on the. ground 
that British vessels may take from the ports of the United 
States foreign produce to the British colonies, and Ameri- 
can vessels cannot. This privilege, now enjoyed by Great 
Britain, is no. part of “the arrangement.” It is enjoyed 
under our navigation laws. It is, at this moment, compe- 
tent for. Congress to alter that law, without the slightest 
impeachment of our faith under the arrangement of the 
West India trade.. An equivalent for this surrender, if 
there is, in fact, any surrender about it, is found: in.the 
privilege given to the American vessel to export from the 
colonies foreign produce to any part of the world, (the 
dominions of Great Britain excepted.) But, sir, what com- 
mercial nation ever thought of prohibiting exports as a 
mean’ of advancing ber commercial prosperity, unless, 
indeed, it might be for the purpose of forcing, by some 
measure of retaliation, upon foreign States a more’ libe- 
ral commerce? Instead of prohibiting exports, ‘the course 
of most commercial nations has been to encourage: them. 
(says Adam Smith) by drawbacks, bounties, by advanta- 
geous treaties of commerce with foreign States, and some- 
times by the establishment of coloniesin distant countries. 
If the principle of the federal constitution, prohibiting du- 
ties upon exports, could be considered consistent with the 
policy of prohibition upon exports in foreign vessels, are 
there any considerations which should induce us to follow 
such a course? Foreign articles will never be exported 
unless they are worth more abroad than at home, and will 
only be exported when there isa surplus. The Govern- 
ment get the benefit of the duty upon the importation; and 
if a drawback is allowed, our navigation will have had 
the benefit of the freight. ; ; : 

Upon the first point of inquiry made by Lord Aberdeen, 
that minister says: It ‘can scarcely, indeed, have been in- 
tended that this stipulation should extend to American 
vessels coming with cargoes-from any other places than 
the United States, because it is well known that, under 
the navigation laws of Great Britain, no foreign vessel 
could bring a cargo to any British colonial port from any 
other country than its own.” 

I shall have occasion before I have done, Mr. President, 
to show that the object both of the late and of the present 
administration was to obtain the benefit of that celebrated 
act of the Br.tish Parliament regulating the trade of the 
British possessions abroad, which, became a law on the 
5th of July, 1825, and that ultimately the arrangement in 
question was made. upon that basis; “and, by that act, 
(says Mr. McLane in his letter to Mr. Van Buren, of 20th 
August, 1830,) the importation both into her European 
and colonial ports is restricted to the vessels of the-coun- 


‘try of which the articles imported shall be ‘the produce. 


Nor has this restriction been considered inconsistent’ with 
our commercial convention with Great Britain, which 
we have anxiously sought to extend to the colonial inter- 


| course.”” 


- The same letter. proceeds to say: ‘She (Great Britain) 
moreover places the United States in’the intercourse with 
the colonies on the same footing with all other nations; and, 
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by. assenting. to regulations, though by legislative enact- 
ment in. the colonial trade, similar to those provided by 
our. commercial. convention: for.the intercourse. between 
the United States and the British possessions in Europe, she 
now, concedes tous, in thisrespect, substantially that which 
we have been inéffectually seeking since the year 1815.” 
- Upon-the. second inquiry of the British minister, in re- 
ference, to the. kind of articles to be imported into the 
. colonies from the United States, there is still less difficulty 
in pronouncing upon the correctness of the agreed con- 
struction, . Upon this. point Lord Aberdeen, in his letter 
to Mr. McLane, of the 17th August, 1830, observes: In 
‘this. passage, (referring to.a. passage in the act of Congress 
of 29th- May, 1830,) it is. not made sufficiently.clear that 
the articles to be:.imported on equal terms by British or 
American, vessels from. the United. States must. be the 
produce of the United States.” He goes.on to say that 
“he cannot but suppose that such a limitation must have 
been contemplated, because ‘the clause of the navigation 
act already adverted, to, whereby an American would 
be precluded from bringing any article, not the produce 
of America, to a. British colonial port, is not only a sub- 
ject. of, universal notoriety, but the same provision is 
distinctly made in the act. of Parliament of 1825, which has 
been so often referredto in the discussions on this subject.” 
This restriction is also.contained:in the commercial con- 
vention of 1815, regulating the intercourse between this 
country and:the British European possessions. The act 
of Congress. of March. 3d, 1815, which has formed the 
basis of all our.commercial conventions since the period 
of. its passage, and which repeals all acts imposing discri- 


minating duties: with regard to, the vessels and cargoes of 


all other nations who would adopt similar regulations with 

regard to the United States, repeals them in. reference to 

` such cargoes only as may. consist of “the produce or ma- 
nufacture of the nation to which such foreign ships or 
vessels may belong.” Of this act of Congress I shall have 
occasion hereafter to speak more at large, : 

So far as. any subsequent law of the United States has 
had in view the establishment of our commercial inter- 
course with foreign States upon terms of reciprocity, the 
same. limitation is imposed, The famous ‘‘elsewhere” act 
of 1823, as itis called, the provisions of which I shall pre- 
sently recur to more particularly, is limited by the same 
restriction. : 

With regard to the points I have been discussing, Mr. 
McLane, in his letter to the Secretary of State, before 
alluded to, holds the following language: “I am. not 
aware. that the restriction of the right of importation 
into the colonies to articles of American produce was, 
at any. period, seriously objected to by our Govern- 
ment: nor can the difference, in this respect, between 
American and British vessels, if- we allow it to continue, 
be an.object of much importance in. any point of view. It 
will, generally, be our interest, as it is that of every, other 
nation, to: allow. the exportation. of its. surplus foreign 
produce in the vessels.of any other country. . 1t-must be 
observed, also, that this-is a-privilege resulting from the 
general spirit of our laws, and, therefore, resting in our 
‘discretion. There is nothing in the arrangement now pro- 
posed, to prevent the United States from hereafter deny- 
ing to British vessels this advantage, if it prove injurious 
to ourcommerce, and in placing, by that means, the 
vessels of both countries, in this respect, upon an equal 

- footing.” i N . 

` But, sir, in the next paragraph, we are furnished with 
conclusive. proof that, if the American negotiator did not 
‘demand terms of a different complexion.in these respects, 
the. fault is not of this administration: for he says, ‘It is 
certain that both the restrictions now reserved by the con- 
atrustion adopted by. this Government, were absolutely 
conceded :by..ours-before the present negotiation com- 

f uld not have:been renewed at present with 


any hope of sticeéss.. More than has been secured by 
the present labors, the concessions of the last administra- 
tion precluded us. from demanding; but if this had not 
been so, more-could’not have been obtained.” ; 

As to the third inquiry, whether ships coming from the 
British North American continental colonies are to be 
placed upon the same footing with vessels. coming from the 
colonies of the West Indies, it may be observed that there 
is nothing in the act of Congress of 29th May, 1830, in- 
consistent with the construction given upon this point. 
That act provides for ‘admitting to entry, in the ports.of 
the United States, British vessels, or their cargoes, from 
the islands, provinces, or colonies of Great Britain, on or 
near the North American continent, and ‘north or east 
of the. United States; and. the only question about it 
is, whether vessels coming either from ‘islands, or pro- 
vinces, or colonies,” are to be admitted into our ports upon 
the same footing in all respects. - 

Here, sir, | must again recur to the fact that the late 
as-well asthe present administration have claimed the 
benefit of this trade, upon the principles of the act of 
of Parliament, of July, 1825. : 

Every demand beyond the privileges of that act, pre- 
viously set up by. the late administration, was, by that 
administration, waived or abandoned. The present admi- 
nistration asked nothing more than that act intended to 
give; and, for the purpose of showing what were the 
views of both Governments upon the particular point un- 
der consideration, I read from the letter of Mr. Gallatin to 
Mr, Clay, of the 27th of October, 1826, the following 
language: “It will not escape you that the intercourse 
by sea between the United States and the British West, 
Indies and North American colonies has already been 
considered as necessarily connected together by the Bri- 
tish Government, and that this connexion has. been kept 
up in the acts of Parliament, in the articles proposed to 
Mr. Rush, and, indeed, in all former proposals on their 
part.” And, onthe 11th April, 1827, Mr. Gallatin was in- 
structed, in the manner I shall hereafter. show, upon the 
subject of this trade, without regard to any distinction be- 
tween the West Indies and the continental colonies of 
Great Britain. These considerations, and others which 
will be submitted upon another branch of this argument, 
leave upon my mind no doubt that it was not the design of 
the act of Congress to make any such discrimination. 

The fourth inquiry involves the question, whether cer- 
tain words introduced into the act of Congress were in- 
tended to: imply. that the then existing British system of 
trade with the United States was to remain unchanged. 
These words are introduced in the nature of a condition, 
and readthus: ‘* The commercial intercourse of the United 
States with all other parts of the. British dominions or pos- 
sessions shall be left on a footing not less favorable tothe 
United States than it now. is.” The opinion of the British 
minister was, that the intercourse referred to, whether re- 
newed or not, should remain as free-as it then was to both 
Governments, to.adopt, from time to time, such commer- 
cial regulations as either State may deem to be expedient 
for its own interests, consistently with the obligations of 
existing treatics. Mr. McLane considered, as every other 
man would, that these words, if not altogether nugatory 
and out of place, seemed rather to apprehend some evil, 
not understood or explained, from advantages to be con- 
ferred upon our trade by Great Britain. That our com- 
mercial intercourse ‘* with allother parts of the British do- 
minions, ” was either regulated by convention with Great 
Britain, or was absolutely prohibited by act of Parliament, 
saving the right of the British King, by order in council, 
to open the colonial ports, as occasion should require. — 

Ihave now, Mr. President, gone through all the points’ 
of construction settled between the two Governments, so 
far asthe act of Congress of 29th May, 1830, called for 
construction in the opinion of the negotiators. As to the 
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exceptiontaken by the Senator from Maine, [Mr.Spxacvz, ]| regulating the intercourse with the West India colonies of 


to the notification -given by the British Government of its Great Britain was rejected by the Senate, I invite the ate 
intention to modify the then existing scale: of duties, with | tention of the Scnate, for the purpose | of showing what 
a view to foster interests which had grown up incidentally | were the. views of some of „the eminent, men of that day 
in some of the colonies, it being no part of “the arrange-| upon. some of the points of this discussion. The twelfth 
ment,” Ishall postpone the consideration of it untill ar-| article of that. treaty: pperied to our. vessels not.exceeding 
rive at another part of. my argument, and proceed to séventy tons-burden, an’ intercourse direct between. the 
examine the broad. and bold declaration of an honorable [British West India islands and the United ‘States during 
Senator, (Mr. Hormes,] that by this arrangement every | the war, (then existing between England and France,) and 
demand ever made by this Government upon Great Bri-| for two. years afterwards. - The ‘cargoes of such: ships 
tain, with respect to this intercourse; had been surren-| were to consist.of ‘any goods or merchandises being of 
dered. : i ; a ` {the growth, manufacture, or produce of the said States, 

For the purpose of ascertaining the accuracy of this| which itis or may.be lawful to carry to the said islands or 
declaration, 1 propose to go intoan examination of the his-| ports, from the said States, in British vessels. , 
tory of this trade, in order to show what has been demand-| The American ships and their cargoes tobe admitted 
ed by this Government, and what demands have been| into the said ports from the. United States were subjected 
surrendered, and by whom. Jn limine, sir, I must make| to no higher duties or charges than British vessels and 
my acknowledgments to a distinguished American states-| their cargoes coming from the United States to the same 
man, to whom certain letters originally published in this} ports. ; O S ‘ed 
country have been attributed, and which I tind repub-) A clause of the same article provides that American citi- 
lished in a London pamphlet, for many of the important] zens might purchase, load, and carry away from such Bri- 
facts connected with the history of the proceedings ofboth | tish ports and islands all such articles ; “being the growth, 
Governments on this subject. manufacture, or produce of the said islands, asmay now, 

One main object of European nations in planting colo-! by law, be carried from thence to the said States in British 
nies in this hemisphere, and in sustaining them at great] vessels.” Then followed a provision, requiring that such 
sacrifices of life and money, undoubtedly was to open new! American vessel should carry and land their cargoes in the 
channels of trade, to augment their exports, and to secure| United States only; and requiring further, that the United 
to the mother country the exclusive advantages of their; States should prohibit the carrying away any molasses, 
commerce. The Spaniards colonized South America, and| sugar, cocoa, or cotton, in American vessels, either from 
secured to themselves, for ages, the exclusive benefit. of} his Majesty’s islands, or from the United States, to any 
their colonies in trade and commerce. The Dutch acted] part of the world-except the United States, reasonable sea 
upon the same principle, and their views as to their exclu-j stores excepted. So careful was the British Government’ 
sive rightto monopolize the trade of their colonies in the] as to, the language of this article, in order to assert her 
West were carried so far as to put them under the go-| right of monopoly, as to commence the same with-the 
vernment of an exclusive company. ‘* The French colo-| words his Majesty ‘* consents,” and so with regard, to the 
ny of Canada (says Adam Smith) was, during the greater 
part of the last century, and some part of the present, un- 
der the government of an exclusive company. Other 
nations, (says the same author,) without establishing an 
exclusive company, have confined the whole commerce of 
their colonies to a particular part of the mother country.” 

The English, since the dissolution of the Plymouth com- 
pany, have left the trade-of their colonies free to be car- 
ried on with all the ports of the mother country. Each 
European nation, so far as 1 have been enabled to ascer- 
tain the fact, have, without distinction, and without com- 
plaint from any other European nation, held to the right of 
an exclusive monopoly to the trade of its colonies, and 
have refused an equal participation to any other country 
in the trade with them. . Hence, whatever trade has been 
allowed, has been considered a privilege, never granted, 
however, except upon some considerations connected 
with the interests either of the mother country. or the co- 
lonies. 

From the peace of 1783 to the adoption of the federal 
constitution, no effort seems to have been made by the 
United States to place this trade upon any other footing 
different from that upon which the English Government 
chose to place it. Within this period of time however, 
the British navigation laws were so far modified as to au- 
thorize the King in council to open the. colomal ports at 
his discretion. During this period, an attempt was made 
by Mr. Pitt to place the intercourse between the United 
States and Great Britain and her colonies upon terms of 
reciprocity, and for this purpose that statesman introduced 
a bill into Parliament. This measure failed, and its failure 
is attributed to the interference of a disaffected American 
citizen then in England. The first attempt made by this 
Government to place this intercourse upon a permanent 
basis, was during the administration of General Washing- 
ton. Hesent Mr. Jay, in 1793, charged-with instructions 
upon this and other important subjects; andto the arrange- 
ment made by Mr. Jay, although the article of the treaty 


East India possessions; all other articles contained in the 
treaty are clothed in the language of promise or agree- 
ment; and amongst all the complaints against this twelfth 
article; existing at that period, I have not been able to find 
one, grounded upon the fact that the negotiators on both 
sides considered the opening of these ports a privilege: 
It is the opinion of the distinguished American statesman 
to whom [have referred, that narrow as the terms of this- 
article were, they yet would have been accepted by the 
American Government, had not the ‘equivalent propos- 
ed as the price of the concession” been ‘*déemed quite 
disproportionate to therightso-derived.” The complaints 
of the day against the article of the treaty in question were, 
thatin time of war, which was then existing, and the ter- 
mination of which could not be seen, greater privileges 
would be enjoyed under the temporary proclamations of 
the colonial Governors than the article of the treaty ad- 
mitted. That the articles prohibited from exportation 
formed a valuable part of the trade of the United States. 
That cocoa was chiefly cultivated by the Spaniards. That 
our consumption was not equal to the importation and 
growth of the prohibited articles, &c. &e. i 
Sir, it has been said by the Senator from’ Maine, [Mr. 
Srragux,] that President Washington disapproved of this 
article. I infer the reverse from the fact that he submitted 
the treaty to the Senate for their sanction, without saying 
so. Had he disapproved of the treaty, it was entirely com- 
petent for him to have rejected it without'sending it to the 
Senate; and had he disapproved this article ‘of the treaty’ 
only, he would have informed the Senate of the fact when 
he communicated the treaty for ratification... But; sir, we 
have positive testimony on this point. : Judge Marshall, in 
his Life of Washington, says: “ Although. in the mind. of 
the President several objections to the treaty had occurred, 
they were overbalanced -by its advantages; and before 
transmitting itto the. Senate, he had resolved to ratify it, 
if approved by that. body. . It was fortunate for the coun- 


next article on the subject of the trade with the British - 
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try, however, that. the article was rejected. The war 
which was declared. by France against England in 1793, 
continued: for-nine years, and-all Europe was involved in 
it. This country occupied the position of a neutral na- 
tion; and as heutral ships could navigate the ocean with- 
out being liable to: dangers from capture or destruction, to 
which belligerents were subjected, and as the rates of in- 
surance upon the vessels of a neutral were then lower 
than those of a nation at war, American navigation was as 
much in demand as such a state of the world could make 
it. The West India ports were, from necessity, thrown 
open'to us. This war ended in 1802, but broke out again 


Indies.” ‘The convention of 1815 only admits such vessels 
in four of the principal settlements of the East Indies, viz. 
Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, and Prince of Wales’s island. 

Under the treaty of 1794, American citizens, withthe 
consent of the local Government, might go into the interior 
country for the purposes of trade, and this permission was 
given, and our traders enjoyed the benefit of it. Thecon- 
vention of London contains no such privilege. p 

The treaties of 1794 and of 1815 both forbid American 
vessels from carrying on the coasting trade in the’ East In- 
dies. But the former declared that “vessels going with 
their original cargoes, or part thereof, from one port of 


the ‘following year; and down to the commencement ofj discharge toanother, are not to. be considered as carrying 


that system of unjust retaliation, so injurious to. neutral 
commerce, adopted by British orders in council and French 
imperial decrees, this country enjoyed the advantages, and 
gathered the rich fruits of a neutral commerce, for a long 
. period of years: For, excepting the short period of peace 
which followed the treaty of Amiens, (when England again 
resorted to. the enforcement. of her colonial system, ) the 
most commercial ‘nations of Europe were engaged in fla- 
grant.anddreadful war. Thiscountry, during that period 
of time, enjoyed a more. prosperous and enriching com- 
merce, than the history of the world has assigned to any 
other nation, for a similar period of time, in any age.” 

Sir, the Senator from Maine has exhibited a statement of 
the amount of American tonnage ‘employed in each year, 
for.a long period-of years, for the purpose of showing. in 
disparaging contrast its condition at those several periods, 
with its condition since the late arrangement. ` He also at- 
tributes to the laws of Congress imposing discriminating 
tonnage duties upon foreign vessels and their cargoes, pass- 
ed in 1789 and 1790, the virtue of having given the impe- 
tus to this long course of prosperous trade. Those duties 
were laid, Mr. President, for the purpose of raising money 
to meet the debts of the revolution, and the current de- 
mands of the Government, and were in truth paid by Ame- 
rican citizens, who consumed the articles imported. The 
British Government resorted. to countervailing discrimina- 
ting’ duties, and even went beyond the measure of exact 
retaliation. And the West India consumers paid that duty. 
If any: benefit in trade was intended by our discrimina- 
tions, thgt object. was defeated by the countervailing dis- 
criminations of Great Britain. No, sir, it was the general! 
war in-which other portions of the trading world were in- 
volved, which, though a terrible scourge to them, heaped 

_ these great blessings upon us: and by referring to this fact; 
as astandard, the Senator from Maine will readily and 
truly account for the state of our tonnage, as exhibited in 
his statement. 

A further attempt to place this trade upon a permanent} 
footing, by.treaty with the British Government, was made} 
in 1807, and proved unsuccessful; and here Mr. Jefferson! 

took the course with regard to the. treaty transmitted to} 

him by “Messrs. Monroe and Pinckney, which General! 
Washington would, have done with regard to Mr. Jay’s; 
treaty, had he disapprovéd it. Mr. Jefferson rejected the 
treaty without consulting the Senate, on the ground that: 
it contained no regulation upon the subject. of impressing! 
American seamen. |The treaty, however, contained no; 
arrangement as to the colonial trade. 
~No further. measures for the sole object of securing par- 
ticipation in this trade, were resorted to by this country | 
until 1815; and the convention of London, made in that 
year, declares that the intercourse between the United; 
States and the British, possessions in the West Indies and on 
the continent of North America, shall not be-affécted by it. 

_ But, sir, that convention does-contain a provision plac- 
ing our trade-with the British East India possessions upon | 

` amuch worse footing than it was placed by Mr. Jay’s treaty. 

The thirteenth article of the treaty of 1794 admits the 
vessels.of the-citizens of the United States into ‘all the 
seaports and harbors-of the British territories in the East} 


on the coasting trade.” The latter confers this privilege 
(limiting it to the four enumerated ports) to such vessels of 
the United States as shall, in the first instance, have pro- 
ceeded to one of the enumerated settlements. To enjoy 
this privilege now, a vessel must sail from the United States 
direct to one of those named ports. Under Mr. Jay’s 
treaty, an American vessel could go to Amsterdam, take 
specie, and from thence to any port in the British East In- 
dies. Under the convention of 1815, if specie is wanted 
for.that trade, and cannot be obtained here upon as good 
terms as it canin Amsterdam, the American vessel, after 
going. thither and taking in specie, must return to the 
United States, and go from hence to one of the named 
ports. Jam thus particular, Mr. President, in pointing 
out these differences, because I shall hereafter be enabled 
to show that the course of restriction so much resorted 
to by this Government, under the idea of forcing open the 
West India ports, has been also prompted by a desire to 
effect a change in the convention of London, with regard 
to the East India intercourse. Mr. Adanis, in his letter of 
5th October, 1816, directed to the then Secretary of State, 
says (with regard to the convention of 1815): ‘The 
benefit of the convention to us, if any, is in the India trade: 
but as its duration is to be short, the only chance of hav- 
ing it renewed at the end of its four years with additional 
articles of more liberality, will be effective, counteracting 
regulations in respect to the commerce in the British 
colonics in the West Indies.” 

After the peace of Europe was restored, and an end 
was put to the late war in which we had been engaged 
with Great Britain, it was perceived that the nations of 
Europe would set themselves seriously to work to repair 
the ravages to which their belligerent condition had for so 
many years subjected them; that Great Britam would again 
resort to all her accustomed means to extend her com- 
merce and navigation; and that she would not overlook 
ber colonial system, which not only secured to her a mono- 
poly in trade, but.which also secured to her a nursery for 
seamen, and an efficient mean of perpetuating her naval 
power. In this state of things, my venerable friend from 
Maryland, [Mr. Smiru,] whose experience had learned 
him rightly to appreciate the skill of our seamen and ship- 
builders, and the enterprise of our merchants, whose long 
observation of and actual participation in trade had assur- 
ed him that the. United States, upon equal terms, had 


i nothing to fear from the competition of the whole world 


upon the -ocean, made an appeal to the commercial chi- 
valry of all nations, by submitting to Congress a plan for 
rendering the trade of the world as free asair. This plan 
was. adopted, and a law of Congress passed on the 3d of 
March, 1815, declaring ‘that so much of the several acts 
imposing duties on the tonnage of ships and vessels, and 
on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United 
States, as imposes a discriminating duty of tonnage be- 
tween foreign vessels and vessels of the United States, 
and between goods. imported into the United States in 
foreign vessels and vessels of the United States, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed, so-far as the same respects 
the produce or manufacture of the nation to which such 
foreign ships or vessels may belong.” 
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ffect with regard| extent that they were then enjoyed by the vessels of Eu- 
ropean nations, and to give a partial admission:of our ves- 
sels to the island of ‘Bermuda and to Turk’s Islatid; and a 
draught of four. articles was handed'to Mr. Adams, express- 
ing these.views.in detail, upon which, in the sime letter, he , 
‘says: I do not think it possible to make any thing out of 
these-articles, to whichTcan, undermy present instructions, 
agree.” -A copy of these’ articles ‘this minister enclosed 
to the Secretary of State, and asks for immediate further 
instructions. 7 ” E er N 
. F must request thé attention of the Senate to` the terms 
proposed in these articles, in order that we may see how 
far the British Government had relaxed: their determina- 
tions with regard to this intercourse since‘1794, in, this 
their second offer of arrangement by treaty; for it is to be‘ 
manifestation by legislative authority, on the part of the/remarked that these articles -contain the only terms pro- 
United States, of a desire to’place the navigation of the posed by Great Britain for regulating. by convention this 
world upon a footing- of perfect equality.. When I say | trade since the period of Mr. Jay’s treaty. « It-will be use- 
that the principles of this act have been.extended in tréa-| fulalso to inquire how far these terms were acceptable to 
ties formed since that period, L meàn that the act inques-|the United States. —— x . 
tion confines the foreign ship to the importation of the] By thefirst article, his Britannic Majesty consents, “That 
produce or manufacture of fhe nation to which the ship be-| any sloop, schooner, or other vessel whatever, not having 
longs. ‘The treaties with Guatemala, and some other Pow-| more than one deck, and owned and navigated by subjects 
ers, made by the late administration, do not contain this| of the United States, may import into any of the free ports 
restriction. Undoubtedly could the principles of that lawj in his Majesty’s possessions in the West Indiés, from the 
be thus extended, and the more important commercial| United States, any of the articles enuimerated in the above 
nations of the world be induced to adopt reciprocal méa-| act, (45th Geo. 3d,) being of the growth or production of ` 
sures, the navigation of this country would be greatly ex-|the United States; and any coin, bullion, diamonds, and : 
tended. A i precious stones, and the said articles being of the growth 
But, Mr, President, my dbject, in this part of my argu-| or production of the United States; and also all other arti- 
menit, is to show what has heretofore been demanded. by | cles imported-into the said free ports by virtue of this con- 
this country, and what has heretofore been offered by the} vention, from the United States, shall be subject, in all re- 
British Government in reference to the colonial trade. _| spécts, to the same rules, regulations, and-restrictions, and 
Soon after the convention of 1815, Mr. Madison directed] shall enjoy the same advantages as to re-exportation as 
Mr. Adams, then in London, to open a negotiation with] are now: applied to similar articles when imported by au- 
the British Government, upon several subjects, the colo-| thority of said act from-any other foreign country, and 
nial trade included. Mt. Adams, with his accustomed dili-| re-exportcd from the said possessions of his Majesty.” 
gence, followed up these instructions, declaring to the]. By this article, his Britannic Majesty further consented, 
British Government, on the 17th September, 1816, the| that any vessel of the United States, as before described, 
following sentiments: “ Inthe amendments proposed, they| might export from any of the said ports to the United 
(United States) do not contemplate any interference on| States, rum produced in any British colony or possession 
their part with the colonial monopoly of Great Britain. It/and all manner of goods, wares, and merchandise, which 
is not asked that she (Great Britain) should renouncé the| had been degally imported into the said free ports, except 
right of prohibiting the importation into her colonies from | masts, yards, or bowsprits, pitch, tar, and turpentine, and. 
the United States of whatever articles she may think fit, | also, except such iron.as should have been brought from 
but that the commerce which for their and her own advan-| the British colonies or plantations in América: (°°: "+ 
tage Great Britain allows between them and the United] It was proposed to add to the articles enumerated in the 
States, should be placed on the same footing of recipro-|above cited act of Parliament, tice, grain, and flour; and 
city as the direct trade between Great Britain and the| these, too, might be imported in American vessels of one- 
United States was intended to be placed by the convention| deck into the enumerated free ports: The facilities grant- 
of 3d July, 1815.7 0 ed by the proposed convention to vessels of this country 
The next month, however, Mr. Adams, ina letter to the in these ports were to be reciprocally granted to British 
Secretary of State, says: ‘* There is no reason to expect} vessels of. a similar description, in the ports of the United 
that any departure from the policy already determined | States; and if further facilities during the existence of the 
upon [by Great Britain] will take place.” And further—| proposed convention should be afforded to American yes- 
“ Any measures in the spirit and with the object of those} sels by Great Britain, reciprocal advantages were to be 
proposed at the last session (viz. countervailing restraints] | given to British vessels in our ports. ; : 
and then postponed, may be now adopted without hesita-| It was also proposed that articles imported into the said 
tion. - My own entire conviction is that the operation of] free ports of the United States should pay the same duties 
such measures, if successful, will be the only possible means| as should be made payable upon similar articles imported . 
of convincing this Government of the expediency of relax-|thither from any other foreign country, and the same rule 
ing from the rigor of their exclusive colonial system.” | was to be applied by the United States in regard to all 
Mr. Adams, in this letter, expresses the opinion that the/duties chargeable upon articles . under’ the ‘proposed 
result of the equalization of duties would be to the advan-| convention, exported: from the said ports of the United 
tage of Great Britain, and to our disadvantage. ~ But, says] States. But the King of Great Britain reserved expressly 
he, ‘the principle was sanctioned by an act of Congress|to himself the right to impose higher duties ‘upon all arti- 
before the convention of 3d July, 1815, was negotiated.” | cles allowed to: be imported into the said free ports -from 
We learn from another letter of the same minister, of] the United States, or kom any other foreign country, than 
the 20th March, 1817; that he had had an interview with| were or might be chargeable upon all similar articles when 
Lord Castlereagh, and was by him informed that the British |imported from any af his Majesty’s possessions, 
Government was not yet prepared to abandon their anciént} The second article of these proposals related to our in- 
colonial system, but they were willing to extend to the|tercourse with Bermuda. : $ ec: 
United States the benefits of the free port acts to the same 


Vor, VIIE —46 ` . 


This repeal, Mr. President, went into e i à 
to any foreign nation, whenever the President of the Unit- 
ed States should’ be -satisfied-that the discriminating or 
countervailing duties of ‘such foreign nation, so far as they 
operated to the disadvantage of the United States, had 
been, abolished. This law, sir, was submitted by our 
ministers at London, asthe proposed basis, on the part of 
‘the ‘United States, of the commercial treaty about.to be 
formed in 1815. ‘It was accepted by Great Britain, so 
far as her European possessions were concerned, but re- 
jected so far as it applied to‘her colonies. ` ey een BS 

Now, sir, although thé principles of this act have been’ 
extended in treaties mote recently formed with countries 
of minor importance in.a commercial point of view, yet 
the act of Congress of 1815 was the first authoritative 


_ The third to Turk’s Island, - U BPN 
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` “The fourth to the: navigation.of, the lakes, rivers, and 
water: communications, . the middle. of. which formed the 
boundary. ‘between,:the- United States and the British 
American continental: possessions, and*to. trade and com- 
merce by, land -or)inland navigation. . This proposition, 
Mr: President, thus restricted, in terms, to vessels of a 
‘single deck, confining our trade to short voyagés, to cer- 
tain specified ports, and to enumerated articles, to articles 
the growth or production of the United States, to a direct 
trade, and expressly reserving to-Great. Britain -the right 
of imposing higher duties upon.articles allowed to be im- 
ported into the British free ports from the United States, 
or from any other foreign country, than were, or might 
be, chargeable upon similar articles when imported. from 
any of his Majesty’s possessions, was taken under advise- 
ment ‘by. the then administration of ‘this Government. 
The reasons which rendered the proposition ‘unacceptable 
to a highly respectable committee. of the House of Re- 
presentatives, to whom these articles were submitted 
without explanation by that administration, are given to 
us in a. report of that committee made on the 9th day of 
February; 1818.. After giving in detail a most gloomy 
picture of the state of the navigation of the United States 
as contrasted with that of Great Britain, employed in the 
trade; after showing that in 1815 the amount of duties 
on merchandise imported in American vessels, from .the 
British American colonies, bore a proportion to the amount 
of duties on importations from those colonies as one to 
four, and'in 1816. as one to-five and a. half, or as two to 
eleven, that the amount of merchandise transported. in. 
American vessels was two millions of dollars, whilst that 
transported in British vessels was eleven millions, (omit- 
ting fractions. in both instances,) the committee say: 
«s This intercourse appears to the committee in the worst 
possible state as. it regards the navigation of the United 
States, while. it is in the best for that of Great Britain.” 
After declaring that repeated and unavailing. applications 
had been made to the British Government toregulate this 
‘trade by convention, the report proceeds: ‘‘It is not, 
however, surprising that- they have been unsuccessful, 
‘since no adequate motive at present exists to induce Great 
Britain to arrange this. intercourse. by convention. The 
offer. contained in the articles annexed to this report, (the 
four articles contained in Lord Castlereagh’s proposition, ) 
the most rational and reciprocally advantageous of any 


ever made, may be considered as dictated by a spirit of 


accommodation which, under the pressure of adequate 
motives, might be fostered into a determination to grant 
all. we could reasonably ask, or they be expected to yield. 
The three first articles, with some practical modifications, 
would, by the. adaptation of our commercial laws to the 
stipulation-contained. in them, confining the commerce 
‘strictly to those articles which. Americans were permitted 
to. carry, .place the trade upon as favorable grounds 
as could be. expected. It would, no doubt, in. a. short 
time, be followed by a complete abandonment of the re- 
sidue of the. present jealous system of exclusion.” The 
committee, however, commend the prompt rejection of 
the proposition, because. the. fourth article authorized 
-British subjects to carry on trade with the Indians within 
_our jurisdiction, against the settled policy of the country. 
“This proposition, then, of Lord Castlereagh would 
‘have been acceptable to the committee of the-Housc of 
-Representatives, composed of gentlemen of great and 
_ acknowledged forecast_in affairs of commerce, but for 
“their belief that it was the intention of Great Britain’ to 
„claim a participation in the Indian. trade within our own 
Jimits.. ‘That the then administration had other objections 
to entering into the proposed arrangement, will be made 
evident. from the: fact that the British. ministry had dis- 
claimed any such construction or intention, and. this was 
known to that administration. . Mr. Adams, in a letter to 
Mr. Rush, ‘dated 1st December, 1818, acknowledges the 


receipt of a letter bearing date the 19th June preceding, 


enclosing his (Mr. Rush’s). correspondence with Lord 
Castlereagh, relative toa passage in a printed report of a 
committee of the House of Representatives to that body, 
mentioning the rejection by the President. of the four 
articles of which I have spoken, and approving that re- ` 


jection upon an idea entertained by the committee that 


the fourth of these articles would have interfered with the 
settled policy. of the United States, in relation to the In- 
dians within their limits. This letter proceeds: ** This re- 
mark of the committee appears to have affected the sen- 
sibility of the British cabinet upon two: grounds: first, as 
they considered that the rejection of those articles had not 
beén previously communicated to them; and, secondly, 
because they thought: that the article in question did not 
bear the construction, and they explicitly disclaimed the 
intention that it should bear such a construction as the 
committee of Congress thought applicable to it.” 

The same- letter. further proceeds to say, ‘that the 
committee drew their own conclusions upon the probable 
operation. of the articles, and particularly of the fourth. 
They were communicated to them without comment.on 
the part of the. Executive. They knew the articles had 
not been accepted, but the reasons of the non-acceptance 
had not been stated tothem. It is true that the article 
was the same which, at the negotiation of the commercial 
convention of 1815, had been offered by the. British pleni- 
potentiaries; that the objection to it, now suggested by 
the committee, had, at that time, been avowed by those 
of the United States; that the British plenipotentiaries did 
then disclaim the intention of giving it a construction 
which would import the admission of British traders to 
any intercourse with Indians within the territories of the 
United States, and did offer to introduce into the article 
any words which might be necessary to guard it against 
that construction; and that the article was then declined 
upon another ground.” Whether there was any objection 
on the: part of the administration of this Government, at 
that time, to the three first articles, I have not been able 
to discover, Nor do I find the other ground of objection 
to the fourth article any where specified. One thing is 
evident, viz. That the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the House of Representatives, in 1818, considered the 
terms offered, with some practical modifications, such as 
ought to have been accepted, and would so have report- 
ed, had they been informed of the true construction 
given to the fourth article by. the British Government. I 
pass over, without comment, Mr. President, the manner 
in which this proposition of the British minister was treat- 
ed by our own Government, and shall make no inquiry 
into the justness of the complaints of the English minis- 
try on that account. It appears that, although this propo- 
sition was communicated: in March, 1817, to our minister 
in London, the determination of the Executive of the 
United States was made known in England for the first 
time, through the: report ‘of the committee to which I 
have adverted. In consequence of the views taken in 
this report, founded upon a mistaken construction, a bill 
was reported by the committee, imposing burdensome 
charges upon the trade, if carried on in British vessels. 
And for the first time in the history of the Government 
of the United States, a law was passed during this session 
of Congress, for the purpose of meeting the British colo- 
nial system by direct and countervailing prohibition. ‘That 
act was passed on the 18th April, 1818; and notwith- 
standing all the complaints made by the late administra- 
tion, because the famous act of Parliament of 1825 was 
not communicated by the Government of Great Britain to 
that of the United States, Mr. Adams, in his letter of 21st 
of May, 1818, says in reference to the act of Congress 
of the 18th of April preceding, ‘Although no formal 
communication of this law to the British Government will 
be tiecessary, it may naturally be expected that it will be 
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noticed in your occasional conversations with Lord Castle- 
reagh.? That act élosed the ports of thé United States 
after the 30th September, 1818; against vessels owned by 
British subjects, coming from any port or place ina colony |: 
or territory of his Britannic . Majesty, which, by the ordi-. 
nary laws of navigation and tradé, were closed against 


trade in question, have been ‘explicitly ‘abandonéd 
those who first asserted them.” Gee Are 
The law of Congress of April, 1818, declaring “a non- 


vessels owned by citizens of the United States: In the} adverted to, failing: to produce the desired result, Gon- 


hope that some change had taken place in the policy of| assec 
; ine British cabinet in lation to this trade, and That the 1820, closed the ports of the United St 
act of Congress ‘would contribute to effect it, Mr. Rush|the 30th of September’ of that -year 
was instructed in May, 1818, to renew his efforts. And 
one would suppose from reading the correspondence 
which ensued between the two Powers through their. re- 
spective. agents, that both. were anxious to come to some 
arrangement, which should be mutually advantageous and 
satisfactory. To this end, after propositions had been 
submitted on both sides, Mr. Adams, by his letter. of 7th 
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Britain in the West Indies, or on the continent of Ame» 
rica south of the southern boundary of the United States, 
and not included-in the act of April,1818. “And British 
West Indian or North American produce was-allowed to 
be imported into the United States only direct from the 
May, 1819, directs Mr. Rush to submit.the draught of two | colony, province, plantation, island, possession, or place 
articles, by ‘way of compromise. By the first of these| of which it was wholly the growth, produce, or manufac- 
articles, the vessels of the United States, and.those of|ture.. In other words, the act of 1820 was, in the language 
Great Britain, were to have liberty to import into a great] of a‘statesman of that day, “fa non-intercourse in British 
number of British colonial ports (particularly named) | vessels with all the British. American colonies, and a prohi- 
certain enumerated articles, the growth, produce, or|bitionof all articles the produce of those colonies, ¢xcept 
manufacture of the United States, and any other articles, {the produce of each colony.imported directly from itself.” 
of the like growth, produce, or manufacture, the importa-| By this act bonds were required from British’ vessels 
tion of which should not be entirely prohibited. from sailing from the ports of this country not’ to land-their 
every other foreign country or place; and vessels of Great | cargoes in any British American colony. ` e ee 
Britain and of the United States were to be at liberty to} The intercourse continued upon this footing until 1822, 
export from the said ports.especially named to any of the | when Congress, by an act.of the 6th of May of that year, 
ports of the United States, rum, molasses, and salt, being |in anticipation, as it is said, of. a law about to, be passed 
of the growth, produce, or ranufacture of any of thejby the British Parliament, provided * that, on satisfac- 
above mentioned dominions, (British West India islands, ) | tory evidence being given to the President.that the. ports 
and any other articles of said growth, produce, or manu- |in the islands..or colonies in ‘the West Indies, under the 
facture, the exportation of which-to any other foreign 
country or place shall not be entirely prohibited. With 
regard to this portion of the first article, however, Mr. 
Rush was instructed so far to modify it, if desired by the 
British Government, as to restrict the trade to the articles 
of import and export particularly named. The vessels 
of either party employed in the trade by this article pro- 
vided for, were to be admitted into the ports of the other 
as above mentioned, without paying any other or higher 
duties or charges than those.payable in the same ports by 
the vessels of the other party, and they were at liberty 
respectively to touch during the same voyage at one or 
more of the above mentioned ports of the other party, to 
dispose -of their inward and take in outward cargoes. 
This article further proposed that there should be no dis- 
criminating duties upon any of the articles importable by 
virtue of the ‘proposed convention, whether imported 
directly between the United States and, the said ports, or 
vice versa, and when imported in a circuitous manner... I 
beg leave to call the particular attention of the Senate to 
the following proposed stipulation contained in this article: 
“No other or higher duties shall be charged upon any of 
the above mentioned articles, when imported, by virtue of 
this convention, into the United States, or into any of the 
ports aforesaid, than may be charged on similar articles 
when imported from any foreign country into the United 
States, or from any other country or place whatsoever, into 
the said ports. A 

Now, sir, I find this pretension nowhere set up by 
this Government. previous to the date of this letter, 
although it is inferred, from what has fallen. from an honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Czax,] on a former 


proclamation declaring that the ports of the United States 
should be’ thereafter opened to vessels of Great Britain 
employed in the trade and intercourse between the United 
States and such islands and colonies, subject to such re- 
ciprocal rules and restrictions as the President of the 
United States might; by such proclamation, make and 
publish.” The anticipated act of the British Parliament 
passed, authorizing, so far as the United States were con- 


lonial ports particularly named, and noné others, certain 
specified articles of merchandise. -Such articles as consist- 


in British vessels, from a colony in‘ North America to a 
colony in the West Indies. Besides, Mr. President, a 
vessel of the United States engaged in the trade was 
required to return with its cargo procured in a. Bri- 
tish colonial port, directly, and not otherwise, to -the 
United States; and the vessels of the United States were 
required to give an export bond to land their cargoes at 
the ports for which they were entered. The terms of 
this act of Parliament, incomparably more ‘unfavorable 
than those of the late ‘‘ arrangement,” were so. satisfac- 
tory to the then administration, that the President, on the 
24th of August, 1822, issued. his’ proclamation in virtue 
of the act of Congress, opening all the ports of the United 
States to British vessels engaged ‘in the trade between the 
1 United States and the several British colonial ports namedin 
occasion, that this pretension had been set up under. Mr. | the act of Parliament, imposing restrictions: requiring the 
Madison’s administration; yet I-cannot find it. If it. be| vessel to be British built; to be owned by a: British sub- 
true, then, that this-claim. was first made in 1819; and if|ject, to be navigated by a master and three-fourths of 
it be true that a Secretary of State is responsible .for\the crew who should also-be’ British subjects;: or the vés- 
instructions to our ministers abroad, then is the following | sel was required to havé been built in:the United States, 
language of Mr. Van Buren’s instructions to Mr. McLane |and the property of a British subject, to be navigated in 
founded in truth: **It should be sufficient that the claims the same manner. This proclamation also required that 
setup by them, and which caused the interruption of the | the cargo to be imported into the United States should be 


cerned, vessels of the United States to bring directly, and: 
not otherwise, from ports of the United States to certain co- 


ed of the productions of the United States were charged . 
with heavy duties.on their arrival; whilst the same articles . 
might be carried to the same ports, directly or indirectly, ` 


inst British vës- 
sels coming or arriving ‘by-sea from ány- port. or place in 
any island, colony, of territory, or possession ‘of Great. 


dominion of Great Britain, had been opened to the vessels. _ 
of the United States, he should be authorized. to issùe his’ 
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the growth, produce, or manufacture of the British islands | 


and. colonies: inthe “West. Indies, when imported from 
thence, and of the growth, produce, or manufacture of the 
British colonies..in.North America, when ‘imported from 
that: ‘quarter, Although it was alleged by Great Britain 
that there existed: no discriminating tonnage duties in the 
British colonies disadvantageous to the United States, 
the statement was denied by our Government, and. British 
ships were made liable, by treasury instructions to the col- 
lectors, to a discriminating tonnage duty of one-dollar-per 
ton, and the cargo to ten pér cent. ` This was a. subject 
of complaint on the part of Great Britain, and she fe- 
sortéd..to countervailing discriminations. , The famous 
elsewhere act of Congress of Ist March, 1823, was pass- 
ed, which I donot propose to notice further than to say 
that -this word, elsewhere, was not understood by Con- 
gress as it was afterwards interpreted by the administra- 
tion.’ For, sir, I have heard you [Mr. Smrra] declare, 
upon this floor, more than: once, that not a single member 
of the. Senate dreamed of setting up the pretension by 
this word implied. “The Executive, however, gave to 
this word a construction which recognised by law the 
pretension set upin Mr. Adams’s letter of 1819, requiring 
that American cargoes should be subject to no higher du- 
ties or charges on entering a British colonial port, than 
similar catgoes in British vessels should be subject to when 
coming: from any other place whatsoeyer, These words, 
any other place, were intended to include British colonies 
themselves., What.would gentlemen say if Great Britain 
should demand that her vessels and cargoes should enter 
at Pensacola upon the same footing with American vessels 
and their cargoes sailing from New-York to the same 
place? It would be denounced as the most imprudent of 
all pretensions.. And yet shall we require that our ves- 
rels shall carry on a trade upon the same terms with a 
British vessel sailing from Halifax or- Bermuda to that 
place?.. The negotiations, which followed the passage of 
this, law, were. unsuccessful, though continued down to 
the year 1825, when a new era, with regard to this long 
agitated subject, was opened, by the passage of three 
acts. of Parliament, in the months of June and July of 
that year; As all subseqúent negotiations have had an 
express reference to these acts, their substance will be 
collected from the view I am now about to take, for the 
purpose of showing that so far ftom abandoning every 
claim set up by this Government, in the late arrangement, 
this administration has succeeded, and secured by the ar- 
rangement every demand which had not been explicitly 
abandoned. by their predecessors.. In connexion with 
this view of the subject, I must be permitted to notice the 
remarks which fell from an honorable Senator [Mr. 
Wenstzr] atan early period of the session. I will read 
his words so faras J intend to notice them. “* Some. time 
since, measureshad been taken, and negotiations entered 
into, the object of. which was to place our commercial in- 
tercourse with the British American colonies on terms of 
reciprocal advantage. This negotiation had failed, and 
the endeavors to make such arrangements, and fix the du- 
ties, on either part, on some equal terms, so that the duties 
jmposed on American vessels entering the British colonial 
` ports should. be no, higher than those imposed on their 
own vessels, were then ineffectual... The object. of that 
“proposed arrangement was for the benefit of commerce 
as well as navigation. ‘The British Government, not con- 
‘senting to. comply with terms which that administration 
considered just and necessary, the navigation was, by di- 
‘rection of the Executiye, abandoned: since which period,- 


- no arrangement bad been completed, in conformity with 
"instructions given by the Government here to the minister 
‘at the court of St. James; given, sir, in terms and in a tem- 
per which may véry properly become the subject of pub- 
‘Jic examination and comment here.” - 

Tf these remarks were intended to convey insinuations 


beyond. their literal’expression, or if any of them are lia- 
ble to more ‘than one interpretation, I shall not make a 
single comment on. that account. My solé objectis to 
develop. facts and detect misapprehension. That public 
fame, which those engagedin this negotiation have ac- 
quired by patriotic efforts for a long period of years, is 
not to be destroyed in the eyes of the American people by 
insinuation. I will proceed to show—~ rt as 

1. ‘That the late administration alone. did not endeavor 
to make arrangements and fix. the duties, on either part, 
on some equal basis, so that vessels entering the British 
colonial ports should pay no higher duties than those im- 


| posed on their own vessels; but that the present adminis- 


tration endeavored to. do, and, in fact, accomplished the 
same upon those terms which the late Executive conceived 
to be just and necessary... ` ‘5 

2. The navigation was not abandoned by the direction 
of the late F.xecutive, but was held in negotiation, and 
constantly solicited from the Government of Great Britain. 

3. The arrangement subsequently made by the present 
administration was upon precisely the same terms as those 
conceived to'be just and necessary, and offered by their 
predecessors after, by having abandoned all others, they 
had left nothing else to be demanded. 

I will begin, sir, with the mission of Mr. Gallatin. The 
question is not whether he was properly instructed, buthow 
he was.instructed, and what he did, and in what state the 
late administration left, and the present found, the nego- 
tiation for the colonial trade. The first instructions to 
Mr. Gallatin-—I refer, of course, to published documents-— 
are dated the 19th June, 1826. In these, he was inform- 
ed—‘* Mr. Rush, in the progress of his negotiation, at the 
third conference, offered two articles for the regulation 
of this trade, which were not accepted by the British 
plenipotentiaries. These articles embraced three leading 
principles: First, That there’ should be a mutual aboli- 
tion of all discriminating or alien duties, so as to place 
British and American vessels employed in the trade, and 
their cargoes, on à footing of perfect equality; second, 
That the: productions of the United States, admitted into 
a British colony, should be subjected to no higher duties 
than similar productions of another British colony; and, 
third, That the trade should remain restricted, as it then 
was, by the acts of Congress and Parliament, according to 
which it was limited to a direct intercourse.” 

This opportunity thus presented for a favorable adjust- 
ment of the trade, was lost, the administration rejecting 
the terms, we are warranted in. deeming favorable, be- 
cause subsequently adopted, as appears by the following 
paragraph of these instructions: ‘You will observe that 
the instructions now given respecting the colonial trade 
amount to an authority, on the part of this Government, to 
you, to agree in substance to the modification of Mr. 
Rush’s proposal which was required by the British pleni- 
potentiaries. You will endeavor to make a lively impres- 
sion on the British Government of the conciliatory spirit 
of that of the United States, which has dictated the pre- 
sent liberal offer; and of their expectation to meet, in the 
progress of your negotiations, with a corresponding 
friendly disposition. The object of this part of your 
instructions may be accomplished, either by inserting the 
articles respecting the colonial trade in the general con- 
yention for regulating the commerce between the two 
countries, which would be their most fit position, or ina 
separate convention. Whether the two articles proposed 
by Mr. Rush, or the two first. proposed by the British 
plenipotentiaries, or others differently constructed, should 
be inserted in the convention which you are empowered 
to conclude, will depend upon the footing on which you 
may ultimately agree, under your instructions, to place 
the colonial trade. If you should not be likely to bring 
your negotiations, on the entire subject of the commerce 
between the two countries and their respective territories, 
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to.a conclusion, ‘in. time tô'present the convention, in 
which .it is expected they. will issue, to Congress during” 
its next session, .it will be desirable, and you are accord- 
ingly directed to endeavor to make a separate arrange- 
ment of the colonial question, so as toenable the President 
át least to pregent that, before the adjournment. As to 
the duration of any general or particular-commercial con- 
vention, to which you may agree, it may be limited toa 
period of about ten years; to which it is adyisable to add 
an aiticlée similar tothe eleventh article ‘of our Danish- 
treaty, stipulating that the-convention: shall continue in 
force beyond the particular. period agreed-upon, until one 
party notify the other, in writing, of his desire to. put an 
end to it.” : a ae Nae 

This retraction came too late; and though every argu- 
ment of the greatest persuasion, and which, -if I was dis- 
posed to imitate the example of the Senator from Maine, 
1 might déenominate by aharsherterm, the British Govern- 
ment, in ‘a tone not.merely of defiance, but in the last de- 
gree offensive, at least as much’so as the biting sarcasm of 
Mr. Canning could make it, shut the door of negotiation, 
and peremptorily refused to open it. 

Neither the tone nor the indignity of this outrage pass- 
ed unheeded by the administration; and by the second set 
ofinstructions furnished Mr. Gallatin, November 11th, 1826, 
the feelings of the administration were fully manifested. 

They had no alternative but to stop; and accordingly 
Mr. Gallatin was informed—‘‘As the only alternative which 
the course adopted by that Government has left, the Pre- 
sident has determined to give a signal proof of his anxious 
wish to preserve a good understanding between the two 
Governments, by laying the whole of the correspondence 
which has passed between them on this subject, including 
the instructions of our séveral ministers at the court of St. 
James, before Congress, at its next session.. The wisdom 
of that body, in the actual state of things, is alone compe- 
tent to decide whether the colonial intercourse shall re- 
main closed, according to the pleasure of the British Go- 
vernment, as manifested in the late order in council, and 
whether that portion of it left open by the order shall re- 
‘main open; or on what conditions, compatible with the 
interests of the people of the United States, Congress is 
willing the trade should be placed. i ` ’ 

“ You will accompany the communication of the sub 
stance of this despatch, or the substance of.such part of it 
as you may not have anticipated in any answers to Mr. 
Canning’s note, presented from yourself to the British. 
Government, with the assurance that, notwithstanding 
their present decision, the Government of the United 
States, at all times hereafter, will be ready, at Washing- 
ton or at London, to treat’of the colonial intercourse when- 
ever it may be their desire or inclination to negotiate on 
that subject.” ` ` 

1f the matter had ended here, then there might have 

been some pretence for saying that the navigation had 
been ‘ abandoned” by the direction of the Executive. 
__ After this, however, the late administration laid the 
whole case before Congress, as Mr. Gallatin wasinstructed 
to inform the British Government they would do, and 
that body rose without passing any law on the subject. 

In the last attempt made under’ the instructions of No- 
vember, 1826, the difficulty was, that our Government in- 
sisted upon. an arrangement by treaty, and Great Britain 
upon regulating the trade by mutual legislation: on-every 
other point we had waived our previous pretensions; this 
alone remained—and we stood pledged: by our instruc- 
tions to Mr. Gallatin, communicated to Mr. Canning, ‘not 
to move again until the British Government should renew. 
the negotiation at Washington. ` In this event [if Great 
Britain would négotiate’at Washington, ] the navigation 
was not “abandoned”? by the direction; of the Executive, 
but reserved merely for the action of the British Govern- 
ment, ‘The insolence of Mr. Canning’s tone was sufficient 


to remove it from about the palace. of St. James, after the, 
door had been siut injufiously in our face; but we retieat- 
ed, saying to “Mr. Canning--notwithstanding ‘your dis- 
courtesy; if you will come to. our house, we will, rather 
than abandon the navigation, treat with-you again. 


- Congress having risen’ without: legislating, Mr. Adams 


issued his proclamation, réviving the laws interdicting the 
trade’ with’ the’ British free ports; and ‘so the “trade ‘was: 
closed: and, if he had’ stopped’ ‘here,’ there would”! 
been a pretence for 
the navigation. ` 


would: have 
abandoning,” being forced to do .s0,. 


But the late administration did‘not contintie even in this 
mood. long, and, on the 11th April, 1827, furnished Mr. 
Gallatin further instructions, ‘authorizing him to announce 
to the British ‘Government the acquiéscence of this in the 
proposition that the colonial trade should be regulated by 
law, and to ascertain the disposition of the British Go- 
vernment to open the trade by separate acts of regulation! 
This, too, after their prévious stand, and before: Great 
Britain had made any overture for negotiation! ` 

Here was no abandonment, surely; on the contrary, a 
rettewal of the negotiation for the trade on the British 
Government’s own terms, and ‘after she had peremptorily 
refused to negotiate, and béfore she had signified. the 
slightest disposition to renew the affair at Washington. 

Why this gracious advance was unnoticed, does not ap- 
pear from the published correspondence. It is enough 
for our present purpose that it was made. But we should 
not forget to inquire how it was made, when the “ volun- 
tary abandonment” of the past is, with disingenuous disre- 
gard of fact, set in strong contrast with the ‘ supplicatory 
tone” of the present administration. Saale Se ae 

Instead of remaining on our ground. until Great Britain 
renewed the negotiation at Washington, or atoned. for 
Mr. Canning’s letter, we crossed the water, and once 
more knocked at the door of the palace of St. James!— 
knocked at that door to reiterate our former demands, on 
which we had already solemnly declared we would abide? 
No such thing. To announce our determination to aban- 
don the navigation which we could not now accept with- 
out the sacrifice of our national honor and dignity? ` No 
such thing. We knocked at the door of the palace of St. 
James, to make known our willingness to accept,.and invite 
Great Britain to allow us to.accept, those very terms which 
we had refused to take, before that door-of the palace of 
St. James had been unceremoniously shut in our facet! 

For, in the last letter of instructions to’Mr, Gallatin, 
dated 11th April, 1827, immediately on the heels of the 
proclamation of 17th March preceding, he was instructed 
to inform the British Government that we would waive 
our former objection, that we ourselves preferred an ar- 
rangement by law to one by treaty; and he was express- 
ly directed to communicate to the British Government 
that ‘the President is willing to recommend to Con- 
gress, at its next session, Ist, to suspend, as to the British 
Government, the alien duty on vessels and cargo, and to 
allow the entry into our ports of British vessels laden with 
the same kinds of British or British colonial: produce‘as 
American vessels can lawfully import, the British. vessel 
paying no higher charges, of any kind, than American 
vessels are, under the same circumstances, bound -to pay: 
and, 2dly, to abolish the’ restrictions contained in the act 


fof the Ist March, 1823, confining the trade to‘a‘direct in- 


tercourse between the colonies andthe United States;-the 
effect of which will be to leave Great Britain in the exclu- 
sive. possession: of the circuitous trade’ between. the United 


Kingdom and.the United States, through: the British colo- 


nies. - -You-will inquire whether, if Congress should: pass 
a law to the above effect, the-order‘in council of July last 
will be revoked; thé discriminating duties, operating to 
the: disadvantage -of our vessels in the British colonia 
ports, will be’ abolished; and our vessels-suffered to enjoy 
the privileges of trade and’ intercourse, according to the 
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kind of British. colonial’ produce a5 may be imported in 
American vessels, the vessels of both countries paying the 
same charges, suspending the alien duties on British ves- 
sels and cargoes, and abolishing the restrictions in the act 
of Congress of 1823, to the direct intercourse between 
the United States and the British colonies; and that such 
a` law should be immediately followed by a revocation 
of the British order’ in council, of 27th of July, 1826, 


enactments of the act.of Parliament of. the Sth’ of July, 
1825:” and. the instructions then proceed—**Should ‘the 
intercourse be, opened.on the.above* conditions, the Ame- 
rican. -Goyernment., will. have waived the demand here- 
tofore made, that.our. produce should be received into the 
British colonial ports, paying:no higher duties than similar 
produce pays in those..ports when imported ‘from other 
ports of the British possessions. We should have regard- 0 , 
ed the.above inquiry altogether unnecessary, and that, as ithe abolition or suspension of all discriminating duties on 
a matter of course, the privileges of the act of Parliament | American véssels in the British colonial ports, and the en- 
would be extended to our navigation, upon the passage of |joyment by the Unitéd States of the advantages of the act 
such an act of Congress as the President now offers to re-|of Parliament of the 5th July, 1825. ` ; 
commend, but for the declaration contained in Mr. Can-| Now, Mr. President, let me inquire in what these pro- 
ning’s note of. 11th September last. According to that |positions of Mr. Gallatin and Mr. McLane differ. f 
declaration, the British Governinent .anriounced, that  af-| Both propositions claim to enjoy the privileges of trade 
ter having. been compelled to apply to any country.the |and intercourse according to the enactments of the act of 
interdict prescribed by. the act of 1825,. it cannot hold it- |Parliament of the 5th July, 1825. 

self bound to remove the interdict, as.a matter. of course, | Both propose to comply with the conditions of that act 
whenever it may happen tọ suit the convenience of the |of Parliament by a law of the United States. 

foreign Government to reconsider the measure by which] Both propose to open the ports of the United States to 
the application. of that interdict was occasioned.’ ” British vessels allowing the entry into such ports of British 

‘The directions in these instructions were communicated | vessels laden with such British produce as American ves- 
to the:British Government by. Mr. Gallatin, in his two let-|sels might import, paying the same charges. 
ters to Lord Dudley, of 4th of June and 17th of August,} Both propose suspending all alien or discriminating 
1827. duties. ` : 

How these were received, the Senate may know by re-| Both propose to abolish the restrictions contained in the 
ferring to Mr. Gallatin’s letter to. Mr. Clay of 14th Sep-|act of Congress of March, 1823, which confined the trade 
tember, 1827,:and. Lord Dudley’s letter to Mr. Gallatin, |to a direct intercourse between the British colonies and 
of 1st October, 1827. + the United States. 

` The substance. was, that Great Britain declined acting}. Now, to this proposition made by Mr. McLane, he ad- 
until a law should be passed, which she might judge. hered to the letter, nevei claiming an iota beyond it. 

To Mr. Gallatin succeeded Mr. Barbour, at the court of | And be it especially noted, he convinced Great Britain that 
St. James; (I pass over Mr. King;) and, although his in-|it was the interest of both nations to accomplish the ar- 
structions have not been made public, I suppose there can |rangement it contemplated, and he did accomplish it. It 
be little doubt that he was directed to sound Great Britain | was all that was left--even it had been refused, and yet he 
upon the subject, and, if he found her disposed ‘to nego- | obtained it. 
tiate, to renew Mr. Gallatin’s proposition. f ` The proposition was just and necessary in the opinion 

In 1829, Mr. McLane succeeded Mr. Barbour. of the late Executive, for he and his administration had 

‘On his arrival in London, as appears from his corre- |made it—and, certainly, if.it were not inglorious in the 
spondence, he renewed the proposition substantially, and | late administration to. fail with such a proposition, it can- 
almost in: words “the same as Mr. Gallatin had made it. |not be so for the present to have succeeded in it. 

Mr. Gallatin, in his letter of 17th August, 1827, to Lord] The President issued his proclamation to carry the ar- 
Dudley, says: “< The President of the United States is wil- [rangement into effect; both parties understanding that 
ling to recommend to Congress, at its next session, 1st, to|the principles of the British act of 1825 were adopted by 
open again the ports of the United States to British ves-{it. The British order in council shows, conclusively, that 
sels coming from the British colonies, allowing the entry, [such was the understanding of the British Government. 
into the said ports, of British vessels ladén with such Bri-| Butit has been followed by new regulations affecting 
tish produce or produce of the British colonies as American |our navigation. Now, when the British Government as- 
vessels can lawfully import, without paying any alien or [sented to the proposed arrangement, they reserved this 
discriminating duties, and on payment only of the same, |right; and Mr. McLane’s letter, communicated to the Se- 
and no higher duties or charges ofany kind, on either ves-|nate, but confidentially, and afterwards published, states 
sels or cargoes, than are, under the same circumstances, |this fact. Here was the opportunity for gentlemen to have 
payable by the American vessels or cargoes; 2dly, to|found fault. Why did they authorize the proclamation of 
abolish the restriction contained in the act of Congress ofthe President, if they believed the arrangement had been 
March, 1823, which confines the trade to a direct inter- {made at any sacrifice of the national honor, and suffer the 
course between the British colonies and the United States. [arrangement to be carried into effect? Why not then stop 
The effect of this measure.will be to leave Great Britain |and vindicate’ our national character? . 

in the exclusive possession of the circuitous trade between | Mr. McLane, in his letter of the 20th August, 1830, to 
the United Kingdom and the United States, through the|Mr. Van Buren, accompanying the arrangement, says: 
British colonies. — All the provisions in former acts of the|‘* Though it may be probable that the schedule of duties 
American Government which had been deemed objection- |adopted:contemporaneously with the act of Parliament of 
able. by that of his Majesty, will thereby be repealed. |the 5th July, 1825, will be hereafter modified, the effect 
The condition contemplated by the act of Parliament, (of |must be the more severely felt by the West Indian planter, 
1825,) as it is now understood, will be fulfilled.” already overburdened, than by our merchant; and in 

I might now stop, and ask the Senator from Maine, [Mr. |this there is a safe guaranty against any excessive al- 
Hoxmzs, ] who has surrendered every demand ever- made jteration. There is good reason to believe, moreover, that 
by this Government? ` eae such modification, whenever it shall be made, will consist 

Now, sir, I will show you the proposition. submitted bylin reducing the duty on some important articles, while it 
Mr. McLane. That gentleman proposed * that the Bessey inciease itin others, and that our trade, in the aggre- 
vernment of. the United States: should now comply with | gate, will not be materially affected. This modification, 
the conditions of the act of Parliament of July. 5th, 1825, |however, is not a part of the present arrangement,- and 
by an express law opening their- ports for the admission of; will therefore depend upon future contingencies, of 
British vessels, and by allowing their entry with the same ¡which each nation will be free to take advantage, and 
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more particularly to resort to countervailing duties, if that 
coursé be deemed “expedient: - On this question we will 
always have the West Indian interest on our side; and that, 


have had the right to modify the schedule of duties, had 
Mr. Gallatin succeeded? .. ` i 

Why was it that this Government so long and so perti- 
naciously contended for a treaty arrangement? Doubt- 
less, that when effected it would be more permanent. 
But suppose the arrangement to have been made by trea- 
ty, is it probable that it would have contained an article 
fixing the duties? We surely could not ask it, unless we 
tendered an equivalent, by fixing duties to be by us im- 
posed upon British colonial productions. And what ad- 
ministration would dare so far to depart from the settled 
habit of this country, as to fix.upon a rate of duties in any 
other móde than by law? With a view of prejudicing this 
administration, as I very well remember, it was asserted, 
and published inall the opposition newspapers of the day, 
that Mr. Van Buren had instructed Mr. McLane to stipu- 
late for a modification of our tariff laws. The statement 
turned out to be altogether unfounded. The avowed réa- 
son, on the part of the British Government, for preferring 
mutual legislation to treaty stipulations, has uniformly 
been, that in the one case changes could be made, and 
notin the other. , Mr. Gallatin, in his letter to Lord Dud- 
ley, upon this subject, expressly says: ‘* There is, indeed, 
this advantage in legislative regulation over conventional 
arrangement, in respect to subjects not fully tested by ex- 
perience, that what may be deemed concession by either 
party, may, at any time, be modified if found injurious.” 

It is a little singular, that, after contending so long for. 
conventional ‘arrangement, and then abandoning that 
ground in favor of mutual legislation, because acts of le- 
gislation could at any time be modified, the friends of 
the late administration should now cry out against mutual 
legislation, because the British Government have done that 
which they always urged they intended to reserve the 
tight to do. Lord Aberdeen informed Mr. McLane, “that 
the act.of 1825 itself was but.a legislative measure, liable 
to be repealed whenever the interest of Great Britain, or 
her colonies, made it desirable. The schedule of duties 
attached to this act had undergone a- modification before 
Mr. Gallatin submitted his last proposition? : 

But, sir, it was urged that Mr. McLane was notified be- 
fore the arrangement was made, that the schedule of duties 


his Majesty would look to interésis which had been i 
dentally fostered by a suspension “of the intercourse’ be- 
tween the United States and the colonies.” Now, sir 
only difference in the two cases, under the two administras 
tions, consists in a rank avowal, on the part of the British 


en inci- 


the 


trade. . From that period to the conclusion of the late ar- 
rangement, the course of trade had raised up interests in 
some of the coloniés which required a temporary protec- 
tion. Could we,.in decency, ask to be restored, nune pro 
tune, to the-state of things as they were in'1825, without 
consenting that Great Britain should perform: this act of 
duty, with regard to interests which had been fostered by 
the acts of Government? 

Sir, this protection has been afforded to these interests 
of accidental growth, but in the mildest form: The act 
of Parliament of the 22d April,-1831, is a repealing act 
throughout; and on all articles. except white and yellow 
pine staves and heading, the duties are the same as under - 
the schedule of 1825, unless where the duties are entirely 
repealed. On bread, biscuit, flour or meal, not of wheat. 
Peas, beans, rye, oats, barley, Indian corn, rice, and live 
stock, are allowed. to be. imported in the direct trade to 
the West Indies duty free; and no duty whatever is pay- 
able on the importation of American produce. into the 
Northern colonies. Upon the pine staves and heading, 
howeyer, the duties are increased, and are’to remain in- 
creased until 1st July, 1834, after which time they are to 
fall to the standard of 1825. Whatever interruption may 
be occasioned to the interests of any set of men in any 
section of the country, can it be doubted. that this modi- 
fication is upon the whole, considering the agriculture, 
commerce, and navigation’ of the whole country, advan- 
tagcous to the people of the United States? > Farmers’ 
are undoubtedly benefited; and may“I not ask the Sena- 
tor from Maine, whether even the price’ of lumber has 
not increased twenty-five per ceñt., and. the demand for 
ships twenty-five per ent. in his own State, since the ar- 
rangement? I am informed, upon good: authority, that 
such is the fact. -The documents behore us show conclu- 
sively that already has our navigation employed in this 
trade. doubled. I hold a statement in my hand, upon 
which reliance may be placed, showing that in 1831 fhe 
arrivals from the West Indies, in the port.of New York, 
had swelled to within seven of the whole number of arriy- 
als from Europe in that port during the-same year: ‘of the < 
number of these arrivals from the ‘West Indies, only sev-, 
enty were British, and five hundred and twenty American. 
There isone fact, however, thatdeserves notice. The 
American vessels employed in this trade are generally of 
the smaller class; and will gentlemen say that this, too, is 
the fault of the arrangement? Is any thing said in this 
arrangement to limit the: intercourse to. ships of severity 


would be modified. This. is true, and the character of| tons, or to vessels of one deck? ` No, sity’and why then 


the proposed modification'was described also. Lord Aber- 
deen declared that there ‘was no intention on the part of 
the British Government to-make any alteration in her com: 
mercial policy; but; at the same time, he advised Mr. 
McLane that it was’ in contemplation to introduée some 
modifications, with a view: more effectually to support the 
interests of the British North American colonies. That 


cannot our traders employ as large vessels asthe English 


in this trade? I will tell you why...” Our-tariff laws ex- 


clude the heavy articles of West India production. Upon 
rum the duty is prohibitory, and upon sugar very high. 
We can only bring from the West Indies ‘light articles, 
whilst.an English ship may come to our ports and take-in 
a-cargo.for the West Indies, and. there exchange it for a. 
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cargo of sugar, and carry it to England upon a duty which 
is vety light, if there be a duty atall, and thus profitably em-] 
ploy large ship for along and triangular: voyage.. The. 
American ship is confined to light commodities by our own 
legislation: . Permit American merchants to import heavy: 
articles profitably, and they will soon employ large ships. 
~~ Mr. President, it is said that British navigation has in- 
créased as wellas our own, and therefore the arrangement 
isa bad one. Indeed! After this Government has been 
‘struggling ever since the late war to induce Great Britain 
to believe that the mutual interests of both countries re- 
quired this trade to be opened; after it is done, we are to 
turn round and complain. of it because the English get 
some benefit: as well as ourselves. Do gentlemen seri- 
‘ously believe. that Great Britain can ever. be brought to 

_ agree, out of mere kindness to the United States, to upset 
her old colonial system, and give to. the. United States the 
monopoly of this trade? And- yet nothing else will satisfy 
gentlemen, at Iéast as long as this administration continues. 

- I fear, sir; that gentlemen, in looking back upon the pros- 
perous condition of this. intercourse at former periods, 
donot reflect upon the causes which gave rise to it: that 
_astate of war forced upon the British Government the 
opening of these ports. They forget that the West In- 
dies belong toa foreign sovereign, and that the British 
Government has the same rights over their colonics that 
it ever had. _Wehave no right to monopolize the trade 
of those colonies; and we must calculate.to allow the Eng- 
lish nation. some advantages, and not claim every thing 
for ourselves.: It was upon thisidea that this Government 
has constantly labored to show that the opening of these 
ports would be mutually advantageous to both countries. 

Mr. President, the basis of this arrangement is the 
legislation of the two countries. The faith of neither 
country is pledged to maintain its own legislation upon its 
present footing; so far from it, it was understood by both 
Governments, that such changes could be made as either 
found it its interest to make. Why, then, instead of at- 
tacking this- administration, do not gentlemen, who are 
members of this hody, assert the interests of the country, 
by bringing forward some proposition to countervail the 
alleged injurious operation of the arrangement, as founded 
upon British laws? ‘Surely the Senators from Massachu- 
setts and Maine grossly violate their duty to their consti- 
tuents, by not coming forward to rescue their navigation 
from the ruin which they say awaits it. It can be done 
by legislation alone. The President and his cabinct can- 
not originate a law, and they have done nothing to prevent 
the Senate or House of Representatives from exercising 
.the common right of either to introduce and pass bills. 

_ And my word for it, sir, if Congress choose to pass any 

law to put an end to'this arrangement, and the navigation, 
commerce, and agriculture of the country shall be by 
Congress deemed injurióusly affected by it, the President 
will not veto the law... In/all fairness and honesty. let Sena- 
tors who: complain apply the remedy, which~is in their 
own hands, and without whom ho change can. take place. 
The gratification afforded by this opposition to an arrange- 
ment, for no other reason than simply because it was 
made by this administration, may ‘reach the hearts of 
individuals. But the course. itself will neither satisfy 
“the public wish, nor meet with the approbation of the peo- 
ple. . They will say, as they should. say, if itis wrong, it 
‘sin your power to correct it; and if you do not do it, 
‘you are.unworthy the trust reposed in you. . 

‘Jt has been stated from various sources, and in various 

~ forms, that the honor of the country has, somehow or 
other, been compromitted by the manner in which this 
negotiation has.been conducted. That the late Secretary 
of State has committed a crime by authorizing Mr. McLane, 
if he thought it.would be proper and useful to do so, to 
draw a distinction -betiveen the late and present adminis- 
tration. “That the views of the former had been submit- 


ted to the. people, and by. them condemned. That a 
distinction founded upon a fact so mortifying to the late 
administration should not be very agreeable to its friends, 
is easily perceived: That such distinctions have been 
frequently: and éffectually drawn by monarchial Goveri- 
ments in their diplomatic intercourse, is not to be denied, 
even by “< effrontery” itself. The idea seems to be that, in 
our foreign intercourse, the Government, in whose hands 
soever vested, for the time being, should be considered 
as the same to, foreign Powers.. In monarchies, where a 
king holds by higher authority than, human, this doctrine 
may be relished. - But, in- this country, the President and 
his. Secretary of State are not the Government, even in 
the business of making treaties. The people, and the 
States through their Sénate, compose the Government, so 
far as treaties are concerned; and it has been well con- 
tended that the House of Representatives, too, have some 
power upon the same subject. Why did the late adminis- 
tration abandon. their pretensions, unless it was because 
they felt that the will of the people required it? Would they 
have dared to change their ground so essentially, had they 
known that the people were against the change? The 
real Government of the country had condemned the 
course of the late administration for setting up unreason- 
able pretensions; and pray, sir, where was the great sin 
in declaring this incontestable truth to a foreign Govern- 
ment? I believe 1 have shown you that the late Secretary 
of State is not liable to the charge of misrepresentation 
so emphatically urged against him. . If he be so, I call for 
the document which shows that the pretension alluded 
to was set up under Mr. Madison’s administration; and 
unless the President has violated the honor of the coun- 
try, by sustaining the rights of the people and of the 
States, by declaring, in effect, that Messrs. Adams and 
Clay were not.the Government of the United States, that 
the true constitutional Government had not warranted. 
their course in this regard, this administration, sir, must 
be acquitted of blame, on the supposed ground that they 
have violated the honor of the country. . It has told the 
truth, and I have yet to learn that true honor and dignity 
consist either in suppressing truth, or in the suggestion of 
falsehood. How ridiculous itis for us, whose proceed- 
ings are known every where and to the whole world, to 
wrap ourselves up in the cloak of diplomacy, which, in 
past time, has served to cover treachery, deceit, and a 
constant desire to overreach, by covert means, the rest 
of mankind, to blame an Executive who scorns such de- 
vices and prefers to act with frankness and sincerity. Sir, 
this matter, fairly stated to the people of each of the 
States in this Union, would result in the hearty approba- 
tion of a majority in the course pursued by this adminis- 
tration, in every thing which has been done with regard 
to this question. The best evidence of the fact which 
can be produced, is found in the statement of that which 
cannot be controverted, viz. No Senator, nor has any 
Representative of the people, proposed to alter our legis- 
lation, in order to correct what some are hardy enough to 
allege is-an evil to the country; when every body 
knows that an act. of legislation could at once remove 
every difficulty, and place us where we were before the 
“arrangement” took place. 

Instead of pursuing this honest course, some gentle- 
men, like the Senator from Maine, choose to hunt for ex- 
ceptions and pick flaws in the course and language of the 
President, the late Secretary of State, and the present 
Secrétary of the Treasury, who was the minister who ne- 
gotiated the arrangement. Sir, it would be a miserable 
triumph, if I could effect it, by throwing back upon these 
fault-finders the ridicule and disgrace which they have 
attempted in vain. to cast upon those who have obtained 
the public confidence, by a long course of public services, 
pursued for the public good, and never in violation of the 
expressed views and instructions of their constituents, 
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šuall important debate. ` He had supposed that the* gentleman 
would not have urged the bill.on the Senate until the ap- 
propriation bill hoad be dpa oe He meus pledge 
< ccthat the, negotiation which ‘had suc-| himself tothe gentleman, if he would now withdraw his 
kaaa re ES that prerionsly received the sanction motion, to give him his assistance to call up the bill an aoon 
of both Houses of Congress;” and the'honorable Senator) as the Senate should have disposed of the àpproptia! vn 
exclainís, “What must be the surprise of the, people, | bill. Should:the pension ‘bill be now tiken Ups Mn . 
when. they learn the fact that; since the ‘termination: of) would hold himself recreant to the trust committee to, üm, 
that negotiation, there has‘been no vote, no action upon, | were he not to expose to the Senate hi views ae tl e su - 
no sanction of it, by either. House of Congress?” Thejject. To call up the billnow, was merely to pile one ia 
truth, Mr. President, we all know to be, that the terms) portant subject on’ another. Experience: had Plata 
upon which this arrangement could be settled,.and the him that the only way to-carry on the public business wit 
instructions of this Government to Mr: McLane, were all ideale te was to dispose of onë subject-before they took 
wn to us, even to the exceptionable language| up another. ; : . 
Aaa e of State, before the act of Congress| Mr. FOOT said that, as he presumed: the gentleman 
was passed; (and if, as I have heard, gentlemen did not from South Carolina intended to opposé the bill itself, 
choose to read the documents, itis their fault, and'not the] and riot any particular amendments, he hoped that he 
| President’s.)’- Yet, because the forms necessary to be would suffer it to go through the Committee of ‘the 
observed, and which followed as matter of course if Con-| Whole for the purpose of amendment, and reserve the 
gress passed the law, were not gone through, the Presi-| discussion of the principle of the bill until it should come 
dent has not. stated the truth. Miserable and unworthy| before the Senate. The poor soldiers believed that: their 
subterfuge! Sir, if I possessed the magic lamp of the claims have been much neglected. ‘The gentleman from 
Arabian Nights, and could summon to your presence thej South Carolina had, at the last session, objected that the 
genius of subtlety himself, he would be ashamed to bill had. been brought forward at too late a.period. Now, 
advance such an accusation, upon such grounds. Sir, I| we shall be told that subject is brought. forward too late 
cannot consent to go into a defence of the President’s| to be acted on. He hoped that, for form’s sake, the bill 
intelligence, honesty, or veracity. It would notavail him would be permitted to go through the committee, and 
if I should. The people know and appreciate him andj then he would be willing to agree to such postponement 
his accusers. ‘The ‘old Roman” is known to his coun-|as would give the gentleman from South Carolina an op- 
trymen. At the time appointed by an Almighty God, the| portunity to be heard. -If this bill is considered asonly 
sun of his useful career on earth will sink into the west, | Second to the tariff, itappeared to him to constitute a reason 


The Senator from Maine has gone beyond the u 
modesty of his partys and, instead of insinuation, has 
charged the President with stating that which is not true, 


unsullied by all these revilings. Our progeny will be told] why it should be disposed of before the tariff was taken up." 


the story of wrongs which have been done him, for the| | Mr. SMITH presented to the view of the Senate the 
same pure purpose that we, in our younger days, have|fact of the absence of a gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
been told the story'of the wrongs done to him who was| Trzer,] who wished to be heard on the bill, as a reason 
“first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his| why the Senate should consent to a postponement. 
countrymen.” i i The question was then put on taking up the bill, and 
The Senate adjourned to Monday. carried in the affirmative--yeas 20, nays: 16. 
Mr. ROBINSON moved to amend the bill in the 6th 
Monvay, APRIL 9. line, by inserting after the word ‘4 militia,” the words 
t and officers: and soldiers who served under Generals 
PENSIONS. Wayne and Clarke in the Northwestern Territory, and in 
Mr. FOOT, the morning business having been gone} the Indian wars, after the revolution.” ie eas ; 
through, moved that the Senate now take up the bill sup-| Mr. SMITH said that if this class were to be admitted, 
plementary to an act for the relief of certain surviving offi-|he knew of no reason why the soldiers under Harmar, St. 
cers and soldiers of the revolution. Clair, and Hamtramck, should: not: be included... They 
Mr. GRUNDY expressed a hope that the Senate would| came before Wayne. As the bill was now about:to be 
not take up this bill to-day. There was an important de-| amended, it would lead to an expenditure of ‘a million a 
bate pending, which occupied the whole attention.of the| year. He had been so much deceived ona former oceasion, 
Senate; and it would be found impossible to carry on twoj that, hereafter,.he should put no trust in calculations. 
important discussions at the same time, with any advan-} Mr. FOOT remarked that the Senate had already : de- 
tage to the public interests, ak: > [cided the principle that no pension should be granted 
Mr. FOOT reminded the Senate that he had, with ai except for military services performed in the war of the 
view to act on this bill, endeavored to induce an earlier) revolution: — - > sla : 
meeting of the Senate every day. He thought that no} Mr. BIBB said that he cared not on what ground the 
time would be consumed in the discussion of the bill; andj Senator from Connecticut. put this bill. Yn any view, the 
he hoped the Senate would agree to take it up. present proposition was entitled to as much attention as 
Mr. HAYNE said he hoped not. He regarded this bill} any which could be. presented to the Senate. - When 
as one of the most important bills which had been submit-| General Clarke entered into the contest, Kaskaskia and 
ted to the Senate during the session. It was second only} Vincennes were both in the. possession ‘of the British 
to the tariff. Gentlemen on his side, he could assure the] troops, and we had not a right to asingle foot northwest 
Senator from Connecticut, looked on this bill as so im-lof the Ohio. General Clarke, out of his own means, rais- 
portant, that its. passage would rivet on the country allj ed men, strained his own resources to the utmost, and, 
those oppressive burdens. of which it is so much complain- 0 
ed. A gentleman from Virginia, now absent from his seat, | mander, deemedjhimself to bè in perfect’ security, at- 
{Mr. Tver, ] thought the bill so important, that he desir-| tacked him, rescued these strong positions from his grasp, 
ed to be heard by the Senate in reference to its conse-| and made him a prisoner. General Clarke was so pushed 
quences. Was it expected by the Senator who had charge) for cannon, that he had to make a ‘substitute by using 
of the bill, that, with these impressions, they were to suf-{ logs; and General Hamilton actually shed tears when he 
fer it to pass sub silentio; tiat they were. not to endeavor| marched out of the fort, and was, forthe first time, made 
to make good the impressions on their own minds? It was/sensible of the smallness of the force (about half his own) 
idle to expect that they should not make: a struggle onito which he had surrendered. | But for this brilliant 
this question. He was not now prepared to go into this} achievement, we should have no settlement in all the coun- 


Vou. VII. —47 


at the moment-when General Hamilton, the British com- | 


739 


Suxarz.] 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 
Appropriation Bill—Colonial Trade. 


740 
‘tans 9, 1832. 


== 
try lying northwest of the Ohio; for we had taken no step 
to establish ourselves there ; and there was no mutiny, or 
what was called “rebellion” in the language of the day, 
which,could.haveled to an alienation from Great Britain. 
All that: we have.acquired-in that region of country is the 
fruit -of the-capacious intellect of General Clarke. _ 
Who, he asked, were the allies of Great Britain? They 
were, the Indians; .and it was through these allies that 
the West had to contend against the power of Great Bri- 
tain during the war of the revolution; and if the Indian 
war continued in the West after that of the revolution, it 
was a continuation of that war, because thé Indians were 
excited by Great Britain. On this principle, the classes 
embraced in thé amendment have performed what comes 
within.the meaning of revolutionary: services. 

We have a treaty formed with.Great Britain in 1793, 
but this treaty did not end the Indian war in the West. 
But he would put the adoption of the amendment on an- 
other ground. ‘We now possess the Northwest Territory, 
diseneumbered of Indians. Great Britain held this coun- 
try and protected it, and.we could not have held it by any 
right. which we could have set up. In 1794, when Ĝene- 
ral Wayne put an end to the Indian war, we had but one 
settlement, and that lying under the protection’ of the 
guns of the fort. He could not move in that region with- 
out leaving a chain of forts behind him, and the troops 
which he commanded were all to be drawn from Ken- 
tucky, :for. there, was not a military man around him. 
When he marched, he sent word to General Washington 
that the Indians were too powerful for him, and he had 
to fight them-in garrison and in fortress. General Scott, 
who was then in-Philadelphia, was sent to his relief by 
General Washington; and after his arrival the battle was 
fought. .Are we to disregard services of this character? 
He trusted not; but he hoped that they would be deemed by 
the House as important as those of the revolutionary war. 

But, looking at the matter on the score of justice, it 
must be admitted that no men were more entitled to the 
benefits of this bill than the hardy, brave, and adventur- 
ousmen’ who. contended against the scalping knife and 
the tomahawk-~as dangerous service as any in which men 
were, engaged.. We. have received from them services 
far, in value, exceeding any compensation we can give in 
return; for they conquered the whole of that extensive 
country, and have left it in our-hands. 

_ Mr. GRUNDY said that if any men were entitled to the 
benefit ofthis bill, these men were clearly the most en- 
titled: Why do we give pensions at all? It ison account 
of the hazards encountered by individuals, and the bene- 
fits which.have resulted from those hazards to the coun- 
try. -If there were any other ground on which these 
claims were placed, he did not know it. 
men had. suffered more than any other which had served 
in the war. They formed a part of the revolutionary 
anmy.... After the treaty of 1783, when we were in the 
enjoyment’of peace and. safety, the Indian war continued 
to rage in the West. during ten or twelve years. ‘These 
men were engaged by the Government, and ran risks 
greater than those endured by four-fifths of the persons 
included in the provisions of the bill. And if they suf- 
fered as. much in the same cause, why are the benefits 
of the bill to. be given to one set of men, and not given to 
another? ` Why extend. them to the time of the disband- 
ing of the general army, and not include those who were 
retained.in the service beyond that period? The few 
left of these men reside in the West; and it is not to be 
expected that Western Senators would sit still, and not 
secure to their constituents that to which they are so justly 
éntitled. .. ; : 
«.Mr. ROBINSON expressed his readiness to’ accept the 
suggestion to embrace these persons in his amendment. 

Mr. GRUNDY then moved to amend the. amendment 

accordingly... ‘Fhe amendment, as modified, reads— ` 


This class of} to °* 


*< And officers-and soldiers who served under Generals 
Wayne, Clarke, Harmar, Hamtramck, and St. Clair, in 
the Northwest Territory, and inthe Indian wars, after the 
revolution.” ay . FES 88 ne wea 

After a few words from Messrs. SMITH and FOOT, 

Mr. GRUNDY asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. . ; ; 

Mr. BENTON then made a few remarks, in which he 
repeated the history of the services of General Clarke, 
and,‘as the hour had expired for morning business, moved 
to lay the bill on the table; which was carried in the af- 
firmative-—yeas 25. 

On motion of Mr. FORSYTH, it was 

Resolved, That the President be requested to commu- 
nicate to. the Senate all the instructions given by this Go- 
vernment, to our ministers to Great Britain; and all the 
correspondence of our ministers on the subject of the 
colonial and West India trade, since the. 3d of March, 
1825, not heretofore communicated, so far as the public 
interest will, in his judgment, permit. 
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‘The Senate resumed, as.in Committec of the Whole, 

the consideration of the general appropriation. bill; and 

Mr. KANE spoke for about an hour and a half in con- 
clusion. [Given above, with the first day’s remarks. ] 

Mr. SMITH, of Maryland, then rose, and said, that with 
a view to put an end to the discussion, and to accelerate 
the passage of the bill, he was instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance to withdraw the amendment which had 
led to this debate. f 

The CHAIR decided that the motion, although it would 
have been in order as the motion of an individual, was not 
in order as the report of a committee. 

Mr. HOLMES then rose, and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. President, I enter into this discussion, at this time, 
with deep despondency and humiliation. ¥ never expected 
to have heard it declared in the Senate of the United 
States that we had justly incurred a penalty for not comply- 
ing with a British act of Parliament. A penalty, sir? Are 
we, indeed, become so servile as to deserve chastise- 
ment at the hands of ‘<the parent country?” “A Senator, 
a friend of this administration, prescribing for us whole- 
some chastisement at the hands of Great Britain, because 
we were tardy in complying with her laws! Sir, our fa- 
thers would have spurned such a degrading sentiment; 
they did spurn it; they denied the guilt, and successfully 
resisted the punishment. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Sarr} would stop 
debate on this bill, because money is wanted. Yes, sir, 
get the money” is thesum and substance, the Alpha 
and Omega, of the patriotism of most modern. patriots. 
Office, with the emoluments, is all the cry;and we are not 
allowed to discuss the principles of our appropriation bill, 
hecause your officers are starving for their pay. Sir, I 
like to hold back a little. It will dome good to keep them 
out, even but for one hour; and it will do them good, too. 
It will teach them to respect the feelings of their pre- 
decessors, who were turned off, with their families, upon 
the cold charities of a cold, uncharitable world, to starve, 
because they did not huzza loud enough for Jackson. 

Still 1 dô not know but we are bound to be silent; in this 
matter we are all instructed, and the instructions probably 
came from the same source that my others did. I perceive 
by the Globe, the official organ of the President, the Se- 
nate are ordered and directed to make haste, and not to 
delay this bill: for the faithful are waiting for their re- 
ward. Thatlusus nature, the editor of the Globe-—what’s 
his name? [Some gentleman replied, Blair.] Blair—o, 
Blair--when he speaks, it is by authority, and he must be 
obeyed. These official editors are mighty great men, 
Last year, at this time, Duff Green was the greatest man 
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among us: But Duff had got into a bad habit of——speak- cessary? My answer to this is, that wé have no ‘other 
ing the truth. O! sir, it would not do at all. After that, | way in which we can correct the abuse of the appointing 
they could not start'an incli, and: were obliged to dismiss| power; but by a réjection of the minister improperly ap- 
him. Itis thought there. is:no danger of Blair——that he is) pointed; and before T granted another appropriation for 
safe enough on that score. Hitherto, I believe, he has not another outfit, 1 would be pretty sure that the abuse would 
been suspected of any‘such crime or misdemeanor. not be repeated. The good” which has been achieved 
But, if we go on; it issan up-hill business; for, at any by: ‘the: diplomaty” of this ‘administration! l Who, in this 
rate, the friends of the administration have always the ad-| thing; can show’ us any good?” “We have, ified a tr čaty 
vantage. “We are fighting for the people—they for pro-| with Austria, but it was concluded by the last administra- 
motion. And such isthe selfishness of the human heart, | tion. - Your’ treaty with Brazil was also made “by other 
that men will do better, and act with more zeal atid ‘per-|ltands. Two treaties with Mexico, one of commerce and 
severance, in their own cause, than in that of others; ‘but, |the other of limits, have, to be sure, just been ratified, 
nevertheless, I trust the Senate will be disposed to bear| but’ they ‘were both made by Mr. Adams, and were de- 
with Maine, even if she should seem to delay this business | layed by the failure of that Government to exchange the 
unreasonably. The complaints. of the sick man are in-|ratifications. You are not. indebted to this administra- 
dulged by his physician as arising from the paroxysms of|tion for: the indemnity obtained from Denmark; and the 
disease. The peevishness of the wounded man, who is| foundation of your Turkish treaty was laid-by Mr. Adams; 
about to'suffer the amputation of a leg or an arm, is as-|and this has been’ admitted this session, -in debate in the 
cribed to actual or anticipated pain. Now, you will beat|other House, by the chairman of the Committee on Fo- 
with us, sick as we are, and, as I fear, about to submit to} reign Relations. How near we were losing the whole, 
an amputation. Bat, sir, you had better not cut that arm|by the- stupidity and folly of your negotiators: of. this 
off until you have tried to cure it; We shall not only need | Turkish treaty, I am not atliberty to state. © : 
it for our own, but for your defence. Should your enemy} Indeed, sir, there was no ‘good’? anticipated by these 
smite you in that quarter, you will have reason to regret| changes of our. diplomatic agents. What could we ex- 
the amputation. pect from a recall of men of intelligence and experiente, 
The objections which would arise to this’ bill would|to supply their places with new men, regardless’ of all 
authorize an inquiry into the whole economy of this ad-| other qualifications but their party attachments? No other 
iministration—-an inquiry so broad, that it would exhaust] reasons could exist—indeed, no other haye ever been pře- 
my powers and your patience. I intend, therefore, to|tendcd to exist. ‘This administration has had the distin- 
limit myself to the diplomatic intercourse. The excess of} guished honor to sèt the first example of rewarding its 
expenditure seems:to be admitted by the Senator from] friends and punishing its enemies; and the consequences, 
New York, {Mr. Marcy,] but he contends that th¢|which we already feel, are distraction at hotne and dis- 
good effects of this diplomacy more than compensate fortgrace abroad. “We ate humbled every where. Th 
the extra expense. Here, sir, we join issue with the Se-| tories in the revolution were ‘scarcely more devo 


nator, and are very ready to examine into the grèat good| mother country than we seem to be. ` Tt is British Bri 
of which the Senator boasts. “It is possible, however, 


tish--British manufactureé—British tonnage: dùd at last 

that that Senator and I differ essentially as to the political] Maine given up to pay Britain for.not impressing our sea- 
meaning of this word “good.” When I speak of it, I|men. Maine! that proud, republican State--Maine! who 
mean the good of my country—-he may intend it the good|so nobly spilt. her best blood by sea and land; has‘she 
of a party. If be understands it in this sense, I should |basely surrendered? No, sir, she has not.. If her agents 
surrender the point at once; for never did a party take|have betrayed her, she will still be true to herself. Had 
better care of itself, at the people’s expense. . it not been for that thirst of partisans for- reward, Maing 
But, sir, Iam against. this prodigality to buy or retain | would not have been in her present predicament. ` Mr. 
partisans. Let the victors riot on ‘the ‘spoils’ taken| Hughes, our chargé d’affaires at the Netherlands, was 
from the vanquished or stript from the slain; let them be} nominated minister by Mr. Adams, and Mr. Preble was 
content with the offices wrested from the hands of far|appointed agent with Mr. ‘Gallatin. ry Hughes was. 
better men than themselves; but let them not rob the non-| popular at that court, and it wasexpected that Mr. Preble: 
combatants—that is, take the money from the treasury, toj would go out 'as agent to prosecuté our claims, aided by 
create sinecures for the purpose of rewarding partisans. | the diplomatic talents and experience of the minister.” But 
This is what has been done by your administration, and] no} at this critical period you must have every thing new. 
your whole forcign diplomacy has thereby been deranged. | A minister, an‘entire stranger to the court and the lan- 
it is not the sums expended, but‘the abuse of the expen-| guage. And ‘the highlands” were at last’ found to be in 
diture, of which I complain: ‘rhe Senator from Mary- 


the bed of a river! This is one specimen of the’ * good” 
land [Mr. Smıru] has, but very unsuccessfully, attempted | boasted of by the Scnator from New York. Nearly a’ 
to show that this administration has, in a given period, 


third part-of the State bartered sway for Rouse’s Point’ 
expended less for diplomatic intercourse than the last.|and impressment. Thank heaven I am not made of such 
And pray, sir, what if it were so? Your necessary ex-] flexible materials. I was, ona former occasion, rebuked 
penditure on your farm was last year a thousand dollars, | by the very amusing and edifying Senator from -South 
and you will expend just as much this year whether you! Carolina [Mr. Mrxuer] for too rigid an adhe ‘the: 
needit or not. What practical man ever reasoned in this/ doctrines which I entertained ‘and inéulcated 
way? The Senator from New York saw at once that the} war; and he illustrated his rebuke by the vi 
ground was untenable, both in principle and in fact; he 


S > dote of the man who was ¢o’fond of swimming’ that he 
abandoned it at once, and tendered the issue which F have | would keep paddling with his hands and’ féét to imita 
very readily joined. sg ta OS i i 


) swimming’ when he was‘on the land=-meaning, I suppose, 

And here, sir, Lam at atrentire loss to perceive on what] (if the figure means any thing,) that my principles ought 

the Senator placed reliance for the glorification of his ad-|to bend or yield to my. condition; This might do very 

ministration. The Senator from Hhnois [Mr. Kaye] has, | well for the Legislature of my State; who have, during a 
it seems to me, totally failed to sustain the affirmative, and i op 


t session of a very few weeks, given directly opposite opi- 
been obliged to struggle bard in the defensive, and with|nions on the subject of a surrender of their territory ;. 
very little sucess, as I thought, to resist the able and elo- 


bat my doctrines do not set quite so loose upon me. 
quent charge of my colleague, [Mt. Spracux.] Itisin-| Sir, lam against all these swimmers—these aquatic, am- 
quired, why object to an outfit, when you, by your own 


red y ec phibious politicians. Had it not been for these, you would 
rejection of a minister, render the outfit. for another neé-| not-have witnéssed the confusion, ignorance, and want of 
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confidence in the administration of your affairs. - But the 
tide was at the flood, and they plunged in, añd smoothly 
and sweetly swam on, and each, ashe thought, to his de- 
sired: hayén—a.good. snug’ office: some, to be sure, fell’ 
into the eddy, and: others «ventured, like little wanton 
boys, who. swim, on bladders, these many summers, in a 
sea of glory,” but far beyond their depth; their high- 
blown hopes at length burst under them, and left them, 
weary and old, to the mercy of a rude stream, that must 
forever hide them. And we may have witnessed.a case 
or so, where some one or more might exclaim, +O! how 
wretched is that poor man-who hangs on'princes”—no, not 
s: princes”—on presidential ‘‘favors.”? There is, between 
that smile he would aspire to, that sweet presidential as- 
pect, ‘tand his ruin, more pangs and fears than wars or 
women have; and when he ‘falls, he falls like Lucifer, 
never to rise again.” fate A 

' If this charge of too much consistency had come from 
the Señator from New York, who challenged us to this 
debate, I should not have been surprised. In that State, 
T understand, they do not think much of consistency. It 
is said that there a man scarcely knows, for twenty-four 
hours, to what party he belongs; and what seems singular 
is, that, while he is turning, he is insensible of the opera- 
tion. The magician touches him with his wand, and he 
is changed in the twinkling of an eye. - A man, it is said, 
has been known to go to bed and to sleep a decided Clin- 
tonian, and to wake tp in the morning a +‘ Bucktail of the 
first water.” ‘Like Corporal ‘Trim’s falling in love, **it 
bursts upon you like a bomb, without giving you time to 
say, God bless me!” ; 

Sir, there is one species of diplomacy, said to be set on 
foot, which, if the fact be so, cannot receive too much 
reprobation. 1s it not enough that we are (I fear) to lose 
an important portion of our frontier? Is it not enough 
that we have not only surrendered the colonial trade to 
Great Britain, but we have humbly begged her to take it? 
But must we still drink the cup of humiliation to the 
dregs, by buying an exemption from impressment? 

„1 know. fall well that the opinions and decisions of this- 
Senate. will be arraigned, if not consistent with the views 
and wishes: of the administration. On this very subject 
of our relations with Great Britain, the Senate has been 
reproached by the President. A few days since he stated 
to a highly respectable gentleman, now in this chamber, 
that, when he commenced his administration, we were on 
the most friendly relations with Great Britain; and now, 
by the conduct of that Senate, we were on the verge of 
enmity; and he should not send another minister there, 
until he had learnt how the British Government received 
the insult offered them by the Senate in the rejection of 
Mr. Van Buren. Sir, I state this not lightly, but upon 
mature reflection. I know-what I say, and 1 hold myself 
responsible for the truth of it. This ‘important nego- 
tiation,” with which our minister to London is charged, 
is, it Seemis, the subject of impressing American seamen. 
Sir, can this be possible? I did believe that this matter 
had been settled—very honorably settled—by such nego- 
tiators as Hull, Bainbridge, Rodgers, Stuart, Perry, 
McDonough, and many other good fellows, who so often 
caused the star-spangled banner to wave in triumph over 
St. George’s cross, . 

Mr. President, my colleague speaks of the President’s 
construction of the act of 29th May, 1530, and his execu- 
tion of that law contrary to its plain-intent and import, as 
matter of singularity. My worthy colleague must have 
been an inattentive observer of the times, if he has not 
perceived that this is an every day business; that the Pre- 
sident has not only undertaken to modify laws, but, in 
effect, to repeal them, and even treaties, too, by refusing 


to ‘take care that they are faithfully executed.” Hadi 


the judges of your Supreme Court usurped the legislative 


as much as the President has, in my opinion, the judicial | 


powers, they would have, forthwith, been brought to the 
bar of this Senate. This very act, which admits British 
and American vessels, with their cargoes, into the re- 
spective ports.of the parties, upon terms of perfect equali- 
ty, is; by Executive “° construction,” to permit a British 
vessel to take a cargo of foreign produce fromthe United 
States to any of their colonies, whenan American vessel 
is strictly prohibited from doing any such thing; thus 
executing the law, -not as itis, butas he and Great Bri- 
tain would have it to be. This identical act, putting a 
constriction on a law of Congress against its plain mean- 
ing and intent, and at the same time. yielding to British 
navigation an advantage over our own, never before sur- 
rendered to any nation, is an era in the commercial history 
of this country, from which F fear the future historian will 
date its decline, and the cause of its final fall. Augustus 
Cesar first subdued the Senate, and. then used it as an in- 
strument to enslave the people. If, as Mr. McLane says, 
it will be always our interest that foreigners should ex- 
port from our country our foreign produce, then it is 
equally our interest that they should have the same pre- 
ference in the exportation of our domestic products. 
Admit this, and your Chinese or ‘¢ terrapin” policy is es- 
tablished as the permanent policy, of the nation. If, in- 
stead of a discrimination in favor of ourselves, which has 
been our navigating system from 1790 down to this time, 
our policy is to be a discrimination against ourselves and 
in favor of others; if the whole system is not only to be 
abandoned but reversed, let gentlemen avow it distinctly; 
and let us understand what they mean, that we-may know 
where to meet them. Maine, which, in point of tonnage, 
stands third in the Union, has a right to be heard on this 
subject. With us it isa great question. If we are to 
lose our territory and navigation, too, and get some offices 
for the leaders, but nothing for the people, all parts and 
parcels of the scheme ought to be fully disclosed. 

The question of the colonial arrangement is one involv- 
ing our whole navigating policy. The discrimination in 
favor of British tonnage, and the reason given for it, that 
it will be for our interest to give a preference to foreigners 
to export foreign products, demand the serious considera- 
tion of every statesman. I know that a very distinguished 
statesman, Mr. Jefferson, was an early advocate for sur- 
rendering the ocean. But this was before we had a fede- 
ral constitution, giving a general power to regulate the 
commerce of the whole confederacy;* and he afterwards 
abandoned these visionary ideas, and, in his various mes- 
sages, has recommended commerce and navigation as in- 
terests inseparable from agriculture and manufactures. 
What should have put this thought, of the surrendering 
of our navigation, into the heads of the President and his 
minister, it is impossible to conjecture. And it is indeed 
still more singular and inexplicable that this surrender 
should be made to the nation which, above all others, is 
capable of using it most to her own advantage and to our 
injury. Great Britain had lately changed very materially 
her colonial policy. Mr. Huskisson, in discussing the ce- 
lebrated colonial acts, had acknowledged that a success- 
ful competition with the United States, on the restrictive 
principle, was impossible. The British minister had ad- 
mitted’ to Mr. Barbour, that the colonial restrictions were 
most injurious to the colonies themselves, We had nearly 
the whole carrying of the circuitous trade; and why this 
extraordinary preference to Great Britain at this time? 


* « Perhaps to remove, as much as possible, the occasions of making 
war, it might be better for us to abandon the oeean altogether, that 
being the element whereon we shall be prmcipatly exposed to joste 
with other nations: to leave to others to bring what we shall want, and 
to carry away what we can spare. This would make us invulnerable 
w Europe, by offering none of our property to their prize, and would 
tarn all our citizens to the cultivation of the earth; and I repeat it again, 
cultivators of the earth are the most vir uous and independent citizens. 
Iı might be time enough to seek employment for them at sea, when 
the land no longer offers it,”—Jefferson’s Notes on Firginia, p. 289, 
edition 1787, f 
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‘Was our political existence in danger, and ‘did we, as-in| 


our treaties with France, of 1778, surrender something, 
rather than lose all? Nothing of thii—nor were we en- 
gaged in war, or threatened: with one. Nor have wé eyen 
the mean apology of bartering our hónor for profit: for 
we have gained nothing. No, it is‘even worse; a national 
sacrifice of both honor and interest--to save a party; a 
mere political “humbug.” a? ate 

Sir, I must tax the patience of the Senate, while I make 
an exertion to disabuse the public on this subject of ‘the 
colonial trade,” so much. -talked of and so little understood. 
I shall endeavor to present it as it has been and as it is; not 
only in regard to Great: Britain, but other nations having 
colonies in our vicinity. The peace of 1783 had changed 
our relations with the British Northern and Southern Ame- 
rican colonies, and it was readily perceived that.the colo- 
nial regulations which Great Britain might adopt in this 
new state of things, must have an important bearing on 
our commercial relations with Great Britain herself. The 
colonies lying in the way of a trade between the United 
States and the British European dominions, any indirect 
communications with them, enjoyed by Great Britain and 
not by us, would givehera manifest advantage. This was 
perceived; and, immediately after the peace of 1783, when 
we had no general effectual power to countervail any com- 
mercial restrictions imposed by other nations, Great Bri- 
tain began to cast about and see how she was to engross 
the trade of the United States, and preserve the supremacy 
of her own navigation. Mr. Pitt thought a free trade 
would give Great Britain a successful competition, and he 
made, in 1783, a proposition, remarkable for its liberality, 
to equalize the duties in our trade with Great Britain and 
the colonies, on native products from each, whether in 
British or American ships, This bill of Mr. Pitt, called 
ethe American intercourse. bill, was opposed by Mr. 
Eden (afterwards Lord Auckland) ‘as favoring the United 
States at the expense of the American colonies. The 
bill fell, of course, with Mr. Pitt’s administration, but pro- 
bably would not have been passed had he retained his 
power. 

The next year the Committee of Council, acting as a 
Board of Trade, drew the attention of Parliament to the 
advantage of the circuitous voyage. They state that ‘it 
had. been observed to them that the owners concerned. in 
the West India trade have long labored under great disad- 
vantages, from the difficulty of procuring outward freights 
for their vessels; but now, by going first to North America, 
and from thence to the West Indies, and so home, they 
will be sure of two, and perhaps three, instead of little 
more than one.” In another report, in 1791, they speak 
of this circuitous trade as “a new acquisition.” 

Our trade with Great: Britain was regulated by tempora- 
ry acts of Parliament and orders in council, until 1788, and 
and that with her colonies was to be carried on in British 
ships alone; when Parliament made its permanent colonial 
regulations, thus described by Mr. McPherson, which I 
will give you entire: 

From MePherson’s Annals, vol. 4, page 168. 
: i ‘¢ March 10, A. D. 1788. 

‘ The Parliament, thinking that the experience of five 
years had now proved that British vessels were competent 
to the supply of the West India islands with the produce 
of America, enacted a permanent law, instead of the tem- 
porary regulations hitherto generally renewed every year, 
whereby the importation of tobacco, pitch, tar, turpen- 
tine, hemp, flax, masts, yards, bowsprits, lumber of every 
kind, horses, cattle, and other live stock, bread, flour, 
peas, beans, potatoes, wheat, rice, oats, barley, and other 
grain, the produce of the. United: States, into the West In- 
dies, in British vessels, legally navigated, was authorized; 
and all other articles were prohibited, on penalty of forfeit- 
ure of the yessel and cargo. Goods or produce, which 


may be lawfully exported from the West: Indies ‘to: any: 
foreign. country in Europe, maybe carried. to the’United 
States, as may also sugar,* molasses, coffee, ‘pimento, : 
cocoa, chocolate nuts, and ginger—the two latter articles 
paying the same duty as when carried to the British colo- 
nies in America. Bothimports and exports must be only 
in British vessels, navigated ‘according to law; but vessels 
belonging to the United States; arriving in ballast at the’. 
Turk’s Islands, are permitted to load with salt, and no other 
article, on paying a duty of two: shillings: and six pence 
per ton, (payable in’ dollars, at: five: shillings ‘and six 
pence per ounce,) their measurement being determined by 
la proper officer. Neither can any other article than salt. 
be exported from Turk’s Islands to. any British colony. in 
America or the West Indies; nor can any goods be export- 
ed from them to Great Britain and Ireland, but salt, and 
such- articles as may be imported from all.countries free of 
duty: Such articles as are allowéd to be imported from 
the United: States to the British West Indies, must not be 
imported from any foreign West India island, except. in 
cases of distress, when the governor and council of any . 
island may permit the importation of them in British ves- 
sels fora limited time. -= No goods whatever are allowed 
to be imported from the United States: into Nova Scotia, 
New. Brunswick, Cape Breton, St. John’s, Newfoundland, 
and their dependencies, except in cases of distress, when 
the governor and council of any of the provinces may allow 
timber and lumber, horses, cattle, and other live stock, 
bread, potatoes, and grain of all kinds, to be imported in 
British vessels, fora limited time. No goods are allowed 
to be carried by ‘sea from the United States to the pro- 
vince of Quebec, upon any account whatever.. But no-. 
thing in. this:act is intended to repeal the act of last. year, 
respecting the free ports of Kingston, Savannah-la-Mer,”’ 
&c.—Cap. 6. Biases on tage a pean BY 
Our commerce being, as you. see; the victim of foreign 
legislation, was a main inducerent-to the adoption of the 
federal constitution.- This is an important era in our 
commercial history. At that time the exports of Great 


|Britain to the United States were £2,525,300 sterling— 


greater than to any other nation; and her imports from 
thence $1,050,197 only. The next year Congress passed 
the celebrated tonnage bill, discriminating in favor of our 
own vessels and their cargoes. At this, the. British ship- 
owners took the alarm. : They saw that the new Govern- 
ment had the power to put the American navigator on. 
equal ground of competition; and with this, and. our enter- 
prise and skill, there was good cause of alarm.. . The first: 
device resorted to, was a proposition to a mutual repeal 
of discriminating duties.in the ports of the United States 
and the British European ports; craftily reserving the 
tight so to regulate the trade with the colonies, that they. 
could always discriminate, in the circuitous trade, in their 
own favor. i 
In Mr. Jay’s treaty of 1794, the twelfth article authoriz- 
ed our citizens to carry, &c. in our own vessels, to the 
British West Indies, not exceeding seventy tons: burden, : 
such of our products as British vessels might carry; &e. - 
paying. the same duties; this to continue during ‘the pre- 
sent war, and two years after; and by the fifteenth article 
of the same treaty, the British reserve, as tothe European 
trade, the right to countervail our discriminating duties. 
Here was unquestionably a stratagem to equalize the du- 
ties in the colonial trade, discriminate in the direct trade, 
adhere to the policy. of interdicting our carrying between .Ţ 
the colonies and the parent country; and the consequence 
would have been inevitable, that nearly the whole inter- 
course would have been circuitous, and the British would 
have engrossed the whole of it. For example, in the di. 


-* Query.—Is rum forgotten, or designedly omitted? “It constitutes 
by far the most important article in the exports from the West Indies 
tdthe United: States. ; . 
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rect trade,.a British vessel pays a‘heavy discriminating duty 
here; an. American. a heavy..one there. ‘Through: the 
colonies they are-equal;. but our vessels cannot go to Great 
Britain: through the- colonies, while theirs can. Where- 
fore;,it: follows that they could have carried on the circuit- 
ous: trade; through the-colonies; without discrimination, 
‘and we must. have been confined to the direct route, sub- 
ject to just‘such burdens as. Great Britain might choose 
to impose. ‘This consideration, probably, together with 
the limitation of our commerce with the West Indies to 
vessels, of seventy tons, induced the Senate to except 
_ that article from the ratification, and thus we escaped that 
snare. , 
But, in 1802, and immediately after the peace of Amiens, 
an act: of. Parliament: was passed, and transmitted to the 
President, who communicated it immediately: to Congress, 
` proposing to abolish the discriminating duties in our com- 
merce with. their European ports—anticipating thereby 
.the same advantage, in the voyage through the colonies, 
which: has been obtained by Mr. McLane’s arrangement. 
The message of the President, with the act of Parliament, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, who 
made-a report in favor of the measure, which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House; and, soon after, a 
resolution was offered, and referred to the same commit- 
tee, against abolishing discriminating duties with nations 
having colonies, unless‘our vessels were admitted into 
those colonies on: the same'terms.as their own. Nothing 
was done on these two propositions; and; before the next 
_ Session, the war in Europe was. rekindled, and nothing 
after occurred to revive the subject until the peace of 
1814... After the treaty of Ghent had been ratified, our 
ministers proposed a commercial convention, and the ques- 
tion again arose, Shall we agree to a reciprocity in navi- 
gation, without including the colonies? Mr. Adams, Tam 
told, was averse to this, apprehending that we should be 
circumvented in the circuitous voyage. But aconvention 
was agreed on, merely as an cxperiment, limited to four 
years, by: which the products of each country might be 
imported: into’ the other upon the same terms, whether 
the vessels be American or British. It was soon perceiv- 
ed that. the exclusion of the American colonies from the 
operation of this convention was producing the effects ap- 
prehended, in giving the . British the advantage of three 
and even four freights, while we were limited to two, and 
often to one, At the time of the convention of 1815, our 
whole tonnage amounted to 1,368,127 tons; British, (Eu- 
ropean and American, ) 2,681,276 tons. 
ít is, however, a striking. fact, that, during the year 
1816, the British tonnage engaged in the whole American 
colonial trade. was to the American as 111,949 tons to 
102,128 tons, while that to the British West Indies was 
as 75,704 British to 26,321 American. This was insuffer- 
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of 24th. June, 1822, authorized: certain articles to be im- 
ported: into certain ports; the produce of the country from 
whence, &c. and- the exportation of colonial produce and 
British manufactures; taking special care to give the Bri- 
tish vessel the advantage in the circuitous voyage. Our 
act of 1823 suspended those of 1818 and 1820, confined 
the British shipping to the direct trade, and offered to 
abolish our discriminating duties: - Thus it stood until the 
British colonial act of July, 1825, the British, in the mean 
time,. countervailing our acts, and still nearly the whole 
trade carried onin American shipping. 

This act of Parliament of 1825 (usually called Mr. Hus- 
kisson’s) forms another commercial era. It was’a radical 
change of the British colonial policy. But, in the discus- 
sions’then, and’ in the succeeding year, principles were 
advanced, which the act was neither calculated nor in- 
tended to sustain. A late British writer, in discussing this 
subject, has remarked, that ‘there is not, perhaps, ano- 
ther instance in the history of Parliament, in which the 
measure brought in was in so little-accordance with the 
speech by which it was prefaced. Prohibition, it is true; 
was, for the most part, (though not entirely,) abolished in 
name, but it was kept up in fact! and the real effect of the 
act was to continue, under. different regulations, every 
abuse which Mr. Huskisson had denounced.” To wit, to 
give Canada and the ship owners the monopoly of the sup- 
ply of the West India colonies. . The act of Parliament, of 
1825, gave the direct trade in native products to nations 
having colonics, upon reciprocal terms, and to those that 
had not colonies, which put British trade ‘on the footing 
of the most favored nation,” The United States, then, 
was to enjoy the colonial trade on a condition so obscure 
and equivocal, that there is strong reason to suspect it was 
intended as a subterfuge. We had given other nations 
commercial favors for equivalents; and was the colonial 
trade in British vessels to be put on an equality with these? 
The British minister here (Mr. Vaughan) was called on 
for an explanation, but he- confessed he could give none. 
But subsequent events show clearly that this new colonial 
policy was aimed mainly at the navigation of the United 
States. It was seen that, from the close of the war, in 1815, 
to 1825, the tonnage of the United States had increased, 
while that of Great Britain had diminished. It was frank- 
ly acknowledged that, in a commercial warfare with us, 
they must fail, and that their American colonics must suf- 
fer exceedingly. Mr. Huskisson observed that, by our 
commercial system, ‘fa heavy blow was aimed at the na- 
vigation of England.” Atter a frank avowal that their own 
commercial policy was to check the growth of any mari- 
time Power which might, by her single strength, endan- 
ger the commercial supremacy of England, and question 
her title to the sovereignty of the seas, Mr. Huskisson adds, 
“Jt is the broad principle upon which the navigation sys- 


able; and, in 1818, the Committee on Foreign Relations of| tem of this country was founded; and it is obvious that the 
the House, of which I had the honor to be amember, and of! motives for adopting that. system were, first, that such 
which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Forsrra] was chair-| portion of the carrying trade. of foreign countries as does 
man, made their report, accompanied by a bill for the oc-|not devolve to British shipping, should be divided as 
clusion of certain British colonial ports, which was passed. | equally as possible amongst other maritime States, and not 
This was followed up by the act of 1820, making the system | engrossed by any one of them in particular; and, secondly, 
more extensive and perfect; and thus were the British co- | that countries entertaining relations of commerce with this 
lonial ports closed by sea. Great Britain, learning our |country, and not possessing shipping of their own, should 
intention to pass the act of 1818, by an act of Parliament! export their produce to England in British ships only, in- 
of the same year, opened the ports of Halifax and St. |stead-of employing the vessels of any third Power. 
John’s, for certain articles necessary for her West Indies,| It was pretended that those nations which did not accept 
giving us the short voyage, and reserving to herself the | of the terms prescribed by the colonial trade oa winni 
long one, and encumbering the trade with other restric- {a year, forfeited their claims to the provisions of that a ; 
tions. This. was inadmissible, and we offered,.as a coun- {yet Great Britain acted upon this principle with none u 
ter project, that the list of inadmissible articles- should !the United States. Mr. Gallatin arrived in England in 
be.the same to the. Northern and Southern colonies, the | July, and it was known he was instructed to open a nego: 
duties to. be equal in the carrying, and no other nor higher |tiation on the subject; but, on the 27th of this month and 
on our products than on those from any other country. before he had presented his credentials, the or $ n San: 
Nothing. was. agreed on; and such was the. consequent | cil was issued, excluding us from this trade. $ ap i 
pressure on their West Indies, that an act of Parliament, ‘ning, after cavilling and equivocating, abruptly and p 
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remptorily broke off the negotiation, and-then boasted in 
Parlianfent that he 4 had had. the last word? - 

The opposition, to the late administration now began to 
magnify this colonial trade as.a great affair, and to arraign 
the administration for losing-it. It was the party hobby; 
and the President was accused. of demanding: too ‘much. 
In 1826, legislation was attempted, but it failed, for want 
of time... In 1827, a bill was reported by the Senator from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Joansron,] then chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, providing for closing the colonial ports 
after the 30th September; but if, before that time, they 
should be opened to us, and the British discriminating du- 
ties repealed, the President might, by proclamation, open 
ours to them on the same terms. -This-bill was amended, 


on my motion to strike out the words ‘‘by sea,” soas to 


make the exclusion extend to.the inland navigation... Af- 


ter this, the whole bill, after the enacting clause, was 


stricken out; and, on motion of the Senator from Maryland, 
(Mr. Smrru,]a substitute inserted, of three sections. The 
first, repealing. the discriminating duties after the 31st De- 
cember; the second, suspending the acts of 1818, 1820, 
and 1823, until the 31st of December; and the third, au- 
thorizing the. President, before that. time, to repeal our 
acts of 1818, 1820, and 1823, and the discriminating 
duties, should the British order in council, of 27th July, 
1826, and their discriminating duties, be repealed. Thus 
amended, the act passed the Senate, but the House 
thought it was too humiliating. As we passed it, if the Bri- 
tish order in council, interdicting the trade to us, should not 
be rescinded, our discriminating duties would be repealed 
after the 31st of December, and our colonial acts would 
all have been revived. Now, as the act of 1823 suspended 
those of 1818 and 1820, the result would have been, that, 
after the 31st of December, the whole trade would have 
been open to Great Britain, without discriminating duties, 
and closed to us, This was the view taken of it by the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce of the House, 
now a member of the Senate, [Mr. Tomzrnsox,] in which 
he was unquestionably correct, and the bill was amended, 
providing that, if the British ports were not open to us 
by the 31st of December, ours should be shut to them. 
After a conference, each House adhéred to its opinion; 
and the bill failed. This was on the 2d of March--Con- 
gress adjourned the next day; and the President, ‘on the 
17th, issued his proclamation, closing our ports against 
British vessels. The Senate’s proposition was, opening 
the trade to Great Britain, and’asking her to open it to us, 
without saying what we would do in case she failed to com- 
ply; that of the House added, that, unless she did comply, 
our ports should be shut to- her, as hers then were tous. 
An this attempt at legislation, the-administration did not 
interfere at all, though its opposers attempted to throw 
the blame of losing the trade on them. Had there been 


no party machinery in the affair, Great Britain, who was 
almost the exclusive sufferer, would have soon been brought 


to her senses, and consented to trade on fair and equita- 
ble terms. The friends of the late administration, charged 
with demanding too much, in fact, yielded too much, 
though it is totally untrue, as alleged by Mr. Van Buren, 
that it had abandoned the ground it had taken. The 
principles advanced by Great Britain on this subject have 
always been at war with eachother. You propose a com- 
mercial convention or treaty with her—‘“ the colonies are 


distinct, and reciprocity must be limited to her European’ 


dominions.” You propose to participate in the carrying 
between the colonies and the parent country--* the 
colcnies are a part of the'empire, and this is * coasting 
trade.’” The struggle has been, by the British, to get 
the exclusive carrying, and to supply her West Indies 
through her Northern colonies; and, by us, to secure a 


fair equality. Our alternate resort: to discrimination and. 


exclusion, since the convention of 1815, had, in a consi- 
derable degree, deprived Great Britain of-the advantages 


of the circuitous voyage; and through the portsof ‘othet 


nations inthe West Indies, (called <“ the neutral ports,”) 


we had‘supplied her Southern coloniesalmost exclusively- 


by our own tonnage. - Although our inland trade was still 
open, yet such are’ the obstructions to. the navigation of 
the St.-Lawrence, that we could much more easily supply 
the West Indies through ‘ethe neutral ports,” than‘Great 
Britain could through the :Canadas: Now, take:the dif- 
ferent periods of 1821, 1824, 1827, and“1830, under the 
operations of thè different acts-of 1818: and’ 1820,.;wheni 
the. ports were closed, 1823; when’ they were open par- 
tially; enforcing the principle of discrimination; ‘and 1827 
and 1830, when they were’ closed. wider ‘the proclama- 
tion of 17th March, 1827, and compare our tonnage, in 
each. of those years, with that under Mr. McLane’s ar- 
rangement, and you will then have a pictare of this affair 
most appalling to the navigating interest. Hitherto, the 
British Southern colonies had been supplied through. the 
inland navigation with the Northern provinces and ‘the 
neutral ports,” the largest portion: through the Danish 
and Swedish islands; considerable, however, through the 
Spanish, French, and-Dutch islands, and Hayti. I will 
take the tonnage ‘employed in the British colonies, and 

the Swedish and Danish-:only, although this is:by no means 
stating the case so bad asitis; © 2 8 or a 


Barrisa, Swepisa, AND DANISH. 


American Tonnage. Forcign. 
Entry, Departure. Entry. Departure, 
1821, 168,305 182,624 2,757 4,690 
1824, 178,602 192,309 ‘11,604 > 17,363 
1827, 158,302 148,099 17,623 19,792 
* 1830,: - 192,061 ~ 15,080. . 
1831, - -151,147 ~ 107,078" 


Yet the Senator from Illinois expects to make us believe 
that.our tonnage, iti this trade, has increased since this 
arrangement. He would. prove it in this way: He takes 
our tonnage engaged in the direct British trade, which 
was almost wholly intetdicted, and compares it with that 
now carried on, and triumphantly gives you the regult. 
Now, everyone sees the entire fallacy of the argument, 
who knows that, during the interdiction, nearly every 
thing: was done through the ‘neutral ports.” I have, in- 
deed, stated the case: too favorably for the *€ arranges 
ment.” There was more commerce with the British co- 
lonies than the whole.catried on through the British, Swe- 
dish, and Danish ports. Very ‘much went through the ° 
Dutch, French, and Spanish islands, and Hayti, as I have 
said. And now, in the three first, there has been ‘an im- 
mense falling off. i ona 7 

` We have seen the condition of the British colonial trade 
when this administration commenced, and we will see, 
however humiliati ng it may be, what was done, and how it 
was done. > 

The President, in his first message, seems to be paving 
the way foran adjustment of this question. He begins 
by the most servile adulation of the British nation, vainly 
and foolishly expecting that his flattery would induce her 
to surrender what she deemed an important principle 
connected with her maritime power. ‘With Great Bri- 
tain, (he says, ) alike distinguished in peace and in war,.we 
may look forward to yéars. of ‘peaceful, honorable, and 
elevated competition. “Every thing in the condition and 
history of the two nations is calculated to inspire senti- 
ments of mutual respect.” Sir, is this the sentiment of 
the President of these United States?) Every thing? Every 
thing in the condition and history of Great Britain to in- 
spire us with sentiments of respect? Are the “condi. 
tions” of her public debt, her tithes and poor rates, and 
her religious establishments, entitled to our very profound 
respect? Butit is not limited toher present ‘condition; _ 
it extends to‘her whole ‘thistory;”? not only to all that she 
is, but to all that she has been, or has-done. Every thing! 
My life for it, sir, he never wrote it. He knew something 
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of the war of the revolution;-he may have read something 
of British history; he, inthe last. war, defended his coun- 

_ try against her myrmidons, fighting for ‘* booty and beau- 
ty;” and.could .he.respect. every thing in the history of 
‘these transactions?» It isa misprint; or some British spy, 
lurking. around the: palace, slipped in and made the inter- 
polation; : [Here Mr. H. called for the declaration of in- 
dependence, and read] ‘The history of the present 
King of Great Britain is a history of repeated injuries and 
usurpations, all having, in direct object, the establishment 
of:an. absolute. tyranny over. these States.” Is this enti- 
tled to our very profound respect? ` ‘$ Taking away our 
chartered rights, abolishing our most valuable laws, and 
altering, fundamentally, the forms of our Government.” 
These things do not seem to me to command very great 
respect. Many other things are contained in this document, 
equally atrocious, which we might remember, not with 
the most perfect cordiality. - If ‘*he plundered our seas, 
ravaged our. coasts, burnt. our towns, and destroyed the 
lives of our people,” and did many other acts of atrocity, 
justifying. the declaration that. “a prince, whose charac- 
ter is thus marked by every act which may define a tyrant, 
is unfit to be the ruler of a free people,” the President 
will pardon me when 1 again inquire, Is ‘every thing in 
the condition and history of that country calculated to 
inspire us with with sentiments of respect!” 

Imagine to yourself, sir,the President of the United States 
standing before the throne of the British King, and thus 
addressing him: ‘* May it please your Majesty, it is my high- 
est honor, as well as my greatest pleasure, to address the 
beloved and illustrious monarch ofa great and gallant na- 
tion, distinguished alike in peace and in war; every thing 
in the condition and history of your country is calculated 
to inspire, in my bosom, sentiments of the profoundest 
respect.” And how much more devotional and loyal 
would that have been, than the eulogy which I have read 
from this message? Sir, the signers of that declaration 
were good witnesses—Hancock, Samuel and John Adams, 
Sherman, Franklin, Jefferson, and all the rest. They are 
all dead butone. No! they are alive, and will live in the 
affections of freemen, until freedom herself shall expire. 
And their declaration is a libel upon the British nation, or 
this eulogy is a libel upon them..:Every thing! O, hea- 
vens! Everything! Mr. McLane was specially instructed 
to communicate this message to his Majesty’s Government, 
and to let it be distinctly understood that these are the 
sentiments of the American people; that the claims ad- 
vanced by the United States had been abandoned by those 
who made them; that those claims had received no sanc- 
tion from the people, and are not revived. He was to 
urge upon the. British Government the President’s anxious 
desire to terminate a state of things prejudicial to the 
friendly relations of the two countries.. ‘*The President 
hopes that true policy would induce his Majesty,” &c.; 
appeals to British liberality: and yet the humble, degrad- 
ing, supplicating letter remained four months without an 
answer; and then, or the 16th March, 1830, the American 
minister writes another, or rather'a book, going into the 
whole history of the affair, proving how much it would 
benefit Great Britain to adjust the controversy; disclaiming 
and disavowing “ American pretensions,” excusing, so- 
liciting, and apologizing, and all that; declining. to defend 
his country for not embracing the provisions of the act of 
Parliament of 1825; or, in the spirit of the Senator from 
Ulinois, was willing his country should incur the penalty 
of its guilt in not obeying a British law! 

Lord Aberdeen had seen, from. the solicitude of Mr. 
McLane, that it was the party in power which wished for 
the adjustment, for party purposes; he had delayed an 
answer until he could learn the exact state of things here. 
He found that the late administration had been reviled for 
asking too-much, ‘and that the present one would be ready 
to take less. He knew, therefore, that he could have a! 


bargainof his own making. ‘ But it would be exceedingly 

gratifying to British pride, if, in the surrender of a principle 

by’the United States, the manner, too, should be humble. 

Before, we had never supplicated. By our independent, 

high-minded, high-toned course, we hadinflicted a wound 

on British pride, which now was the timeto avenge:. After 

Mr. McLane’s surrendering, in terms, the ‘‘ American 

pretensions,” his lordship gives him to understand that he 

shall not take his word, nor rely on the promise of the 

American Government; but the act of Congress must first 

be passed, and he must see its provisions before he would 

move a step. ‘Well, Mr.-McLane. sends for his law, and 

he gets it.. The act of Congress of 29th May, 1830, pro- 

posed by Mr. Van Buren. himself, and going as far as we 

had ever gone, was presented in the most humble. man- 
ner—‘* Hopes. the President’s motives in recommending 
the act will be appreciated,” and tells him how Congress 
has diminished the duties on molasses, cocoa, and salt, the 
products of the West India islands. Notwithstanding all 
this humiliation, he was treated with the utmost indiffer- 
ence—they even spelt his name wrong; instead of Louis, 

Lewis. He appeared so English in his feelings, that they 
took away his American name, and gave him an English 
one. Like Sir Philip Faulkenbridge, when he was knight- 
ed, boasting how he would treat his former companions-— 
“ Good Sir Philip!” “God a mercy, fellow! and if his 
name be George, PI call him Peter.” 

The act of 27th May, 1830, was intended to be perfect- 
ly reciprocal. The vessels of each, with their cargoes, 
were to be admitted in the ports of the United States, and 
the enumerated colonial ports, on the same terms. The 
act was no concession, except in this—it was making our 
propositions definite and binding upon us, before Great 
Britain would act at all. But his lordship undertakes to 
cavil at this law of Congress.. You must expound this 
law to mean directly, to be sure, what it purports not to 
mean; that, while you can carry. nothing but your own 
products from your country to our colonies, we can carry 
from thence any foreign products whatever. Sir, a grosser 
perversion of the palpable meaning of a law never was 
attempted. Yet an American minister stipulates for his 
country, at the beck of a British minister, that it shall 
mean what it did not say; and what was, moreover, the 
surrender of an important principle of policy, never de- 
parted from since the organization of the Government. 
Sir, animadversion or reprobation is unnecessary. Your 
minister negotiates with a foreign Government to modify 
or repeal a law of Congress, and the President sanctions 
the act. Yes, and we tamely submit! It will be always for our 
interest that foreigners should be ourcarriers! But, says 
Mr. McLane, if we should, hereafter, find this inconvenient, 
we can rescind the agreement. Indeed! You put 1 con- 
struction on an act of Congress, against its manifest mean- 
ing and intent, favorable to Great Britain; the President 
confirms the construction and the pledge; and, if we find 
it against our interest, the remedy is a violation of our 
plighted faith! Here is one concession, never before 
made, and not authorized by law—a concession, too, which; 
for the first time, gives foreign navigation a preference in 
our own ports. But this isnotall; Lord Aberdeen knew 
he was circumventing us, and, to prevent future ground 
of complaint, he apprises Mr. McLane, frankly, of the in- 
tention of the British Government to make such discrimina- 
tion, in favor of the trade from the Northern colonies 
to the West Indies and the European dominions, as should 
secure them the benefit of the circuitous voyage. In his 
reply to Mr. McLane, making a merit of our diminishing the 
duties on certain West India products, Lord Aberdeen, 
frankly, though somewhat sneeringly, remarked, ‘‘This 
measure has been viewed by his Majesty’s Government 
with sincere satisfaction, as indicating a disposition to cul- 
tivate a commercial intercourse with his Majesty’s colo- 
nies, upon a footing of greater freedom and reciprocal 
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existed. But the undersigned| thence; free, to the West Indices, these duties ‘are a: prohi- 
must frankly, states-th: m the general consideration ofj bition against us. Never was a scheme better devised:to 
the question now. .to:bedétermined, no weight ought to}cripple, if not totally annihilate, our navigation: 
be assigned to. the. reduction of those duties, as forming| If we need proof of the-utter want of reciprocity in tl 
any: part-of the: grounds:on which the re-establishment off colonial trade “arrangement,” it is found. in the posthu- 
the intercourse: may be-acceded to. These changes-are|mous documents which came in answer to a resolution 
part-of a.general scheme of taxation which the Govern-| offered by ry colleague. : Why they were not sent be- 
ment merica may, at all times, impose or modify, fore, is.unknown, though it may be imagined; « Here isa 
with. the same freedom as that which Great Britain may | direct avowal of the operation of this*arrangement, and 
exercise in the regulation of any part of its system of da-| the British. Government is-urged.to act. more “favorably. 
ties; and ‘it isthe more essential that his Majesty’s Govern-| Mr. McLane had been expressly told-that the British Go- 
ment should not contract, by implication, any engagement] vernment -intended to. alter. their schedule of. duties, 
towards that of the United States, with respect to such] «* with a view more effectually to support the-interests of 
alterations, because his Majesty’s Government have alrea-|the British North American colonies;” yet, after it. was 
dy under their consideration the expediency of introduc-| all over, and he saw the operation of his own negotiation, 
ing some modifications into the schedule of duties attached fhe writes to Lord Palmerston: “lf, therefore, the. ún- 
to the act of Parliament of 1825, with a view more effect-|dersigned has succeeded in. showing, as he hopes he- has, 
ually to support the interests of the British North Ame-|that the present bill virtually destroys the fair advantages 
rican, colonies,” ,&c. - Now, if this frank and ingenious} of the direct intercourse between the United States, and 
avowal that Great Britain. intended to make every dis-|the British West. Indies, contemplated in. the recent ar-, 
crimination which she could, to favor the circuitous trade, rangement, he might confidently submit the subject, with- 
was not sufficient to open his eyes, and silence all com-| out further. observation, to the justice and good faith of 
plaint afterwards, it seems to.me nothing could. And, in} his Majesty’s Government.” Mr. McLane, by this letter, 
a very few days after, Mr. Herries introduced into Parlia-| makes his own bargain bad enough, according to the 
. ment his proposed alteration of duties, in favor of the co-| schedule proposed by Mr. Herries; and if he will make a 
lonics, to which I alluded several monthsago. Mr. Eerries| comparison between that and the act of 22d of April, 
stated that “the object of the schedule was to give cn-/1831, he will find that, if possible, this makes it worse. 
couragement to'a supply of the West India islands by the} But, though he has confidently submitted to ‘the justice 
North American colonies of Great Britain, instead of by jand good faith of his Majesty’s Government” for relief, as 
the United States, or any other country;’’ that *‘ America| he had. before submitted to its liberality, still, Lord Pal- 
had entirely and unconditionally (and he might have add-| merston was so disgusted that the American minister could 
ed, humbly) withdrawn her pretensions.” But the mo-|so soon complain of an arrangement which he so lately 
ment the British Government commences this modification | and suppliantly solicited, that-he did not even deign to 
of its duties, for the purpose expressly announced to Mr. | answer his letter. Never was a.man treated so:cavalierly 
McLane, he begins to complain. . He expected our inte-}as was Mr. McLane in the whole of this affair.. He seems 
rest was to have been somewhat consulted, and that, in fill-}to bave been noticed. with the kind of British hauteur 
ing the carte blanche, which he bad offered to his lordship, | which is induced by another’s humility. There. is one 
he would not have taken the whole to himself. But Aber-|thing I like in an Englishman: he is for England against 
deen bad seen that Mr. McLane was to accomplish some | the world, and honors the man of any other country, even 
arrangement, no matter what, and that he had him in his/if he isan. enemy, who entertains the same patriotic pride. 
powcr. Now, said he, ‘Mr. McLane, PU make you aj We will now look at the effect of this arrangement a` 
fair offer—PI have the turkey, and you shall have the/little more in detail. The same facilities would have been 
crow, or you shall have the crow, and PIU have the tur-| given to our. trade by inland navigation, had, not this ar- 
key.” Now, as this sounded somewhat reciprocal, and{rangement been made. ‘The very effect of interdiction, © 
as something must be done, he accepted the proposition. | by sea, would be to increase the intercourse by land. Our 
But when he began to think further—-now, said he to him-|inland trade could not, therefore, be benefited by open- 
self, “ï have at last got nothing but the crow, and the|ing the Atlantic ports. The gain which hasbeen boasted 
Anglishman has the turkey;” then he begins to make his|of to the agricultural, at the expense. of the navigating 

complaints: “ May it please your lordship, you didnot say | interest, is all a delusion. The truth is, that the agricultural 
turkey tome at all.” Aberdeen pats him on the shoulder: | interest onthe Atlantic bas lost, by destroying a competition 
« Never mind, never mind, «you are an honest fellow—-a|in the carrying, while the interior has gained. nothing. 
very honest fellow.” By this he was pacified, wiped his} [Mr. H. here read a comparative view of the prices of 
eyes, and came right home and received his reward. ashes and other produce, in the New York and Montreal 

Mr. Herries’s schedule was not adopted; but, on the 22d | markets, from 1823 to August 12, 1831.] ~ 
April, 1831, an act of Parliament was passed, varying in| Ihave here given a comparative view of the prices cur- 
some particulars from that proposed in November, but dis-jrent of our domestic exports at Montreal and New York, 
criminating more unfavorably against us, and in favor|from 1823 to 1831, inclusive, by. which it appears that 
of the colonies. I have made a schedule, presenting, | the proportionate differences of price have averaged about 
in three opposite columns, the: duties as in 1830, before|the same. We-see that, heretofore, the trade `was no 
the arrangement; those proposed by Mr. Herries; andjmore circuitous than it now is, while ‘the carrying was 
those imposed by the act of April, 1831. 1 will give you | chiefly ours; whereas, under this arrangement, the British 
a few specimens from this schedule. will eventually obtain the whole. We have seen the fall- 

Wheat flour into the Southern colonies, duties, 1830, jing off of our tonnage in the trade with the British, Swedish, 
per bbl. 5s.; proposed by Mr. Herries, 6s.;by act of April, jand Danish colonies only, and the consequent. increase. of 
1831, 5s, Into the. Northern colonies, 1830, 5s.; Mr.jthe foreign. The comparison between the West, India 
Herries, 5s.; by act of April, 1831, free; giving a manifest | ports, only, in these three, is still more appalling: in 1830, 
advantage to the. trade through the colonies, over that]it was 74,890 tons; 1831,.35,667; and, inasmuch as much 
proposed by Herries. Again, take the article of staves|of the. indirect trade was through the Spanish, French, 
and heading. In 1830, per 1,000, red oak, 15s.; white|and Dutch islands, and Hayti, this depreciation must be 
oak, 12s.; Herries’, 18s.; act of April, 1831, red oak, | much greater. Could this depreciation of our navigation, 
£1 Gs. 3d.; white oak, £1 3s. 3d... - ; } [by bringing a foreign competition, aid the producer or 

Now, as these articles, and, indeed, all lumber, goes| consumer, there would be some consolation that what was ` 
free into the Northern and Northeastern colonies, andthe loss of the one was the gain of the other. But such 
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is the advantage given here tothe foreigner, that all Ameri- 
can competition is destroyed, and the price of freights is 
not diminished. -Onthe other hand,-how did the case stand, 
under. the. restrictions or. interdictions? ‘The burden of 
the. circuitous voyage: fell onthe British almost exclusive- 
ly... -Tt is like the case of a tax; if the producer needs to 
sell, more-than. the buyer to buy, the former pays; if the 
reverse, the latter.. Now, the produce of the British West 
Indies, which. we consume, is a small proportion of our 
consumption of like articles from other sources.. In 1827, 
the whole amount of our trade with all the West Indies, 
including Spanish, French, Dutch, Swedish, Danish, and 
British, was - - ee - - $12,137,897 
Of which was British, - a. - - 


$11; 242,690 


Add, probably, the indirect trade through * the neu- 
tral ports,” and it might give Great Britain three millions 
of dollars; or, say a little less than one-fourth. Now, it is 
manifest, that any tax or expense of carrying, upon the 
one-fourth, could not affect the price of the three-fourths, 
and the burden would consequently fall on the producer. 
How is it with the consumption of our products by the 
colonies? The case is directly the reverse. They need 
to buy, more than we do to sell. We can find other mar- 
kets, better than they can do without ours. It has been 
admitted, again and again, that the continental colonies can- 
not supply the West Indies, and that they would be ruined 
without the means, in some way, of obtaining our products. 

But ‘the apparent loss of our navigation is by far less 
than the real. The comparative number of vessels or of 
tons indicates by no means a comparative value of freight. 
The same vessel, in a short voyage, may enter and clear 
ten times a year; and it would appear that ten times the 
number had done so, than had in fact. A single vessel, 
of the same tonnage, might enter and clear but once in 
the-same time; but such might be the character and length 
of her voyage, that her freight and profits would be worth 
more than all the ten. Now, here we carry chiefly the 
short voyage, while the British, taking advantage of the 
circuitous voyage, take our products from the neighbor- 
ing provinces to the West Indies, (whether foreign or do- 
Mestic,) or to their possessions in- Europe, from both of 
which we are excluded. We are at last, sir, permitted 
to look into the facts on this subject, and to sce, in some 
measure, how far our theory is sustained by substantial 
truth. The resolutions which I had the honor to offer, 
on this subject, calling for information, were adopted by 
the Senate on the 22d December, and it has been more 
than three months before we could have it. “We have got 
it at last, such as it is. The resolutions had been offered 
on account of a’most inexplicable paragraph in the Presi- 
dent’s message. In speaking of the colonial arrangement, 
he observed that ‘‘the trade thereby authorized has em- 
ployed, to thé 30th September last, upwards of 30,000 
tons of American, dnd 15,000 tons of foreign shipping, in 
the ‘outward voyages; and in the inward, nearly an equal 
amount of American, and 20,000 only of foreign ton- 
nage;” and adds, that the trade acquired by it on the lakes, 
&c., may more than balance for-the loss by discrimination 
made in favor of the North American colonies and the West 
Indies. I really wish that the Secretary of the Treasury 
had. expounded this mysterious declaration. There is no 
fact in the report, nor any where else, that I have seen, 
coming. near ‘to this statement. The report makes the 
departures, American, 102,772 tons; foreign, 103,883. 
In- 1830, there were 14,267 tons engaged in foreign ton- 
nage, outward. In 1831, 103,883—making again of fo- 


reign tonnage of 88,816. In 1830, the American tonnage, 
departing,.was. - - - - oe - - 119,566 
And, in 1831,° -  - - += - - 1033772 


A falling off of 


895,207 |. 


-So.that, while the British gain, in the colonial inter- 
course with their colonies, in this year, is 88,816 tons, 
our loss is 16,794, besides almost a total loss of the ton- 
nage employed through the neutral ports. In 1830, the 
departures for Swedish, Danish, and British colonial ports, 
were 192, 061 American, and 15,081 only foreign. In 
1831, the departures. are 151,147 American, and 107,078 
foreign.. In 1830, your domestic tonnage stood as 192,061 
to 15,080. In 1831, your domestic to the foreign was 
as. 151,147 American, to- 107,078. foreign. In the first 
year, the excess of the American over the foreign, 176,981, 
is reduced to 44,069, making a nett loss of tonnage, in one 
year, of 182,912. ; "E 
Now, look- at this in another view. By the report, it 
appears that, of the whole number of vessels entering and 
departing, up to 31st September, 1830, there are, enter- 
ing, American, 1,166; foreign, 1,292; departing, Ameri- 
can, 906; foreign, 1,129. The entries, British West Indies, 
American, 300; foreign, 157; departing, 311 American, 
and 133 foreign. Northern provinces, entry, American, 
866; foreign, 1,135; departing, American, 595; foreign, 
1,129. It is suggested in the report, in an extract from 
some. collector, nobody knows whom, for the Secretary 
does not choose to give us his name, that many American, 
vessels clear for the West Indies generally, but in fact go 
to the British West Indies. ‘here may be some cases of 
this sort; but about 7,000 tons cleared thus in 1830, when 
they were interdicted the British West Indies. Besides, 


just as many vessels, except one, have entered from the 


West Indies, as have departed. What, then, could have 
become of those which went to the West Indies generally? 
The whole truth is, some vessels may clear for the West 
Indies generally, and go toa British island; and others may 
clear for a British island ‘and a market,” and go to some 
other place; and the numbers would probably offset each 
other. 

But look a little further into the case, and you will per- 
ceive that this is only the beginning of sorrow. Mt. 
McLane, against the plain meaning of the law, agreed to 
give the British the start in the race, and they began the 
trade nearly two months before we possibly could. With this 
advantage, that, of exporting from the United States pro- 
ducts which we could not, and the protecting duties for the 
colonies, and the warehousing system, we had to struggle 
hard to enjoy a small participation in the trade; but what we 
had, is comparatively dwindling every day. In January. 
the vessels entered from North American provinces, Ameri- 
can S1, British 18; May, American 45, British 117; Sep- 
tember, American 97, British 223. By 30th September 
next, we shall probably have little left in the trade. We 
have an account from the Passamaquoddy district, which, 
from its particularity, looks as if it was official. It has been 
relied on by the admin stration papers as evidence of the 
success of this glorious event-—‘* The ports are open.” It 
seems by this, that, during the year 1831, the departures 
were, American 26, foreign 885. It seems, by your re- 
port, that the whole of the foreign departures were 1,129 
only, and that 885 were from this port. I find that they 
were chiefly from the British North American colonies, 
twenty-six, 1 think, from Liverpool; but they cleared fora 
colonial port, intending to take the advantage of the circuit- 
ous voyage. If this is any thing like a fair average of what 
we are to have in this arrangement, 26 to 885, the sooner 
we break up the concern the better, 

Still, sir, there is another view, which has not been lost 
sight of by the British, but which scemed entirely to have 
escaped Mr. McLane’s notice. What effect is this arrange- 
ment to have on the commercial relations subsisting be- 
tween the United States and the British European domi- 
nions? It will be recollected that the convention excepts 
the colonies from its provisions, and may now be terminat- 
ed by either party giving the other twelve months’ notice. 


16,794 | Suppose the convention to continue, what is there to pre- 
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vent’ Great Britain from so regulating the colonial trade 

as tò get into her hands all the European trade?’ We have 

agreed that the trade with the colonies, imnative products, 

shall be on equal terms, and that Great Britain may, more- 

over, export from the United States, to her colonies, fo- 
reign products,on the same terms. She is left perféctly free 

to give as great facilities to the trade to the mother coun- 
try, through the’colonies, as to the Southern, through the 
Northern colonies. She, indeed, gave full notice of her 
intention to do this also. In referring to our act of 29th 
May; 1830, which provides that the commercial intercourse 
of the United States with all other ports of the British 
possessions shall be left on a footing not less favorable 
than it now is, «Lord. Aberdeen declines any understand- 
ing on this point which shall, in the least, fetter Great 
Britain in changing these relations, but that she be free to 
adopt, from time to time, such commercial regulationsas she 
may deem to be expedient for her own interest, consistent 
with the obligations of existing treaties.” He says, in ef- 
fect, Mr. McLane, if we can, we will, by discriminating in 
favor of the European trade through the colonies, take 
the whole of it, by our own tonnage, or give you the re- 
quired notice, and rescind the convention, (leaving this 
arrangement in full force,) then burden the direct trade, 
and carry on the whole through the colonies, and thus ex- 
clude you both ways. - And, should she do it, what breach 
of faith would there be that would justify our violation of 
Mr. Mclane’s arrangement? He hall full notice at the 
time, and made his agreement with his eyes open. 

And here, too, our facts will concur well with our rea- 
soning. Great Britain established her warehousing sys- 
tem in the colonies; repealed or diminished duties on the 
principal articles of our products coming from the colo- 
nies; and increased them in the direct route. Thus, our 
pot and pearl ashes, through Canada, are duty free; when 
coming directly, they are taxed heavily. Flour, wheat,* 
lumber, and cotton, are objects of peculiar favor through 
the colonies. This last article, the important staple of 
our country, and which constitutes more than half of all 
our freights to Great Britain, was, very soon, made a pe- 
culiar object of this discriminating policy. At the time of 
Mr. McLane’s arrangement, the duty on cotton, from fo- 
reign countries, was an ad valorem of six per cent.; and 
on cotton, coming from the colonies, 4d. per hundred. 
On the 23d of February, 1831, and immediately after 
opening the ports, under the arrangement, the duty on 
cotton, from foreign countries, is raised to $ of a penny 
per pound, leaving that on cotton from the colonies the 


* Duty on colonial and foreign wheat and flour in England. 


DUTY. 

AVERAGE PRICE. Colonial. Foreign. - 
Wheat, | Flour, | Wheat, | Flour, 
per qr. | per bbl | per qr. per bbl. 

j s d| sod] s d| s d 
66s. and under 67s. 50| 3:1]|20 g}|12 5 
67s. s6 68s. 0 6| 0 4/18 8/11 3 
68s. 69s. | 0 6f 0 4/16 8|i0 0 
69s. ss 70s. 0 6| 0 4/13 8} 8 2 
70s. ne 7i. | O 61 0 4/10 8! 6 5 
71s. i 72s. 0-6| 0 4] 6 8] 4 I 
72s. ec 73s. Oo 6] 0 4) 2 8] 1 8 
73s. or above, 0 6)°0° 4] 1 01.0 7° 


Seventy pounds of. wheat niake one bushel, and eight 
bushels one quarter. < o a 


sanie'as before. Thus, cotton from Charleston to Liver- 
pool pays 5s. 10d. per hundred; and, going by the way 
of St. John’s, or Halifax, pays 4d.3 making a difference 
of 5s. 6d. sterling, or about $1 27 for éach hundred 
pounds. This, in a cargo of a ship of 400 tons, would 
make a difference of 1,200 pounds sterling, or $5,222. 
That this trade had been ‘actually begun previous to the 
30th September last, appéars by the answer to the reso- 
lutions of 22d December ‘last. “A cargo of cotton, 
329,665 Ibs. valued at $29,967, had -been’ shipped, in. 
foreign tonnage, to the British North Ametican colonies; 
and -the inference is irresistible that this % for ‘reshipment 
to Great Britain, to avoid the alien duty.” But, since that 
time, this trade is séttling into a regular channel. : ‘I hold 
in my hand a letter from a gentleman of the first respecta- 
bility, dated at Lubec, Maine, S1st December last, which 
is free for the inspection of any Senator, an. extract from 
which I will give you: *‘ A merchant from St. John’s, 
New Brunswick, passed through this place this week, on 
his way to Savannah, to which place he had ordered his 
ship, from Liverpool, (England, ) for the purpose of load- 
ing her with cotton, or Southern pine timber, and then 
to touch and warehouse her cargo at St. John’s, and from 
thence proceed to England. He stated that a vessel was 
then on her voyage, by the way of Halifax, the saving in 
duties on whose cargo would amount to 5s. 6d. sterling per 
100 Ibs. on cotton, or to over 1,200 pounds sterling on the 
whole.” These are only examples, indicating what is to 
be the general and pernicious cffect of this arrangement 
on the British-and colonial commerce. Sir, the resolu- 
tions of inquiry have been very unsatisfactorily answered. 
The manifest meaning of the first resolution was a. call for 
an account of the cargo and tonnage of each vessel; the 
port from whence, and to what place; distinguishing: be- 
tween the American and ‘foreign tonnage. Instead of ` 
this, we have 92 pages, filled into’an old blank, printed 
to contain our whole annual commercial returns; discri- 
minating between articles duty free ‘and those paying ad 
valorem and specific duties; and containing whole pages, 
headed and margined, and every column blank! You ask, 
What articles were exported or imported? And you are 
told that these articles, a long list of them,-were not. 
The fourth resolution inquires, ‘* What are thé duties paid 
on British and American vessels, respectively, and their 
cargoes, in British ports, in the West Indies and the other 
British American colonies, distinguishing between the 
West Indies and the other colonies, and between Ameri- 
can and British vessels, and the produce of the United 
States and the colonies?’ Now, what istheanswer? ‘In 
respect to the fourth resolution, which has been referred. 
to the Department of State for a report, I beg leave to 
remark, that no tonnage duty, and no discriminating duty 
on merchandise, is levied on American vessels or their 
cargoes, in the ports of Upper and Lower Canada.” 

Sir, is this the way that your calls are to be treated by 
a mere Secretary? Or, did the President, on whom the 
call was made, justify the withholding the information re- 
quired, and giving, instead, that which was not ‘asked, 
and which was wholly useless? Of what‘use was it to the 
Senate to have a long enumerated list-of articles which 
were neither imported nor exported; or a classification of 
articles paying duties or not? “Or, was it supposed that 
we wished to know that no tonnage or discriminating du- 
ties were paid in the Canadian: ports? Had not Mr. 
McLane, in his arrangemént, provided against this? Sir, 
I wish I could publish this nondescript report as an ap- 
pendix to my remarks. Thé American people. would 
then see how easily an Executive may, if he will, circum- 
vent the Senate. Lest the answer to the Senate’s call 
should be what it turns out to be, I took the precaution to 
obtain some facts, from practival commercial men, of the 
actual state-of this trade. I will begin with New Hamp- 


.|shirey and here I owe an apology, perhaps, to the Senator 
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from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hits.] Iwas, the other day, 
gently rapped over. the Knuckles for invading his. domi- 
nions, by asking advice of one of his constituents. - I have 
transgressed again. ` The letter is from Timothy Upham, 
of Portsmouth. “But I trust, theré is no danger, in this 
case; that Ishall seduce him from his allegiance to that 
Senator. The Senator, not long since, in discussing ano- 
ther ‘subject, admitted his State to be’ prosperous, but 
ascribed it to “the opening of the ports.” 1 find, by 
General Upham’s letter, six American vessels had entered 
from the Northern provinces, and one British; two Ame- 
rican, from West Indies, Turk’s Island, with salt; one 
American vessel had cleared for British West Indies, 
Barbadoes, and one for the North’ American provinces; 
and one. British vessel had cleared for Halifax. Eight 
American vessels entered, and but two cleared, is won- 
derful evidence of a profitable, trade, and must account, 
conclusively; for the present prosperity of New Hampshire. 
When I left Maine, I understood that, from Portland, 
(which has had as much of the- West India trade as any 
port in New England, scarcely excepting Boston, ) there 
had then been but one voyage to the British West Indies. 
T have, from Providence, Rhode Island, an account of two 
or three voyages, I believe all to and from Turk’s Island. 
From New London, extract of a letter, 12th January, 
1832, from a- gentleman entitled to the fullest reliance: 
“ For the British American ports there have been no 
clearances since Sth October, 1830, up to the present 
time. . During the period above stated, there have been 
but three entries from said ports, all American. vessels, 
with cargoes of plaster, a particular statement of which 
shall be furnished, if required.” I sent to a friend in 
Boston for a particular state of the colonial trade with 
that port, but he was told at the custom-house that such 
a statement was just made out for the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which would, undoubtedly, be transmitted to the 
Senate. You see, however, that the report does not fur- 
nish us with the state of this trade with any single port in 
the. Union, < Jtis particular of what no one wants to know, 
and general: where it should have been particular. “But, 
inasmuch as the sacrifice had been made for the benefit 
of a party, it was indispensable that the party should re- 
alize it.- As soon, therefore, as the news arrived, and 
before any one knew a word: of the terms, it was hailed 
asa most propitious—a most glorious event! The Pre- 
sident, in a paroxysm of joy, announces it to Congress, 
with a sweeping eulogy on Mr. McLane. ‘* Although 
the result is itself the best commentary” [Agreed.] ‘on 
the services rendered to his country by our minister at the 
court of St. James, it would be doing violence to my feel- 
ings were I to dismiss the subject without expressing the 
very high. sense I entertain. of the talent and exertion 
_ which have been displayed by him 6n this occasion.” All 
were delighted at this-wonderful achievement, and more 
0 that-it-eame. just in’ season forthe fall elections. Mr. 
McLane,, onthe wings of. the wind, flew to: Liverpool, 
to despatch the néws of: the long wished for, sought for, 
petitioned for event. Lo! it. comes--no. matter what—- 
the President, the Secretary of State, and the. minister, all 
glorified. Mr. McLane’s complaints and remonstrances, 
after he had ascertained what a bargain he had made, 
were carefully suppressed, and never saw the light until 
within a few days. No matter; call it-good—excellent-- 
wonderful. And so they did. Every pensioned news- 
paper in the Union chimed into the tune—glorious news! 
glorious news! The delusion was universal; people were 
made to extol, they knew not what... All were balluci- 
nated. Aboy, as it is said, went to market, at-a country 
village, with a dozen. of eggs.- **Boy, what do. you ask 
Horyouteggs?”’.. t A quarter ofa dollar, sir.” . “A quar- 
ter: of a dollar! That is more than three times their value. 
They: are. worth about eight cents.” “The ports are 
-opep, s.?;-hurra-for Jackson)?  And.off he strutted. with 


his basket of eggs, enjoying his quarter of a dollar, in 
imagination, just as you have been enjoying this ‘colo- 
nial trade.” How far this diplomacy bas been connected 
with another question, or with ulterior objects, ‘demands 
a doubt.” Attempts, it seems, are now to be made to 
throw the blame’of losing the Northeastern part of Maine 
on Méssrs. Adams-and Clay, two of the gentlemen who 
negotiated the treaty.. Why the other gentleman, who was 
associated with them, is exempted from the charge, may 
be conjectured. But how the negotiators at Ghent could 
there have settled a definite boundary, and marked the 
line, or what they could have done, better than they did, 
no one pretends to say.. No whisper of complaint against 
them for this provision in the treaty had ever been made 
until after the “decision” of the “arbitrator.” . © But.if 
the negotiators were not in fault, the late administration 
were.” T have stated what was attempted to be done by 
the last administration, and what should have been done, 
if we regarded the question more than the party. But 
now, it seems to be intimated that, in the selection of the 
arbitrator, was the great error. This, too, is an after- 
thought, to screen this administration from responsibility, 
The President, in his first annual message, thus speaks of 
the “arbitrator,” whom his predecessor had selected: 
«s With full confidence in the justice of our cause, and 
the probity, intelligence, and uncompromising indepen- 
dence of the illustrious arbitrator, we can have nothing to 
apprehend from the result.” In his second annual mes- 
sage, he states that the delay, occasioned by recent events, 
had been unavoidable; but that our minister at the court 
of the distinguished arbitrator had been assured thatit 
(the decision) ‘would be made within the titne contem- 
plated by the treaty.” 

Jn his last, we witness the taking back,” and ender- 
voring to cast all the blame upon his predecessor’s admi- 
nistration. «1 found,” said he, ‘‘arrangements made 
for its scttlement, over which I had no control; ‘the 
King of the Netherlands having, by the late President and 
his Britannic Majesty, been designated, it became my duty 
to carry, with good faith, the agreement into full effect.” 
Now, forsooth, this honest, intelligent, uncompromising, 
independent, and distinguished arbitrator was so palmed 
upon us, that he, the President, could not help it, and was 
obliged, very reluctantly, to take him for better or worse. 
If ever a people have been so grossly trifled with and 
hnmbugged in eyery thing, as we have been, they must 
have been a very docile and credulous people. And so, 
this once illustrious, uncompromising, &c. having, in the 
plenitude of his honesty, intelligence, and independence, 
determined what was never submitted, and found that our 
‘chigblands” must, by some convulsion in nature, have be- 
come the bed ofariver, itisa matter ‘over which he has no 
control,” and must, he supposes, (unless the Senate check 
him,) ‘< carry, with good faith, the agreement into full ef- 
fect.” I hope not, sir. ‘The Senate is not, if the Presi- 
dent is, afraid of responsibility. And if the Legislature 
of Maine are ready to sell out, sure I am, sir, that her Se- 
nators here are not. 

I have, then, sir, endeavored to give you an exposition 
of the prominent acts of diplomacy of this administration, 
confining myself chiefly to the colonial trade arrangement, 
recurring incidentally to other public acts, mostly to that 
of the Northeastern boundary. I think I have shown, but 
of that the Senate and the public will judge, that this ar- 
rangement gave to Great Britain what we would never be- 
fore consent to give: 

1. A priority in the commencement of the trade. 

2. An equalization of duties between us and the colo- 
nies, the British expressly reserving the right to discrimi- 
nate, ad libitum, in favor of the circuitous trade, which 
they have done to an alarming extent. 

3. The same express reservation in regard to. the Euro- 
ropean trade, authoyzed by the convention. 
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4, A notice, by Great Britain, that the arrangement 
was no-agreement, even by implication, that she was not 
to change the relation in regard to the European trade. — 

5. That, instead of securing a preference to: our navi- 
gation, in any respect, it expressly, and in terms, concedes 
to British navigation a preference, even in our own ports, 
and that, too, in direct violation of the law of Congress, 
which was Mr. McLane’s rule of action. - f : 

6. And that all this was effected by an humble subser- 
viency, totally repugnant to the whole character of our 
diplomacy, and unworthy ‘of a free, honorable, and high- 
minded people. » - ; - F 

7. That the result of all this is to secure to Great Bri- 
tain the circuitous trade, colonial and European. : 

And, finally, that,.by all this, we have.struck a blow to 
the navigation of this country, which may one day effect 
the destruction of our liberties. 

The time was, when’ no prospect of profit or fear of 
loss would induce us to surrender a jot or tittle of national 
honor. Now, men, in the scramble for power, seem to 
have lost sight of those high and. exalted principles by 
which we had obtained our exaltation and our glory. Has 
the demon of party, favoritism, done all this. If the time 
has come, when a party, to retain its power, will call in 
aid a foreign nation, and surrender to it the rights of its 
country, the days of our freedom ‘are numbered and 
finished.” : 

[The above remarks were delivered on the 9th, 10th, 
and 11th, but are embodied here.] 


Tuxspax, Arrix 10. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported the bill from the other House to 
establish certain post roads, and to discontinue others, with 
numerous amendments. Mr. G. having expressed a hope 
that the Senate would take up. the bill at this time, the 


amendments were read through, occupying the whole of 


the hour for morning business. 


APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the support of Government 
during the year 1832. l . i 

The Chair stated the question. The amendment allow- 
ing four thousand five hundred dolars for the return of 
the ministers from France and England, had been with- 
drawn by the chairman of the Committee on Finance, and 
the question was now upon the next amendment. The 
Senator from Maine was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SMITH rose to address the. Chair. $ 

Mr. HOLMES said, I believe I shall not permit the gen- 
tleman to interpose; and proceeded with his remarks (as 
given above) until the hour of adjournment, 


Wronespay, Arnrit 11. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. FOOT moved that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the bill supplementary to the act for the 
relief of the surviving officers and soldiers of the army of 
the revolution. He stated that he was yesterday appealed 
to by an old soldier, who begged to know if Congress: was 
about to pass any bill for the relief of those who had per- 
formed revolutionary services. . If not, he said, he hoped 
they would passa bill to hang all this class of men, and re- 
lieve them from their misery at once. : 

The question being put onthe motion of Mr. Foor; it 
was carried in the affirmativé—yeas 18, nays 12. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Rosryson being under 
consideration, which read as follows: a Spi 

“ And officers and soldiers who: served under Generals 
Wayne, Clarke, Harmar, Hamtramck, and St. Clair, in 


the-Northwestern Territory, and in the Indian-wars, after 
the revolution” == ~ Lot see as 


Mr. WHITE moved further to amend the amendinent 


by adding the following words: «And any other person 


who was in service under the authority of the United 
States, against any-tribe or nation of Indians, previous to 
the ist of January, 1795.” ‘ 5 y 

Mr. WHITE said he was unwilling that all the citizens 


of the Northwest should be included in the bill, fo the @x- - 


clusion of those of the Southwest. - “He: feared that ‘the 
Senate would get off: from ‘the true’ principle. If thé 
object of pensioning tisto provide for those who are dis- 
abled, or who-are in circumstances too indigent to permit 
them to provide for themselves, his amendment would not 
violate this principle. But if the Senate arc- to abandon 
this ground, it was but. just that all sections of the-country 
should share alike. If the amendment was just, (and ‘he 
would not say that it was unjust, ) he asked if the claims of 
those who had been engaged in service against the Indians 
in the Southwest were notas well entitled to the benefits of 
the bill as they- who fought the Indians in the ‘Northwest. 
After the peace with Great Britain, it was some time be- 
fore the Indians who were engaged against us on the side 
of Great Britain were at peace. The amendment-of the 
gentleman from Illinois includes. all those who were ‘en- 
gaged in this service in the Northwest. How was it in the 
Southwest? In that quarter the war continued as long. 
He cited the fact, that while the chiefs. of the Creeks and 
Cherokees were engaged in making a treaty, the tribes 
themselves were engaged in hostile operations. Before 
the treaty of 1791 was well concluded, the. war recom- 
menced. In.1794, while negotiating ‘a treaty in Philadel- 
phia, the tribes represented at that negotiation were 
carrying on war; and, when’ remonstrance was offered, 
the reply was, that they could not control their young 
men. This state of things continued until the triumphs 


gation of the Southern tribes by the troops. under. Wheatly 
and Owen. The same principle, therefore, which justi- 
fies the pensioning of the Northwestern troops, requires 
that: those of the Southwest should be put on the same 
footing. There ought to be no distinction. He did not 
see his way clear to vote for any of the provisions.of, the 
bill; but, if he did, he could not consent to do so without 
extending its benefits to his constituents. ; *e 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN expressed his apprehension 
that the bill, thus saddled down with amendments, might 
be destroyed, and that this amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee was offered in no spirit of friendship for 
the bill. It was-impossible, too, to resist these amend- 
ments. No one pretended to doubt the meritorious 
services of the persons included in these amendments. 
But he had always understood that it Was found necessary 
to adopta principle of discrimination; and if no sufficient 
reason existed for this discrimination, the bill ought to be 
made still more extensive thanitis. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Gruxpy] had inquired the other day, 


why the bill stopped with the revolutionary. war. It - 


stopped there, because it was the termination of that war; 
because it was the revolution; and because they who 
fought to accomplish thgt glorious.event, . could. not- pro- 
perly be classed with the men in 1795, who were-fighting 
for a certain pay. Thé men of the revolution .contended. 
for every thing that was dear to them—home, hearth, and 
freedom. They fought for a Government; they fought 
for their social rights; and they achieved every thing by’ 
their own toils and their own blood. ‘hediscrimination 
is as broad as. daylight can make it, or ds between any. 
two classes of soldiers; the one fighting for a sure and 
daily consideration, and the other for- Government and 
social intercourse. For whom has the: bill made provision? 
For those who-are emphatically ‘revolutionary pension- 
ers.” -The militia had carried on everywhere a partisan 


in the North, which were speedily followed by the subju- - 
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war, with quite as much loss of: property and blood; and | the amendments were adopted, he could see no good rea- 


it had been a subject.of frequent inquiry why the militia 
were not. all placed on the same footing with those pro- 
vided. for by the bill.: Gentlemen from most of the States 
haye been ‘instructed to see justice, though late, done to 
this elass of soldiers, who had been engaged in-a contest 
for freedom, such as was never witnessed in the world 
before. If these men can show.that they have rendered 
revolutionary services, let them do so. But if the bill -is 
to be so extended as to reward all, why should not those 
who were at New Orleans, at Tippecanoe, at Bridgewater, 
and at many other places, be included? It cannot be 
done. In order to be consistent in its legislation, the 
Senate must reject all these amendments, and confine the 
provisions of the bill to revolutionary services. With 
these views, he would be compelled to vote against all 
these amendments. : 

Mr. GRUNDY admitted that the rejection ofthe amend- 
ment would make the legislation of the Senate more con- 
sistent than their adoption. A portion. of the troops em- 
braced in the amendment of his colleague, were engaged 
in revolutionary service. And what difference, he asked, 
could there be between those engaged in the revolution- 
ary war on this side the mountains, and those similarly 
engaged on the other side? They who were engaged on 
this side were contending against the British soldiers, 
while those on the other were fighting against the Indian 
allies of Great Britain. Where was there a difference in 
the principle? -The people‘on this side the mountains had 
been restored to peace and security ten or twelve years 
before these blessings were attained by those on the other 
side. Was it just that those who were the first to be 
visited by peace should have the benefit of the bill, while 
those who were the longest detained from them should be 
excluded? This was, indeed, consistent legislation. He 
admitted the difference to be evident between the revolu- 
tionary war and the late war; but this was, on both sides of 
the mountains, the revolutionary war. It was a prolonga- 
tion beyond the mountains of the war which was- fought 
on this side untilthe peace of 1783. He wished, there- 
fore, toknow what reason could be assigned for including 
one portion of the troops and excluding the other. Many 
of those who served under Wayne, Harmar, and Ham- 
tramck, were regular soldiers. He stated it to be his 
intention to vote for this amcndment, and for the whole 
amendment, if this should be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH said he should vote against the amendment, 
and, afterwards, against the whole bill. There was a 
difference between the service in the East and that in the 
West, which operated in his mind against the amendment. 
When Congress offered half pay for life, the Eastern 
members opposed the measure, on the ground of the im- 
policy of introducing a system of pensioning. It was then 
proposed to give five years’ full pay to the officers in lieu 
of half pay for life, and thus to avoid pensions. Now, the 
ground seems to be completely changed. The gentleman 
from Tennessee, behind him, [Mr. Grunxpr,] seemed to 
have fallen into anerror, when he set up claims for one 
particular part of the Union. The Eastern soldiers had 
turned out and fought as bravely as the militia of the 
West. But the fact was, that there had been but very 
few militia called out in the East after 1778; and the 
Southern war was fought after that period. The militia 
in that part of the Union were then called out in great 
numbers, ‘so that both sides of the mountains were about 
on a par. : 

In Maryland, the militia were called out in 1777, and 
but few were called afterwards in the East. In New 
York, the Connecticut troops did service. After that 
time, there was comparatively peace on this side the 
mountains. But the Southern militia were afterwards 
called out, and constituted the main force of that section 


son why the soldiers of the last war should not be included. 
There-were few who came out of that service, during the 
war, who did not leave it in a state of poverty, having 
been compelled to look to their own means for their sup- 
port. But it was not so with those who came out after 
the war. He was of the opinion that the Eastern men 
acted correctly in putting a stop to pensions. If these 
propositions were to be carried out, the bill would empty 
the treasury. There was a. plan, when he came into 
Congress, to pension for three years, giving equal to half 
pay, which would have caused an expenditure of about 
$500,000 a year. It was raised in the House to eight 
dollars a day, and was so changed as to contemplate an 
annual expenditure of two millions. It was always the 
case that, when there was a sparse treasury, Congress 
became suddenly and rigidly economical; but when there 
was plenty of money in the treasury, every one is ready 
for a. prodigal expenditure. This bill would lead to a 
heavy expenditure, not for one year only, but for every 
year. He had gone into the war with nine thousand 
pounds of his own money, and, when he came out, he had 
nothing. i 

Mr. WHITE said that his friend from New Jersey was 
right in the supposition that he. [Mr. W.] had not offered 
his amendment with any view to impede the bill. His 
object was, if the bill was to pass, to make its operation 
just and equal, as regards all portions of the country. If 
the amendment he had offered were adopted, he should 
not be any more disposed to’vote for the bill. He believed 
that the bill now was, in toto, false in principle; but, 
although wrong, if it was to pass, he would carry out the 
principle so as to make it apply to all—to the militia of the 
West as well as to all others. It was nota correct sup- ` 
position that this amendment was founded on a principle 
distinct from that of. the bill. 

Those who advocate the amendment think that if the 
principle of pensioning those who are competent to sup- 
port themselves be adopted, the bill. should be made still 
wider. When the treaty of 1783 was made, it restored 
harmony between Great Britain and the United States, 
but it did not puta stop to the Indian war. The princi- 
ple, therefore, was the same. The war with Great Britain 
was at an end, but it did not end with the savage allies of 
Great Britain until 1795. If it was considered right to 
give pensions to those who were engaged in conflict with 
civilized man, it surely was equally so to pension those 
who had the savages to contend with. If one had the 
misfortune to be taken prisoner, in the contest with civil- 
ized man, he was treated according to the courtesies of 
civilized warfare. But in the other case, no sooner had 
he left his home, than his dwelling and his property were 
left at the mercy of marauding Indians, subject to cruelty 
and devastation. He thought that even females had as 
good a right to be included in the advantages of the bill, 
as those now put there. In the case where civilized man 
contended with civilized man, it was very different, from 
that where man was compelled to meet the barbarous In- 
dian, who spared no age or sex, but gave all, without 
distinction, to the scalping knife and tomahawk. He began 
to think that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Hayne] was correct in saying that the bill ought to be so 
extended as to embrace all. It had been said that the re- 
volutionary soldiers were paid in depreciated money, and 
that this constituted a claim for pensions. So, if persons 
sold their beef, their pork, or other provisions, for depre- 
ciated money, for a handful of which, after the war, a 
man could not get a breakfast, they surely were as well 
entitled to sympathy and relief. If the bill is to go out 
of the line of strict military service, it would be found 
almost impossible to fix a limit toit. He presumed there 
were Senators present who had heard the venerable 


of country. He was opposed to the bill in principle. If] Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Macon) on this floor. 
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He had told the Senate that, during the war in the South, 
the camp was the only place of safety. If disability from 
wounds, and-actual want, were not to -be the limit, and 
the bill was to.go on the principle of mere: money, it 
would take more than the treasury could give to carry 
its provisions into effect. He wished to do equal justice. 

Mr. BUCKNER thought the amendment went too far. 
He was not quite prepared to say that he would not vote 
for the bill in its original shape, but he could not help 
saying that he thought the whole system was wrong. He. 
was not disposed to adopt a pension system. beyond those 
who had been injured im the service of their country. 


Any thing beyond that, he considered to be bad policy. |. 


But as the provisions of the law have been extended, in 
some degree, beyond this principle, he saw no sufficient 
reason why this principle or good feeling should not be 
extended to the militia of that period. 

It had been said by gentlemen that this was not somuch 
a matter of grace, favor, or boon, as a matter of right 
and justice, because a contract had been made with.the 
Government, which the Government had not complied 
with. His answer was, thatif this be a contract, and the 
claims arise out of this contract, treated as: a contract for 
payment of loss sustained by its failure on the part of the 
Government, it was an error to treat it as a pension bill. 
By this bill, then, the injured man is mocked, because that 
amount is given to him as a grace, which the Government 
owed him asa debt. If this principle was applicable to 
troops of the line, it was alike applicable to militia, and 
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mote communities? This would not be an equal operation. 
It would indeed be an act of such glaring partiality, as 
would induce him to wash his hands of -the whole bill. He. 
could see no good reason why the hardy sons of freedom, 
who. fought under: Wayne, Clarke, Harmar, and Ham- 
tramck, should not’receive thesame mark of respect and 
national approbation.as those who fought. in another part 
of the country. : He had-used the phrase. «¢mark:of.re- 
spect,” for he considered the object of the bill to:be the 
bestowal of a mark of kindness on those who-had-not.ex- 
pected to become pensioners as.they grew: old, and: to. be 
treated. as a band of paupers hanging on the nation... 
There was no reason why this mark of fespect should 
be given to the militia of the East, and not to those of the 
West.. The lands which the Government holds in the 
West are the fruit of their toils.” The whole domain of 
the West was the result of their bravery and toil. -Butto 
ask the West to pension men fifteen hundred miles distant, 
not a dollar of which would ever return to the West, was. 
too much. What was this principle? Let it be exhibited 
in open-day, and shown in its true colors. o 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, fifteen hundred extra 
copies-of the report of the select, committee on the ap- 
portionment bill.were ordered to be printed. ` - 


APPROPRIATION: BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the ge- 
neral appropriation bill. 
Mr. HOLMES addressed the Senate for about two 


every man who applies for the benefit of the provisions of] hours, in conclusion of his remarks, (as given above.) 


the bill, does but present his debt for payment. Taking 
it in this light, the Government would thus ascertain when 
its debts were paid, and when it would be relieved from 
the endless pressure which had so long existed. But, on 
the other principle, all claims can never.be settled, so as 
to do ample justice to all. 

His mind had undergone some change in relation to the 
pension law, since he had minutely examined the subject. 
He had never passed a soldier of the revolution, without 
being conscious of a feeling of gratitude and veneration, 
which almost found a vent.in tears. But, under the influ- 
ence of such feeling, he'did not consider it proper to vote 
away money. The judgment of the Senate should not, 
on this occasion, be exercised under the dictation of such 
feelings. 

It appeared to him that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee went too far. But if the bill were 
to pass in any form, he saw no reason why its provisions 
should not apply with as much force to the class of men 
embraced in the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 
as to those in the original bill. If the patriotism and. the 
privations of those who have lived before us were to be 
rewarded, to encourage those who were to come after us, 
he did not think that this principle would be at all 
changed by the adoption of this amendment. It was the 
same principle that ran through the original bill, only it 
was carried further, and gave to others the benefit of its 
provisions. 

These were the reasons which would induce him to vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee, 
and in favor of that of the Senator from Illinois; and if 
that amendment should be lost, be-would vote against the 
whole bill. To pass. the bill without that amendment, 
would be an act of national injustice. Tt would be an act 
of injustice to the West. - It is not in that region of the 
country that the larger portion of those included in the 
original bill reside. Theré are but few in the West of 
those who participated in the toils of the revolution: 
Where, then, would be the great-expenditure of money 
authorized by this bill? “Was itto. be expected that they 
who made constant sacrifices to keep the ‘treasury full 
would consent to make personal sacrifices for the purpose 
of paying pensions to those who live in distinct and re- 


Mr. SMITH then rose, not to take a part in the discus- 
sion, but to express a hope that the Senate-would now. 
go on with the appropriation bill, and permit it-to. pass; 
reserving whatever discussion was thought proper. on the 
subject under consideration, ‘until the gentleman .from 
Maine should call up his resolution: ee 

Mr. SPRAGUE said that, after thissuggestion, he would 
refrain, at present, from making any observations in reply 
to some of the remarks of the Senator from Illinois, with 
the understanding that his resolution should be taken-up 
after this bill was disposed of, and that, after he had been 
permitted to get his resolution before the Senate, the 
same latitude of debate. would be allowed. : 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the various 
amendments to the bill; which having gone through. with, 

Mr. SMITH moved to add at the end of.the bill a 
clause, to enable the Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Secretary- of War, and the Secretary 
of the Navy, to have the papers in their departments 
arranged and indexed, $2,500 to each department.. ~ 

Mr. CLAY objected to this amendment as a most extra- 
ordinary and useless appropriation of money. He stated 
that it had never, within his knowledge, taken five minutes 
to find any document, unless it was, perhaps, anold revo- 
lutionary paper. Itis a business which properly apper- 
tains to the clerks in the office; and here is an appropria- 
tion of $10,000 asked for, to do what the present clerks 
were bound todo. nen 

Mr. SMITH sent to the Secretary’s table‘a letter from 
the Secretary of State to Mr: Verplanck, of the House of 
Representatives, stating the necessity of an appropriation. 
of twice the amount named in the amendment. . 

Mi. FOOT remarked, that a sentence in the letter. now 
read disclosed the true cause of the confusion which pre- 
vailed in the departments.. It was entirely.attributable to 
the removals after: the President came into office, Per- 
sons of capacity and experience. were turned out, and 
others put in their places, who. knew’ not where to look 
to find necessary papers.: -The removals in the State De- 
partment had been numerous; and he instanced, as a con- 
sequence, that a gentleman had been detained here three 
weeks before the clerks could find where his account. was 

stated. : l ; ; 
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Mr. CLAY made some further-observations on the sub- 
ject. It was an extraordinary přoceeding at this late pe- 


- MISSION TO GUATEMALA. i 
_ Mr. CLAY then rose to ask the attention of the Senate 


riod of the session, at the moment when we are. told. of to.an appropriation proposed for the diplomatic service, 


the necessity of passing'the appropriation bill through with 
expédition, because the clérks are suffering, and the Se- 
eretary of the.Senate has been obliged to raise money on 
his own credit, to come here for this appropriation, on the 
ground that the Secretaries. cannot go on with the public 
business without this additional aid. The law had deter- 
mined the number of clerks in the departments, yet this 
number had been increasing for some years; and now, un- 
willing to ask for new clerks, the departments ask for a 
gross sum of money. He requested that the yeas and 
nays might be taken on. this question. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr.. MARCY then suggested to the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. FORSYTH asked to hear Mr. Verplanck’s letter 
read... 
Mr. SMITH said he could not find it among the docu- 
ments sent to him, and then withdrew his amendment. 

The Senate then took up an amendment ‘making an ap- 
propriation for extra clerks in the office of the Surveyor 
General of Public Lands; but before this was disposed of, 

The Senate adjourned. 


THURSDAY, APRIL 12. 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate then resumed, in Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the service of the United States for the year 1832. 

The amendment pending yesterday, when the Senate 
adjourned, appropriating $3,100 for extra clerks in the 
office of the Surveyor General, was agreed to. 

Mr. KING then moved to amend the bill by inserting 
an appropriation of $2,000 for cxtra clerks.in the office 
of the Surveyor General of Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr: KING moved further to amend the bill by inserting 
an appropriation of $1,000 for extra clerks in the office 
of the Surveyor General in Florida, to be applied under 
the instructions of the Secretary of the Treasury. i 

After a brief discussion, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING then moved further to amend the bill by in- 
serting an appropriation of $3,500 for extra clerk hire in 
the office of the Surveyor General for Illinois, Missouri, 
and Arkansas, under the instructions of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. BUCKNER opposed the amendment, and it was 
advocated by Mr. KING, and was carried in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 19, nays 16. 

Mr. SMITH then moved, after reading a letter from the 
Secretary of War, an amendment, to the following effect: 
>*t For special services performed by J. L. Doty, Esq. 
for services and ‘expenses in holding a court for the trial 
of Winnebago Indians at Prairie du Chien, $582 50.” 

The amendment was resisted, on the ground that. the 
services were within the proper line of Judge Doty’s ju- 
dicial duty, and that he was no more entitled to extra pay 
than-he would be for his tavern expenses and travelling 
to any court in his immediate district. On the other hand, 
the supporters of the amendment insisted that the Judge 
was not bound to go to Prairie du Chien, and that, being 
subjected to, extraordinary expenses in the performance of 
this duty, which was enjoined on him by the War Depart- 
ment, he was entitled to extra pay. 

The amendment was negatived. 

. Mr. KING then moved to amend the bill by increasing 
the appropriation. for the General Land Office, from 
9,000 to $13,000. 

The amendment, after some brief discussion, was agreed 

to--yeas 20, nays 19. 


which he deemed to be wholly unnecessary. It wag for 
the outfit and salary of a chargé d’affaires at Guatemala. 
On a former occasion, he had stated to the Senate his be- 
lief that the public service did not require us to be repre- 
sented at that Government. A chargé had been nomi- 
nated during the present session; no discussion had taken 
place on the nomination; and he [Mr. C.] being absent 
from his seat at the time, had no opportunity of making 
such explanations as he believed, if made, would have 
prevented the confirmation of the appointment. ‘The 
agent, however, had not left the United States, and it was 
not now too late to correct the evil. With respect to the 
chargé himself, he believed: no objection could be made; 
the gentleman would do quite as well as many others who 
had been appointed—stood in some sort of family rela- . 
tionship to him, and had been particularly distinguished by 
his zeal in the cause of the present administration. The 
gentleman, moreover, resided in the same town with him- 
self, and had been a candidate to represent his district in 
the present Congress, in which contest he had been beat- 
en some ten or fifteen hundred votes. That, however, 
formed no sort of objection to him: the only question 
was, the office that had been conferred gn him was'not 
needed for the public service. On this subject he felt 


| somewhat solicitous, because the office was one: of those 


which the ‘last administration proposed to retrench; and 
if the present administration did not mean to redeem the 
pledges of retrenchment and reform that brought them 
into office, it was to be hoped they would leave undis- 
turbed those that had been contemplated by the last. In 
aletter from the Department of State toa committee of 
the Senate, it had been stated that the public service 
would permit of a temporary reduction of two of our 
diplomatic agents abroad; and the department was in- 
duced to believe that one, if not two, of the foreign mis- 
sions might immediately be abolished without injury to 
the public service. Accordingly, Mr. Williams, the mi- 
nister to Guatemala, had been recalled. He recollected 
that, at the time, that country wasin a very distracted state, 
and was considered to have no settled Government. ‘Chis 
was in 1828. From that time to this, the Government of 
Guatemala had been in the same distracted condition, two 
Presidents instead of one; the President elected having 
been forced to leave the seat of Government, and go to 
St. Salvador to raise troops to oppose hisrival. ‘This was 
the latest information he had received from that country, 
and received, too, from the most authentic and unques- 
tionable source. If a civil war was not now raging in that 
country, it was in so disturbed and distracted a state as to 
render a mission there wholly useless. Yet, even if this 
was not its condition, our commercial arrangements with 
it were not such as to justify the expense of the mission. 
He ventured to assert that the whole profits of the com- 
merce with that country, added together, would not be 
enough to pay the salary and outfit of the minister. The 
diplomatic expenses of the United States were increasing 
ata very rapid rate. The last administration had but four- 
teen diplomatic agents—seven for each continent. The 
present administration had increased the numbcr to 
eighteen or nineteen. With regard to this particular mis- 
sion, he considered the commerce with Guatemala too in- 
considerable to render it necessary, There would have 
been much better reason in instituting a mission to Vene- 
zuela, which was not so disturbed, and with which country 
we carried on a considerable trade; or to Bolivia, which 
had several ports, while Guatemala had one or two. Mr. 
C. then moved to strike out from the bill the appropria- 
tion for the outfit and salary of a chargé d’affaires to 
Central America; and on this question he. called for the 
yeas and nays. at . 
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The yeas and nays -were accordingly ordered. wo 
Mr. SMITH-said that if the gentleman from Kentucky 
had made any opposition to the nomination of the chargé 
d'affaires’ to Central America. when it was under con- 
sideration, he doubted. very. much. how, he should have 
-voted on the question. » As it.was, however, the nomina- 


tion having prevailed, he did not. very well see.how the}, 


Senate could avoid making the appropriation to carry its 
own act into effect. Under the circumstances of the case, 
he felt himself bound to vote for the appropriation. The 
gentleman from Kentucky had stated; yery correctly, that} 
_ Mr. Rochester’s time-expired in-1828, and that Guatemala 
was- then in a. very distracted -condition; but he believed 
the gentleman was mistaken in his statements as to the 
value of the trade. Qne of his constituents had sent a 
cargo to that country, on which -he madea profit,of ten 
‘or twenty’ thousand dollars, hedid not recollect which. 
There was a profitable circuitous trade carried on by our 
merchants in that.region.. Vessels that did not find a good 
market at Chilior Peru, went on to St. Blas, in Central 
America. . With respect to the condition of the country, 
Mr. S. believed it was more settled than heretofore. So 
faras he could collect from the newspapers, that Govern- 
ment had beéome somewhat organized. . Some little dis- 
turbance in that country was tobe expected.. They were: 
always quarrelling in. South America; but that made no 
difference to our commerce. If we waited until all the 
South American republics were in a state of peace, it 
would be long before we should send a minister there. 
Mr. TAZEWELL found himself very much in the 
situation of the Senator from Maryland. He felt con- 
strained to vote for the appropriation to pay the salary, as 
the Senate, by. its own act, had created the office which 
it was attempted, by a side-blow, to lop offi The Senate 


was not at liberty to refuse the appropriation. for an office 


its own vote had-assisted in establishing within the pre- 
sent session. Fiow far would the gentleman from ‘Ken- 
tucky carry out his prinoipje? Would he apply it, if, in 
his opinion, necessary, to the salaries of oltices created 
by law? . And yet this would be the effect, if the motion 
of that gentleman prevailed. In. the present. case, the 
President had nominated, the Senate had confirmed, 
thereby creating the office, and the House of Representa- 
tives, acting on this creation. of office, had sent to the 
Senate an appropriation to. pay the salary which it was 
then proposed to strike out, Mr. T. could not consent 
to sanction a principle of this sort... When the nomination 
was before the Senate, he entertained the same view with 
regard to it as expressed by the Senator from Kentucky; 
he could not see any reason. for sending a minister to this 
Government, if a Government it was at all, “But, inas- 


much as there had’ been a minister thére for many years 
previous, and not a single suggestion was made before the 
committee as to the inutility of the mission, he did not 
deem it necessary to call upon the Executive for: addi. 


tional information. Mr. T. did not concur with the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, in the opinion that the trade with 
Central America was valuable. Much, Mr. T. said, would 
depend upon the limits of the country. His information 
was, perhaps, not so extensive as that of the Senator from 
Maryland; but, as far as he was informed, if the country 
was comprehended within the limits of the captain-gene- 
ralship of Guatemala, it contained only two ports--Omoa, 
and onp other port, nearer to Guatemala. Our prijcipal 
trade, Mr. T. said, -was with Omoa, a place settled almost 
entirely by negroes- and Indians, and notoriously so sickly 
that it had not been the permanent. residence of white 
men since the Spaniards possessed it. From that port, 
said Mr. T., we get indigo and. cochineal; and that; he 
believed, was the amount of the trade... Our exports to 
that country must be something, of course; or we could 
not import from there; but their. amount he could not 
state. With respect to the coasting 


Vou, VNI. —49 : : 


` 


-e ZOFDEBATES IN CONGRESS, 
REN ‘Mission to Guatemala, ae 


by the Senator from Maryland, hé ‘could. not bel 
amounted to: much: - The vessel the gentleman: 


he had said in the commencement, he-felt, himself | 
‘to:-vote for the salary, as the Senate had,-b; 


770 


[Suxarvz. 


sve they 
spoke of 


as having gone from St. Blas, went from: North to South 
America; for, if his geographical recollections were çor- 
rect, St- Blas was not in South but in North America: 
and if this:vessel-was successful in that.indirect voyage, it 
was one of .those successes that might. have happened for 
the time, but-could, not-always be-calculated on. But, as 


bound 
awn act, 
from.. Ken- 


created.the ‘office. ` He wished‘ the Senator 


tucky-had made his opposition: to thé appointment when ° i 


the nomination-was before the Senate. .Had he done -so5 

Mr. T.-did. not believe thé nomination would have been 

confirmed. . ` y ar ee ee 
Mr. HOLMES expressed. himself as much gratified that 


his old fashioned sentiments had been so well sustained by 


the chairman: of the Committee on Foreign ‘Relations, 
(Mr. Tazeweut.] He should begin to think-himself a 
very correct. and ‘consistent. politician.. - For, example, 
when the Panama mission was under consideration, he 
thought. it inexpedient, and_voted in favor of the resolu- 
tions ‘presented by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
in opposition to the measure. -When the. only affirmative 
proposition. was on the table, the creation of the ministers, 
he voted, with the chairman. of that committee, against 
the measure; but when the bill came from the House of 
Representatives, after the officers hadbeen created, mak-- 
ing an appropriation for their salaries, he [Mr. H.] gave 
the only consistent vote—he voted to pay: them: Then, 
like the Senator. from Virginia on the present occasion, 
he did not feel himself. at liberty to refuse the. salaries 
after the Senate had created the -offices; and; ‘now, he 
must inform the Senátor from -Kentucky that: he should 
voté on the same principle... He:regretted, exceedingly, 
that he did not know, while the nomination was.undeér con- 
sideration, that the-country to. which the: minister-was to - 
bë sent was in a distracted and unsettled ‘state; that our 
commerce with it was inconsiderable; ‘and that it was in- 
habited by nothing but negroes and Indians. As the 
minister was going to a country so unfavorably described, 
and to reside among negroes and Indians, he certainly 
ought to be paid, and well paid, too; and he should, there- _ 
fore, vote for the appropriation. sept ia foo” Ton 
Mr. TAZEWELL observed that nothing -in ‘his ‘course 
could authorize a comparison between him and: the Se- 
nator from Maine, cithcr as regarded cotisisteney or any 
thing else: The remarks of that gentleman, however, 
called for a: reply on another point. There was a great 
difference between-the Panama mission andthe present ` 
one. If the gentleman from Maine would turn to the re- 
port of tlie Committee on Foreign Relations, made-on the 
occasion referred to, he would find that the main difficulty 
urged in the report was the unconstitutionality of the 
mission. The committee believed that Congress possessed 
no authority to send ministers to a Congress of nations., 
Differing, therefore, with a majority of the Senate, he 
had voted against the measure, in all its stages; first. 
against the creation of the offices. The Howse. of. Re- 
presentatives, concurring with:the, majority; made-the 
appropriation to pay- the salaries of the ministers that 
had been. appointed; and he, for one, believing that _ 
the Executive-and Senate had no constitutional : right 
to institute the mission, voted against it.“ That was one 
difference between the Panama mission. and the present 


‘one; for no one, for a moment, would suppose that the 


President and Senate. had not a-rightto send a minister to 
Central America. The gentleman from Maine had strange- 
ly mistaken him, in supposing bim.to say that Guatemala 
was inhabited only by negroes and Indians. If he said so, 
he begged leavé to take it back. He spoke only of the 
sickly part of Omnoa as being inhabited by negroes and Iń- 


voyages alluded to{-dians. Guatemala, like all other parts of South America, 
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was. peopled with the three races of whites, blacks, and 
Indians, © 0 se Sea a a eee 
Mr.. BENTON: rosé to make some ‘observations on the 
jain poi objection—the alleged insignificancy of the 
sen the United States: and Guatemala. ‘It was 
alleged that this commerce was too inconsiderable to merit 
“the mission ofa chargé d’affaires; that the profits, in fact, 
of the whole commerce would. not defray the expenses 
of the mission. This, Mr. B. was very certain, was a 
great mistake. He held in his hand the document of the 
commerce and navigation of the United States for the year 
1850—the last that.was printed; and, from that document, 
the commerce in question appeared to be infinitely su- 
perior to. what it had been represented to be. According 
to the allegations of gentlemen, we obtained nothing from 
‘that country but'a few dyestuffs, and the exports were 
treated ‘as nothing. Mr. B. said the document in his 
hand" presented ‘a very different picture. Mi. B. then 
read from the: document, to show that the whole imports 
from Guatemala were $302,820; and of this amount, about 
$140,000 consisted of gold and silver coin and bullion. 
The domestic exports were $138,000, which he said were 
four times as great as the domestic exports to Russia, and 
eight timesas great as they were to Prussia. The foreign 
exports sent from the United States were $110,000; so 
that, if. there was any thing in the balance of trade; here 
was a balance of about $50,000 in: favor of the United 
States. Mr. B. thought this commerce was well worth 
attending to now; and as Guatemala was’ a young and a 
growing country, it must soon be much more considera- 
“ble, if cherished and preserved... Mr. B. would, there- 
fore, cordially vote in favor of the appropriation for defray- 
ing the expenses of the mission. 
_ Mr. HOLMES made a brief explanation, disavowing 
any design to misrepresent what had fallen from the Se- 
nator from. Virginia. 
_ Mr. CLAY stated that he did not see much in the ob- 
jection which had been made to his motion, The chargé 
was yet in this country, he had not, gone on his mission; 
and if, in his ‘journey to the Atlantic cities, and the pre- 
rations for departure, he had incurred any expenses, 
e should feel no unwillingness to reimburse him. The 
salary appropriated is yet unearned. He would presently 
refer to two missions which have for some time been of 
no use; and he would inquire how these agents were to 
be recalled. He alluded to the agents for claims in Paris 
andin London. There are but two modes of recalling 
these agents. The President may send for them; but if 
he should not, they can only be recalled by the refusal 
of Congress to make the appropriations for them. In 
the present. case, as the agent had not gone, no injury 
could be done to him by the refusal of the appropriation. 
‘He stated that when this nomination was acted on, it 
happened to be on one of the two or three days in which 
he had been prevented, this session, from attending to his 
duties, through indisposition. Here an office may be ter- 
minated ‘by withholding the appropriation which had not 
been earned; ‘or the President may prevent the chargé 
from leaving the country. It would have been better 
had these objections been made when the nomination 
was under consideration; but he dia not think that it was 
“now too late. He believed that there was at present no 
Government at Guatemala. Was it represented by any 
agent here? Was there any chargé from Guatemala in 
this country? The last minister from that country, a 
. Most excellent and enlightened man, was Mr. Canas, with 
‘whom the:treaty had been made. Since that time, a bit- 
ter war had been raging. Where, then, should be the dif 
ficulty ‘of acting, now that the minister is here, to reverse 
the nomination, taking care to reimburse him for his ex- 
penditures? -1f there was even a moral obligation to send 
him, now, in case it should be found proper to do so, can 
the mission ever be terminated?” According to the doc- 


| to Colombia. 


trine of: the other side, -a minister once sent can never be 
recalled: -He believed that the commerce with Guate- 
mala was very trifling. ‘The precious metals which had 
been referred to, came ‘from Peru, through Guatemala; 
but it was well known that the Guatemala mines had not 
been workéd for sometime. He reminded the Senator 
from: Virginia that there had been a bitter contest be- 
tween Mexico and Guatemala concerning the possession of 
a province which stretches into North America. 

Mr. BIBB made a few observations in opposition to the 
motion, expressing his hope that what had been done in 
this.case by the President, with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, would not be reversed in this manner. 
He considered the matter as now placed beyond the con- 
trol of the Senate. The right of appcinting to foreign 
missions, and of receiving foreign ministers, he viewed asan 
exclusive right appertaining to the President. In the pre- 
sent instanee, the Senate had confirméd the nomination, 
and the other House having appropriated the means, it 
must be palpable that the Senate could not do otherwise 
than conform to circumstances. It had been asked how 
a mission could ever be got rid of. By Executive dis- 
cretion. And if the President a¢t wrong for onee, he is 
accountable for that wrong. He was disposed to give to 
every Executive a fair support, unless it could be shown 
that there -existed palpable and gross abuse. ‘It was ask- 
èd if any functionary from Guatemala was in this country. 
He -believed not, but we must begin. The commerce 
was trifling, it was -said, but it may be increased; and if 
the country was unsettled, there was stronger reason for 
sending a minister to protect American interests and pro- 
perty. 7 ; i 

Mr. CHAMBERS gave the reasons which would com- 
pel him to vote against the motion. He regretted that it 
had been made at this time. ` If the statements of the Se- 
nator had been made at another time, they would doubt- 
less have influenced his vote, and probably the nomination 
would have met with a different fate. But he could not, 
after passing on the nomination, agree to reject the ap- 
propriation for the salary. He hoped the Senator from 
Kentucky would consent to withdraw his motion, and 
thus relieve him from the unpleasant predicament of being 
compelled to vote against it. He believed the mission to 
be unnecessary and improper, yet he should now be com- 
pelled to give his vote in accordance with those who en- 
tertained the belief thatit was both necessary and proper. 

Mr. FORSYTH spoke briefly in opposition to the mo- 
tion. He wasof the opinion that to refuse the appropria- 
tion so immediately after confirming the nomination, would 
expose the Senate tosome censure. It was said that this 
mission was unnecessary. The nomination was made to 
replace the minister appointed last session. There had 
been plenty of time to inquire into the necessity. Why 
had there been no call for information, after what the 
President had stated on the subject in his annual message? 
{Here Mr. F. read an extract from the message on the 
subject of our relations with Guatemala.] He thought 
the mission was necessary, and that the appropriation 
ought not to be refused, without a sufficient reason being 
given. The Senator from Kentucky had remarked on 
the increase of diplomatic agents. He did not under- 
stand that the remark had beenmade by way of censure. 
But, if it was, it might be easy to show that savings had 
been effected by the present administration, by changing 
the grades of ministers. Two missions had been cut 
down. 

Mr. CLAY. What two? 

Mr. FORSYTH. Chili and Mexico. 

Mr. CLAY. Chili was cut down under the last ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. FORSYTH. There then was but one—Mexico. 
But the President had stated his intention to cut down that 
- The increased expenditure had been attri- 
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buted to removals. “In many of. these the administration 
could not be. made responsible, Some had died, and 
some had beep rejected, and for. these responsibility was 


not to attach to the administration’. During the late ad-| 


ministration extra sums had been expended onthe missions 
to England-—forty-eight thousand dollars. were -expended 
beyond the ordinary expenditure. Mr. Rush. had been’ 
recalled to fill the Treasury Department. “There.was.his 
return, and the outfit of Mr. King, who was sent. ° Mr. 
King was permitted to come home, and Mr. Gallatin was 
sent. Then Mr. Gallatin was permitted to return-home, 
and Mr. Barbour was sent. Mr. Barbour was recalled. 
These were contingencies for which no one censured the 
administration. But there were charges for outfit to Mr. 
King and others, which were subjects of complaint. He 
believed there was a disposition in the present administra- 
tion to reduce the expenses of these missions; and should 
it prove otherwise, he would go with the Senator from 
Kentucky inan attempt to force reduction upon them. . 

Mr. FOOT said he did not think it would be considered 
such gross inconsistency on the part of the Senate, to 
withhold the appropriation for the salary after. appointing 
the ministers for it had been acknowledged that, with the 
facts now before the Senate, the nomination would not 
have been confirmed. He felt himself much more embar- 
rassed in relation to what passes in the open and in the 
secret sessions of the Senate, than he did by any arguments 
urged here to show that the Senate was committed to 
make the appropriation. He could not, with propriety, 
refer to what had passed in secret session; but he was satis- 
fied, that every Senator then present could bear testimo- 
ny to his consistency in opposing the appropriation. Since, 
however, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations had stated that, for reasons given by him, he did not 
think it expedient to call upon the Executive for informa.. 
tion when the nomination was before the Senate, he 

* thought himself safe in saying that the facts presented by 
the Senator from Kentucky were not before them on that 
occasion. ‘here was no inconsistency in recalling a mis- 
sion after finding it to be unnecessary; still less impropri- 
ety could there be in recalling an appointment before the 
officer had entered on its duties. Under present circum- 
stances, he [Mr. F.] found no difficulty in recording: his 
vote in opposition to the appropriation. The Senate was 
constituted to.adÎise, as well as consent, to the nominations 
of the Executive. Now, would the Senate, with the pre- 
sent information before them,. advise and consent to this 
appointment or not? That was the only question, and it 
was now for the Senate to decide it. 

Mr. CLAY said that he had not spoken of increased ex- 
penses, but the increase of the number of missions; they 
had increased from seven to either eighteen or nineteen. 
As to the expenditures on English missions, referred to by 
the Senator from Georgia, it must be remembered that 
Mr. Rush had been in England eight years, and returned 
to the Treasury Department. He was succeeded by a 
gentleman whose entire competence, whose great experi- 
ence in English diplomacy, and whose connexion with the 
two States most interested in the pending negotiations, 
emphatically pointed him out for the station. That gen- 
tleman, on his voyage, was seized with the sickness which 
afterwards brought him to the grave. Mr. Gallatin was 
sent on a special mission, and returned when he had ac- 
complished it. And he hoped that the expense which had 
fallen on the- country by the recall of Mr. Barbour, was 
not to be charged on the late administration. They might 
as well be charged with the expenses of the return of Gen- 
eral Harrison, Mr. Middleton, Mr. Everett; Mr. Every- 
body. As to the case of the outfit to Mr. King, as chargé, 
while on that point, he would like to be informed if, while 
we were paying a minister residing in London, near the 
court of St. Petersburg, we were not also paying his se- 


cřetary asa chargé. That gentleman was of the same]. 


name as himself, and might be some connexion. - vas 
bound to be grateful, therefore, for such a mark ‘of. the 


He had, indeéd,. to return 
“He had, 


American property. This is a duty belonging to con- 
suls, and we had consuls there; but to whom were we said 
to senda minister, if there was no Government? He had. 
also, from the same source, obtained some observations re- 


Native to the canal, or rather railroad, (for he understood 


a railroad was in contemplation, ) from Panama ‘to-the op-. 
posite side: he had understood, and his information differ- 
ed from that obtained by the President, that there wasa 
company now actually engaged’ in making a survey of a 
route, which is to be forty-five.-miles long, and the great- 
est elevation about three hundréd-feet. So that there was 
nothing to be gainedin this point by sending a minister... 

Mr. KNIGHT, with a view to give him time.to make: 
some further examination, moved that the Senate now ad- 
journ—yeas 18, nays 21. ' ARA 

The question was then taken on Mr. Crax’s motion to 
strike out the appropriation, and decided in the negative, 
as follows: . The ak Sey 

YEAS.—Messrs. Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Foot; Johnston, 
Naudain, Robbins, Seymour.--8. . í s 

NAYS:—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, 
Chambers, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Forsyth, Freling- 
huysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Knight, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Prentiss, Robinson,. Smith, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Tyler, White, Wil- 
kins.—30. Å 

The Senate adjourned. ` 


FRIDAY, APRIL 13. 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of 
appropriation bill. : 
OUTFIT TO FRANCE. 


Mr. MILLER moved to strike out.the word ‘*France,” 
in the clause appropriating certain outfits, and also to 
change the amount of appropriation. from’ thirty-six to” 
twenty-seven thousand dollars, so as to:strike.out the ap- 
propriation for an outfit for a minister-to. France.’ The 
office: was not: vacant, and he was of.opinion that the Se- 
nate ought not beforehand to make this appropriation, 
and thus-to furnish the President-with a pretext-to recall 
the present minister, and make a new appointment during 
the recess. -Such.a measure‘may not be necessary. 

Mr. FORSYTH said that if the money was not wanted, 
it would not be taken out of the treasury. k 
Mr. HOLMES wished that some method could be invent- 
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éd to prevent the President from sending mihisters abroad 
during the recess... Hé knew not. what way could be de- 
vised... He ‘thought’ it would be the. best mode if these 
appropriations. could be postponed till'the end of the ses- 
‘sion... Then, ifa nomination was not made, or not confirm- 
» ed, there: would -bé no nécessity: for any. appropriation; 
and ‘by withholding the money, the appointment of a min- 
ister during the recess would be prevented, It would 


ing contingencies like this, to pay this outfit, whenever 
the contingency should occur. He then referred to the 
appropriations in the bill for contingencies. The fund for 
contingencies for foreign intercourse had increased very 
much, and it was’seldom'that any of it was expended. 
Should the present minister return, and another be sent, 
both would be contingencies, and here is the proper fund 
to meet the expenditure. During the last administration, 


not surprise him if no nominations were to be made of} by a proper economy, nearly the whole of this contingent 


ministers to France and England before the adjournment 
_ of Congress, and if ministers were-to be sent thither du- 
ring the recess. $ ea 


Mr. SMITH read a létter from the Secretary of State, 
suggesting the necessity for this provision, and then said 
that the Senate’ would dispose of the matter as it might 
see fit. 5 >. ca Tee i > 

Mr. MILLER stated-that his-object was, if Mr. Rives 
should come home in the recess, to preventa new ap- 
pointment. If the-Pfesident chose to appoint a minister 
during the-recess, he might provide him with an outfit 
‘out. of the: contingent fund. Regarding it as doubtful 
whether the President had the power to appoint during 
the recess, he would not consent to confer it by legislation. 

The quéstion was put, and the yeas (17) had been 
counted, when 

Mr. FORSYTH asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

“Mr. CHAMBERS then made a few remarks in éxplana- 
‘tion of the vote which he intended. to give. He thought 
that, during the present administration, a liberal, even a 
censurable exercise of Executive patronage had been 
exhibited. But while he entertained these views, he 
still could not go the length with the gentleman from 
‘South Carolina. He considered that in certain contingen- 
cies vacancies might occur, and that when such did occur 
the President had a right to fll theme A vacancy might 
occur in one hour after the adjournment of Congress: and 
in suck case, is-it pretended that the President may not 
fill it? oo, ; 
` The gentleman from South. Carolina seemed to lay it 
down that he would have no right, under any circumstan- 

“ces, to exercise such power... Let the President, in such 
cases, act on his own discretion and his own responsibility: 
and let us take care to act within our own sphere, and 
with a view to the advantage of the country. It may be 
of great importance that we should have a minister to 
France; and he could not give a vote which might be con- 
strued into a desire to prevent it. A proper occasion may 
-occur for expressing an opinion on the practice of appoint- 
ing ministers during the recess. He would say that he 
did not think the President had exercised this power to 
the advantage of the country; but, on that account, he 
was not disposed. to withhold from him a right which he 
possessed. | 

Mr. SMITH explained that Mr. Rives had asked leave 
to come home... The President had asked for an outfit for 
his successor, thus saying that he granted the leave. He 
would take this occasion to give an answer to a question 
put to him yesterday, by the Senator from Kentucky, 
whether the Secretary of the late mission to Russia had 
received pay as a chargé. He had never received any 
pay beyond his two thousand dollars a year, The Secre- 
tary of State had sent to the Committee of Ways and 
‘Means to-get a bill passed in the House to pay a chargé to 
Russia, until a new minister should reach that court; also 
to pay a chargé to Brazil, in the place of Mr. ‘Tudor. 

Mr. CLAY said he entirely concurred „in the ‘opinion 
that'cases may occur in which it would-be proper for the 
President to. send out ministers during the recess. But 
this was a right to be exercised with great prudence. He 
was inclined, however, to vote for the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, because there was money 
enough in the-fund appropriated for the purpose of meet- 


fund had been saved; and in the last year of that adminis- 
tration, such had been the accumulation of the fund in pre- 
ceding years, that not a cent of appropriation was asked 
for under this head. . It could not, therefore, be necessa- 
ry to-make a specific appropriation for this object. 

Tn regard to the chargé or secretary of the Russian mis- 
sion, a single word. He did not know how he had been 
received at the court of St. Petersburg; whether, when 
our minister was absent from the seat of the mission, as 
far as London, he was received as chargé or secretary. 
The chairman of the Committee on Finance had stated that 
nothing had been paid. He wished to know if any thing 
had been asked. He did not clearly understand the-Se- 
nator on that point... Was any appropriation asked, or in- 
tended to be asked? Whether it had been asked or not, 


Jsuch an account would be presented at some future day, 


and would be allowed. 

Mr. SMITH replied that, while with the Secretary to- 
day, it struck him to make the inquiry. The Secretary 
had told him that no pay as chargé was allowed to the se- 
cretary of legation until after Mr. Randolph had left. He 
would be allowed pay from that time, if the bill which had 
now been asked for should be passed. 

Mr. FOOT suggested an amendment, to make the out- 
fit available, if a minister were appointed “by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate.” It was known at 
the last session that there was about to be an explosion of 
the cabinet, and that some of itsmembers would be sent 
abroad. He did know whether any such thing was now 
in contemplation, but it might be well to be as cautious as 
possible. nee 

Mr. SMITH. said, if the bill were so amended, it would 
have no effect on the President. Heknew what were his 
constitutional rights, and would exercise them. . 

Mr. HOLMES. What! Was the Senate to be told the 
opinion of the Senate would have no-effect on the Presi- 
dent?. No effect! Was the Senate to he told that the 
President would bid defiance to the appropriation bill? 
The Senator had told the Senate that the President would 
appoint a minister in the recess. If he did so, he could not 
draw the outfit without the sanction ofa law. He wished 
the President would do so. . This would be a good way 
to bring the question to an issue, if the President would 
make the appointment during the recess. He was glad 
to see the spirit which was abroad. It was the truerepub- 
lican spirit. 

Mr. MILLER declined to accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Connecticut, until he had tried the strength 
of the Senate on his own amendment. Should that be re- 
jected, he would then second the amendment suggested. 
He had made his proposition on the score of economy, 
with a view to maintain the constitutional powers of this 
body, and forthe purpose of abridging the Executive pa- 
tronage. He had not desired to exclude the President 
from drawing this amount from the contingent fund. He 
was desirous that the President should, in this case, act 
on his own responsibility. There would be no minister at 
the court of France after Mr. Rives returns. He maintain- 
ed that the President could not create the vacancy by 
appointing another minister; and until a vacancy occurs, 
there can be no appointment. Here Mr. M. referred to 
the language of the constitution, the only chart for the 
Senate to steer by. Until the President had nominated, 
and the Senate had confirmed the nomination, the officer 
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did not exist..: The President, had power, to fill all vacan- 
cies; but a vacancy exists when a minister is not in existence, 
not when one is merely recalled.- -If'a necessity for the 
appointment of anew minister shall exist, it will be acon- 
tingent occurrence, and the:contingent fund will be appli- 
cable to the object. But he. was. opposed. to legislating 
the power. to the. President to make the appointment du- 
ving the recess. © oo 5 0 Ausy fhe e 

If it was intended that Mr: Rives should return, and- if 
the President: had decided on it;-let him make the nomi- 
nation now, and the. appropriation might then be made. 


But he would not consent to make it now. If, however, he. 


thought that the President could rightly exercise this pow- 
er, he would be unwilling to put his veto upon it, except 
under peculiar circumstances, and with great hesitation. 


Mr. TYLER opposed the motion to strike out. It was 


necessary that thiscountry should havea minister at Paris. 
The present minister had asked permission to-return, and 
the President had asked for an outfit for his successor. 
The question was, had the President exercised a sound 


discretion in-yielding to the wish of Mr. Rives? and, if 


the Senate took up the subject on that ground, why it 
was sufficient to warrant a discussion. Mr. Rives had 
been in France upwards of three years; and he‘ thought 
this was a sufficient time. He was disinclined to keep a 
minister too long at a foreign court. He was apt, in that 
case, to be too much tainted with foreign habits and views. 
Was there any difference of opinion in the Senate as to 
the necessity of having a new minister at that court? _ At 
this moment, it appeared. to be-particularly important that 
this ‘country should be represented in the European 
courts. All that interesting portion of the world was, at 
this. moment, in a state of unusual agitation, There 


were menaces of war, and desolation was threatening to. 


march over the continent.. While the nations were in that 
perturbed state, it seemed to him to be highly important 
that the United States should have a minister in France 
to present their views. If, then, it was right to permit 
Mr. Rives to return, it mast be right that a successor should 
be appointed. 

The only argument which ‘seemed to him to have any 
force, was that of the Senator from Kentucky as to the 
contingent fund, and its applicability to this object. 
Still, there would be no harm in making the appropria- 
tion; because, if the President did not take the money 
out of the contingent fund, it would be placed at his dis- 
posal by the bill; and, if he did not use the specific appro- 
priation, it would go to the surplus fund. The outfit had 
been asked for by the Secretary of State, and ought not 

` to be refused. oie 

Mr. CHAMBERS rose to state. that he had. been re- 
lieved from great embarrassment as to his vote by what 
had fallen from the Senator from Kentucky: relative to 
the contingent fund, As that fund was amply sufficient 
to meet this object, and as it had not been denied on the 
other side that this fund was in existence, he thought the 
amendment a proper one. He was not willing to place 
large sums at the disposal of the Secretary, for no other 
purpose than to show his confidence in him. On this 
ground, therefore, he should go for the amendment of the 
gentleman from South. Carolina. The constitutional 
power of the President to appoint during the recess was 
not now the question, That question had been elaborately 
argued before this body on a formeroccasion, when a’ve- 
nerable Senator from North Carolina took a principal part 
in the debate, on an occasion when the Executive had 
thought that he had the power to send ministers on a mis- 
sion which had never before existed, and had acted on 
that opinion. He had not sustained the views of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina on that occasion. Mr. C. 
then made some reference to the letters of ** Senex,” 
of which the gentleman from Virginia knew something, as 


t 


` He waé not willing toimpose-a check on-the, legitimate 


rights of the Executive; but he-would withhold any dis- 
cretionary power, whenever he. entertained doubts. of its 
propriety, especially in times like these. j 
abuse, however, he would not put a restraint on the con- 
stitutional power of:the Executive. © He’ would leave him 
rèsponsible for its:corrupt exercise to.the powerto which 
he owes responsibility. eg Se See 4 : 


Even-under ‘its ` 


Mr. FORSYTH. admitted that-it was:a-little .presumip- 
tuous in him to set up, his views in. opposition’ to those of 
the Senator from Kentucky; but he:must take the freedom 
to differ from him. as-to the uses of the contingent. fund. 
Out ‘of: that fund, the President could not draw the-outfit 
for the ministër to Russia, whose mission had. been’so much 


\censured.’ 1f the present proposition should succeed, the 


President must take it to be an expression. of the sense: of 
Congress, that, hereafter, no minister shall return home, 
and no minister shall be appointed during the recess, nor 
without the consent of the Senate. He knew that outfits 
had been given out of the contingent fund, at the discre- 
tion of the President, but the amount had always been re- 
funded by a specific appropriation. The only. question 
was, whether the appropriation should be made now, or 
whether it should be postponed until. the next- session, 
supposing the contingency to have happened, and the con- 
tingent fund to have been put in requisition. -Some gen- 
tlemen were disposed to refuse the appropriation, because 
the President would then appoint during the recess. The 


‘President would act on bis own discretion, and would, or 


would not, make the appointment, as he saw fit. Gentle- 
men appeared to imagine that he might make an appoint- 
ment which would be afterwards rejected, and the object 
seemed to be to get the minister before the Senate, ~He 
objected to this as indecorous. He had sometimes thought 
that the Executive ‘branch was guilty. of indecorum- to- 
wards the Senate when. appointments: were made, ‘and 
ministers hurried away -just before the commencement 
of the session of Congress... It might depend on circum- 
stances whether this was a decorous exercise of power or 
not. -If circumstances rendered it necessary, or the cha- 
racter of the individual was so free from. objection that 
his confirmation could not be doubted, there could be no 
impropriety in it, TO i 
He repelled the idea that the present Executive would 
stoop. to any manœuvre for the purpose of making an 
unfit appointment. It was what he would. not do, what 
no President who had -preceded him. would ever have 
done, and what none likely to be: elevated to the Presi- 
dency would ever do. ` If the President should be guilty 
of impropriety, the law pointed out the remedy, and gave 
the power to apply it. Impeachment was the true course, 
and that tribunal would always decide justly between the 
impeachers and the impeached... The :only question now 
before thé Senate was, whether the appropriation should 
be made at this session or the next. The contingency — 
might not occur. There might be no vacancy. Cir- 
cumstances might arise which would render it necessary 
for the present minister to remain at his post. In that 


case, the money would nat be wanted., Should he.return, 
the President would appoint a successor on hiş own rë- 
sponsibility. oh a 


Mr. KING made some allusion to. the extraordinary: 


solicitude of gentlemen on, the other side to save the Pre- 
sident from.the commission of any act which might-after- 
wards be. disapproved by them. . He: had: hever. before 
witnessed such an extraordinary distrust lest the Execu- 
tive should misuse the public money..:He then proceeded 
to read some items from former.appropriation bills, to show 
that the contingent fund was never. applied to these ob- 
jects, but that, in all cases, outfits had been provided for 
by ‘specific. appropriations, even in l 
similar to the present. 
explaining the ground which was occupied in that debate: |. 


ceases of contingency 


Mr, CLAY- stated that the Senator froin’ Alabama-had 


entirely mistaken the question... - He had: ne 
to say that outfits had never-been granted in sim 

. There were séveral, even in the present bill. -It was:the 
practice.of the Governinent.to-provide for these outfits in 
all-.cases where they were absolute, and not contingent. 
But he had stated that the contingent fund expressly co- 
vered contingent expenditures. such as this. It was called 
a contingent fund, and no term could be more definite. 
If it was. not applicable to, the outfit of a minister, under. 
such circumstances as the present, he would wish to know 
to what. purpose it was applicable.: Here was.a specific 
appropriation for a contingent outfit, and at the same time 
a contingent appropriation. He then alluded to the prac- 
tice of the departments in asking for specific appropria- 
tions for'absolute cases, ànd a contingent appropriation for 
such as might occùr. =. i . 

In 1828, there was ‘a considerable addition to this con- 
tingent fund, owing tothe proper economy of the last 
administration.. Out of this had been drawn what was 
necessary. for. American seamen in foreign ports, for the 
Barbary- intercourse, &c.; but the late excellent consul 
general, now the consul at Cuba, had never expended 
much. of this, 


Mr. C. then referred to the case of the appointment of 


Mr. Adams, at the instance of Russja, in 1814. Mr. Mon- 
roe, the Secretary of State, under the instructions of Mr. 


Madison, transmitted, without application, a full outfit of 


nine thousand dollars to Mr. Adams, and that must have 
been taken out of this fund. An application was made at 
the next session to replace the amount. The House of 
Representatives then determined that, as Mr. Adams was 
resident at St. Petersburg, and the negotiation might be 
carried on there, he was not entitled to a full outfit. They, 
therefore, razeed. him. The subject, he believed, was 
afterwards submitted to a judicial tribunal, and the whole 
amount was allowed. 

Notwithstanding what gentlemen had said of the course 


which the President would pursue, he was not in posses- 


sion of any fact, in an official form, which opposed the 
constant practice of the Government. He would venture 
to say that the present Executive, thatno Executive, could 
doubt his right, on the occurrence of a contingency, such 
as was now contemplated, to pay an outfit out of the con- 
tingent fund. 

It was not necessary to discuss the powers of the Pre- 
sident. He agreed with the gentleman as to the literal 
meaning of the words in the constitution, but the prac- 
tice of the Government, perhaps from necessity, had been 
uniformly otherwise. .That practice had been to appoint, 
and submit the appointment immediately to the Senate. 
The President always made an appointment in the recess, 
under the responsibility under which all his acts were per- 
formed. A minister ought never to be sent. abroad, but 
on grounds strong, apparent, and forming a strong jus- 
tification of the measure. 
a uniform decorum towards a co-ordinate branch of the 
Government; and closed with stating that, without going 
into a discussion of constitutional right, which he thought 
unnecessary, it was sufficient to show that the contingent 
fund would cover the outfit. 

' Mr. SMITH made a few remarks on the history of the 
appropriations for the contingent fund, and the uses to 
which it had been applied. He adduced the case of the 
recall of Raguet, when Wright was appointed chargé, 
and also, that of the chargé appointed on the death of 
Tudor. Both these chargés had applied for their outfits, 
but had received. for answer, that, until an appropriation 
was made by law, they could not receive them. Specific 
appropriations, he urged, must be made in all these cases; 
or, if the amount were taken from the contingent fund, it 
must be replaced. The present administration had consi- 
dered that they had no authority to take from this fund, 
and had therefore postponed the payment of the outfits 


He advocated the propriety of 


è 
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-until a Jaw. should be passed. If this blow were to be 


. {stricken atthe outfit- to: France, the administration will 


think the view of the Sendte is, that no minister ought to 
be sent, and would send none. Mr. Rives had been in 
France three years and a half; and every one knew that 
our ministers to’ England and France could not live on 
their salaries, but were compelled to resort to their own 
means. Mr. Brown had told him that his expenses in 
France were $14,500°a year, which was $5,500 more than 
his salary. Mr. Rives could not live in Paris on his salary, 
and that might be the reason for requesting leave to return. 

Mr. HOLMES took a view of the meaning of the term 
contingent; and insisted on its perfect applicability to any 
vacancy which might occur from thë return of Mr. Rives. 
But removal from office, for the purpose of creating a va- 
cancy, did not come under the meaning of the term. The 
gentleman. from. Virginia had expressed an apprehension 
that too long residence abroad might produce a foreign 
feeling.. He had heard this before; but it had always ap- 
peared to him that this foreign feeling existed in the 
greatest strength when a minister first went abroad. The 
lowest bow toa foreign court was always made by new 
men. It was natural enough. They were dazzled with 
the pageantry. of a court, and were more submissive at 
first. But the more they see, the less foreign and the 
more American do they become. We had some éxperi- 
ence of the character of this foreign feeling in some of 
the recent negotiations; all, the labors of new men. He 
could not forget the foreign feeling which had yielded up 
so much of the territory of Maine on the boundary ques- 
tion. Nor would the country forget the foreign feeling 
which had surrendered so much of the colonial trade. 
How had this been done? Not by experienced men, but 
by fresh hands. What was done by the new man who 
was sent to Russia, staid there six months, and came home, 
and made one of his best speeches, but without too much 
mixture of American feeling? 

Was it the danger of this foreign feeling which led to 
the recall of all the foreign ministers when this adminis- 
tration came'into power? Every one had been sent for 
home. General Harrison was recalled. Was it feared that 
he would be infected with this foreign feeling, when he 
had scarcely got there before his recall reached him? If 
there was no indecorum in sending off ministers during 
the recess, he would ask if there was none in recalling 
those who were abroad. Could the Senate shut their eyes 
to the fact, that all our foreign intercourse had been bro- 
ken up? and was the Sénate then to be told of the indeco- 
rum of former administrations? There seemed to be not 
a suspicion of any indecorum resting on the present ad- 
ministration. New ministers had been sent out in every 
direction; and the changes were all made as soon as the 
Senate had turned their backs on the capitol. It had been 
allowed by the Senate that all this was right; and it might 
beso. Butthe President had also determined to control 
and counteract the Senate; and men, who had been re- 


jected by the Senate, were immediately appointed to other 


official stations. The gentleman from Alabama had ac- 
cused the other side of betraying an extraordinary solici- 
tude. He admitted it. ‘The signs of the times were such 
as to justify—to require it. It was because we were cast on 
extraordinary times. He would ask if, when such a state 
of things exists as never existed before, there was not 
sufficient reason for this solicitude. He believed that the 
Government was. now standing on the brink of a preci- 
pice. ‘*Issachar is a strong ass, crouching between two 
burdens.” He considered this to be an apt picture of the 
state of the country. We had, on one hand, the Presi- 
dent assuming powers against a co-ordinate branch of the 
Federal Government; yet, on the other hand, hesitating to 
execute the law against a State of the Union. These things 
indicate changes, which, although perhaps not in his time, 
must surely come. 


been a republic instead of a- 
have. felt a little more. wil- 
i to: the gentleman 

At, if made, she 
him asa. 


been. carried too far. Although thus enlarging the specific] to this upstart King of Belgium, who was. not. seated: on 
appropriations, the contingent fund had at the same time] the throne by the will of the people, but by the act of a few 
been: continued. - Originally: this fund. had consisted ofi sovereigns. ` If this: mission were to be sustained on the. 
50,000 dollars, ‘out of which. the President had paid allj ground thatthe value of the trade required it, for the 
the foreign missions: They were then but few in namber. | same reason one might. be sent to the Pope, to Austria, 

Since that time, the principle of specific appropriations} and all the other-Powers. d AORN : 
had been applied to this service. There were two kinds of] He hoped that, as the Senate had not'yet passed on this 
contingencies; and while salaries were paid by specific ap-| mission, there would be no objection to the motion. =: He 
propriations, ag well as all other known expenditures, other] was aware that’ circumstances existed which would: prè- 
expenditures were paid out of one ‘of these funds, for coù-| vent him from going into details,-which were before the 
tingencies. Cases had occurred where the President had 


Senate in another character, and he would therefore re- 
been obliged to appoint ministers, in consequence of death, | frain He reminded the Senate of the different situation 
This could not be helped. In the case of Mr. Barlow, it 


of this mission, to that of the chargé to Guatemala, “In 
became necessary for the President to send a minister. If| one case the officer had been confirmed, but in the other 
the expense for these appointments could -not be taken í ` i 


the mission had to be created. . 
out of the contingent fund for foreign. intercourse; from| Mr. HAYNE expressed his readiness to redeem any 
what fund could it be. taken? According to. his under.| pledge which he had given on theesubject of reform and 
standing, the contingent fund was always intended to mect| retrenchment; and if all the pledges. should not be: re- 
these cases.. The other fund was intended to meet the 


deemed, the fault should not rest with him; and in doing - 
contingenéies of thé particular missions, while this was for| this, he was'disposed to keep in view the celebrated re- 
foreign intercourse generally. . We had been always in- 


port of the committee of which the Senator from. Mis- 
creasing this contingent fund. There was no complaint] souri was the chairman, on the reduction of Executive 
that it was not sufficient, although it had at all times been 


patronage. 
charged with the expenses of contingent-intercourse. It 


But when the gentleman from Kentucky .applicd the 
was now proposed to makéa specific appropriation of| pledge to this particular case, he must first be satisfied 
18,000 dollars to meet a contingency, and yet there was] that it is a case which comes within the sphere of that 
no reduction of the contingent fund. . He was perfectly | pledge.  Ifthis mission could be shown to be unnecessary, 
willing to give the money; but if enough had already been| he would be willing to vote against it; or-if it.could be 
appropriated, why is more asked for? If he was caliled| shown that it could be satisfied out of the contingent fund,” 
on to make a spécific. appropriation for a contingent ap-| he might still go against it.. His vote, on the last question, - 
pointment, why was he required to vote also to keep up| was given on the ground, as taken by ‘the chairman of 
the present amount of the contingent fund? He then| the Committee on. Foreign Relations, that the. contingent 
made one or two remarks on what had fallen from the Se-| fund was applicable to the particular object of appropria- 
nators from Maryland and ‘Alabama, and conclided with aj tion.” Here, however, there was no contingency. A no- 
reference to the possible éffect which this mode of raising|.mination bad been made. The appointment of a minister 
the value of an appointment: might have on members of] was already decided on. If the President and Congress 
Congress, who might be looking to these stations, and| should be of the opinion that the mission is necessary, the 
who might exclude themselves by this violation of the law. | appropriation would be a necessary consequence. It 

After a few words from Mr. CLAY, in explanation of| came, then, to this question, whether the mission was ne- 


Tyler, White, Wilkins.--21. => ; aa 
The vote being a tie, the. VICE PRESIDENT then]. 

voted in the affirmative, so.that the motion to:'amend wasl 

agreed to. se pe eS 


„MIBSION, TO BELGIUM: ; Aimself ‘constrained to step: forward in our behalf. . The 
_ Mr. CLAY then moved to amend the bill- by striking| King had éxpressed a wish’to be represented here, and á 
out so much as provides for a minister to Belgium. . | Minister may probably be on his way. He thought it a 


< strong. case, and not'a' case where econ: 
ment were to be called into, operati 


perly so. p 
intercourse, in the 
days, servants-of forei 
the ‘collection of infor 

‘ s attendant .on-moving about with the court.. The 
fund" is under the immediate control of the President; he 
its application for himself, andis responsible to 
no. one. -He lastat times ‘used this.fund to pay outfits, 
when‘he had no other money. . The expenses of this mis- 
sion might as properly. be paid out of this. fund, as those 
of the outfit to France. ere 

Mr. CLAY expressed pleasure to hear that the gentle- 
man from South: Carolina was.ready to redeem his pledges; 
but if he did so, he would assure that. gentleman that he 
would find. ‘himself in a lean minority. There were two 
ways of redeeming -this pledge: one, by paring down ex- 
isting expenses; and the. other, by preventing new: me- 
thods of expenditure. He knew not which of these 
modes the gentleman would select. 

Mr. HAYNE. Both. 

Mr. CLAY went on to express his embarrassment in 
touching this subject of the mission, in the peculiar po- 
sition in which the Senate was placed. Were he at 
liberty, he could. adduce reasons, perhaps, as strong, to 
show that this mission was unnecessary, as the gentleman 
from South Carolina might be able to bring forward to 
prove the contrary; and, perhaps, the weight of testimony 
might be with: him. On.that point he might venture to 
refer to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. But he was not desirous to strike out an-appropria- 
tion altogether. -His object was to strike it out of this 
bill; and if the nomination should, on an examination of 
all the subject, be confirmed, it might be inserted in an- 
other bill, and there would be no lack of opportunity, as 
the Senate would have. enough of appropriation. bills be- 
fore the end of the session. The gentleman from South 
Carolina referred to an individual who had acted unautho- 
rizedly for us. There would be found at all places Ame- 
ricans ready. to undertake these services. He doubted 
not that the King of Belgium, with aview to add to the 
pageantry. of his court, had invited. all nations to send 
ministers.< £ ii tit- was too soon to send 
a minister. The. old 


was acquainted. -He could: not be pre- 
triking out of the appropriation, from cheer- 
tHe nomination, if he should hereafter be 

n was necessary. Mr. C. said 
lusion, relative to the contingent fund, 
yas, before. expressed. Gari. ab 

a Genéral disclaimer of any connex- 
ment, stated that some claims: 
é likely to arise out of the recent 
1 “constituent of. his had lost. pro- 
perty at Antwerp to the amount of thirty thousand dollars, 
and was solicitousto know how he should obtain reparation: 

Mr. MILLER thought thata minister ought to be sent 


ommendation of the President, un- 
be-shown to 'the-contrary. We- 

ters to Sotith, America while that country 
of convulsion; and ministers were sent to 
were struggling for our freedom. He wish- 


Mr. WEBSTER made some brief remarks. He had 
not. understood. the Senator from Kentucky as making 
any formal motion, and he. hoped that he had not done 
so. He thought there was no precedent for this inexpe- 
dient mode of bringing the Belgian mission before the 
Senate.. We had been called upon, in conjoint action 
with the other House, to act on the same. subject, in the 
same manner, and involving the same principles. He felt 
the same here as-he would have felt had he been in the 
other House. ` He would have voted for this. appropria-. 
tion in the other House, and he should do so here. The 
appropriation had*been asked for by the Executive, and 
he was willing to give it; and the giving it would have 
no effect on his vote when he should come to act on the 
nomination. Heshould not vote for the nomination any 
the sooner because the expenses were provided for. And 
if he voted against the nomination, the appropriation 
would not be called for, or required. He would not go 
into the question of the expediency of the 'mission;: and 
he suggested whether it was a correct course for gentle- 
men to draw into a legislative discussion matters exclu- 
sively belonging to the Executive branch: Was not the 
Senate, in fact, arguing the matter, asif the question was 
now before them, whether they would advise and con- 
sent tothe nomination? He did not see that, in passing 
a law, the Senate could properly advert to matter which 
could not be used in case any difference between the two 
Houses, in reference to the bill, should render a confer- 
ence necessary. Each must, in that case, give their own 
views, and act on them; and the question would be de- 
cided on the ordinary grounds. He agrecd that provi- 
sion ought to be made by law for the expenses of the 
mission, if, by the co-ordinate branch, the appropriation was 
made. Heshould, therefore, vote for this item in the bill. 

Mr. TAZEWELL expressed a different view, consider- 
ing that granting the ‘appropriation created the office. 
The whole difficulty, in his opinion, arose out of the 


‘House of Representatives doing what they had no right to 


do, by appropriating money for an office which had not 
yet been created—imagining that some such office was 
about to be created. . If the Senate appoint the minister, 
the appropriation must be made. But while the matter is 
in pendency, whether the mission shall be created or not, 
willthe Senate create the mission by appropriation? 

He puta case. Supposing that the House of Repre- 
sentatives, uncalled for, had got up a proposition to send 
a minister to China, or, to‘take an old case, to Mexico. 
Would the Senate. have had the President reject the 
whole appropriation bill because it contained this clause? 
Let the House of Representatives act within their sphere. 
He could say something against the propriety of the mis- 
sion atall. And were his lips to be sealed while his vote 
was to be recorded? Neither the House of Representa- 
tives nor Senate should ever place him in that position. 


rouble himself with the details of error 
ich this report contained. Massachu- 

‘placed on an equality with Virginia, 
suchar generous cession of territory. 


was to vote against any appr 
nation be confirmed, he wou 
propriation; buthe could not.so vote 
Mr. EWING movéd-that the Sena‘ 

. Mr. POINDEXTER moved: tha! 
journs, it adjourn to: meet on-Monda 
Mr. .TAZEWELL expressed 
would meet to-morrow: to goin : in 
Mr. WEBSTER expressed. his, willingness to 
this exectitive business. ov i °° eS a er rece 
ELL: saidhe meant: into: this exécutiyé| 


business, and no others s; 5 poh : 
Mr. MARCY. said he should feel it-his duty to move to 
take up other executive business. 00° = X 
Mr. TAZEWELL said he should vote against. any such 
motions: SE Stale leke et eit 3 
Mr: POINDEXTER then- withdrew his motion. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


Sarunpay, APRIL 14. 
; although. originally:it belonged to other owners, and not- 


withstandinga great portion is now returned by the re- 
ceivers as not ‘worth more than five cents the acre. He 
referred the Senate to the mode in-which the wild lands 
were disposed of in Europe, for the purposes of settle- 
ment and cultivation; and asserted that such was the 
practice in the new world. fe adverted to the pro- 
clamation of the King of Persia, offering lands to settlers, 
and. to the practice of the Roman republic in the division 
of the lands. ‘The Senate, he suggested, should adopt 
the ‘practice in the colony of Liberia, where every 
colored settler is allowed to draw fora town lot. He was 
a friend to humanity, but he was not disposed to cherish 
the black, and sacrifice the white man. Because there 
were found in the seven new States one hundred and 
forty thousand persons borne on the tax list, who were 
not land owners, they are stigmatized as deficient in in- 
dustry. This he denounced asa wrong. The lands in 
the new States were not worth the price at which they 
are now held by the Government. Receivers had said 
that there were millions of acres not worth five cents an 
acre. „Every thing was worth precisely what it would 
fetch. The story of speculators had been-brought for- 
ward again. The objection in this form came-from the 
speculators themselves, from those who wanted to sell 
their land. The fact was, the money must be brought 
from the new States, to be expended elsewhere. Every 
thing had been taxed in the West, and taken away to sup- 
‘port the Federal Government. The principle of federal 
numbers had taken away every dollar from the South and 
West, and carried them to the Northeast. Instead of the 
federal numbers, the expenditure ought to be regulated 
by thesize of the States, 

He proposed to amend the motion for a second reading, 
by substituting a reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands, with instructions to report a bill to re- 
duce the price of public Jands, &e. >> 0—7 

The CHAIR decided that this motion would not be in 
order until after the second reading. ae 

Mr. BENTON expressed a hope that the bill: would ne- 
ver reach a second reading. He wished to: know ifa mo- 
tion toreject the bill would be necessäry. “>; C aS 


Nearly. the whole of this day’s sitting was spent in the 
consideration of executive business. 


Monnay, APRIL 16. 
PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CLAY from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
which the subject had been referred by the Senate, made 
a report in regard to the distribution of the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands, (for which see Appendix, ) 
accompanied by a bill providing therefor. 

Mr. C. read the report through; after which, the bill was 
read the first time; and the question being on ordering 
it to a second reading, 

Mr. BENTON said he was somewhat at a loss to know 
what was the proper course to take, in this stage of the 
bill. He must, however, take the opportunity to give 
the reasons which would induce him to vote against the 
second reading. The principles contained in the report 
were so strange and so mischievous that he could not 
forbear from making two or three observations upon 
them. They were precisely the same as the principle in 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury made five 
years ago, in which he recommended that no induce- 
ment ought to be held out to persons to go to the new 
States. The reason given for this suggestion was, that if 
people were induced to emigrate, to the new States, the 
manufactures in the old States would not have persons 
to carry them on. He had thought that the abhorrence 
with which this proposition, which was aimed at the 
poor, was received in the portion of country with which 
he was acquainted, would; as he had supposed, have 
prevented any future attempt to revive this principle. 
"The object was to keep the poor from settling in the new 
States. The principle of both that report and the pre- 
sent was hostile to the new States, and hostile to the freg- 
holders. But there was a new feature introduced into 
this report. The new States were to be seduced into 
the measure by the offer of a slice from their own ter~ 
ritory.. He had heard an instance in which, after the 
horrors of shipwreck, when the survivors were reduced 
to the extremity of feeding-on each other, one man, who 
was to. be the next victim; in afit of desperate agony, | The CHAIR replied in the negative... : 

“Soit} Mr. SMITH. said he had waived his motion to take up 
s|the appropriation bill, in‘a-spirit of comity, not expecting 
is prolonged-debate. “He would now move: to lay the 
port and bill on the table. eeg 2 
: The yeas and nays being des and ordered, the ques- 
ion. was put,:and:decided as follows: 


begged to be indulged: with’s, slice from himself. 
appeared, the new States wére to be regaled with 
of themselves, and then torn limb from limb. 
He suggested that’ this: was’ precisely. the’-principle 
which actuated the Northern Powers of Europe in their 
partition of Poland. It was'a principle, however, con 
fined to the Northern Powers. = The Southérn. nation YEAS.—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Dallas, For- 
had no participation in it; while each of:the others was|syth, Grundy, Hayne; Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
bribed by a share of the spoil. “oss "| Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, 


Vor. VILL.-——-50 


“Smith, Tazewell 


.to vindicate the reasoning in the report. 
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» Tyler, Troup,: Tipton, “White, Wil- 
liams.—24, : . Boast ee Bt A 

NAYS.—Messi: 
erson,-Dudley, 
Knight, Prentiss 


Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dick-., 
` Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, 
bins, Ruggles, Seymour; Sprague, 


. Tomlinson, Waggaman; ‘Webster.—19. Fe 
“So the report‘and bill were laid on the table. 


“Mr. CLAY then moved the printing of the documents, 


_and that three thousand extra copies be printed. ; 


Mr. CHAMBERS moved five thousand. > 

Mr. ROBINSON expressed his hope that there would 
be no ‘additional number- printed, until an answer should 
be prepared by. the Committee: om Public Lands: He 
would then be willing to vote for as large a number as 
any gentleman, iess = 

Mr, SMITH.-moved to lay the motion to print on the 
table. PE aes 

Mr. CLAY called 


for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. ; 


) was then put, and decided as follows—yeas 


` Mr. WEBSTER expressed a hope that the largest num- 
ber would be printed. He assured gentlemen that he would 
vote precisely as many of any answer which might be made 
to thé report from any other committee. It was too vo- 
luminous a report to be generally printed in the news- 
papers; and it would be very interesting to the whole 
country. Before Congress could act upon it, it would be 
necessary that its.contents should be well examined; and 
he could see no good reason for delaying this report until 
any other might be made. 

Mr. POINDEXTER asked for a division of the ques- 
tion, and that the question be first taken simply on the 
printing, as, while he was disposed to print the report for 
the use of the Senate, he wished to vote against the extra 
number. 
great excitement in the new States; and, therefore, he 
did not wish to send abroad a large number, unless accom- 
panied by an antidote. Believing that the report cannot 

e adopted, striking as it did at the root of sovereignty 
in the new States, he could not consent to circulate the 
poison.” : 

Mr. MILLER stated that he had been a member of the 
Committee on Manufactures; and, although he entirely 
concurred in so much of it as related to the reduction of 
price and the cession of the lands, and the whole of the 
report, until it came to the proposition relative to the di- 
vision of the proceeds, he could not agree in the conclu- 
sion of the report. In the justice of the general views, 
and the strength of the reasoning, he entirely agreed, and 
he was in favor of printing an extra number. 

Mr. KANE said a few words irt opposition to the motion 
to print an extra number of a report which was addressed 
to the interests of all the old States, against those of the 
new ones o oua aes, 

Mr. CLAY said that he had no intention, at this time, 
Whenever the 
proper time should. arrive, he should be prepared to de- 
fend all its positions, and, he hoped, completely to defend 
them. It hadbeen his intention, after the bill should have 
had its second reading, to postpone its further considera- 
tion until time had been given for reflection and exami- 
nation. Then, whenever the bill should be in committee, 
he would have given: an explanation of the views of the 
Committee on Manufactures. : 

The question, as now proposed, is, if an extra number 
shall ‘be printed.. This had been objected to, because it 
was said the report might produce an excitement in the 
West... Whether the motion prevail or not, the report 
would gct abroad. -IJe hoped there was no disposition to 


prevent it fiom being seen. “And there was much more 


danger of excitement if the reasoning and facts were only 
partially disclosed, than if the-whole were fairly before 


It was a report which would be productive of 


Lunds. - 
the people. -He wished the report to be in the hands of 
all. *The Senator from Illinois considers the arguments 
as addressed to all the interests of the old States, and, 
therefore, that it-ought not to go forth without an anti- 
doté. All should see it. What had been the course of 
the Senate in reference to other documents? When the 
report of the Free Trade Convention was to be printed, 
was there any objection? Had any suggestion been made 
that it ought to be withheld until the report on the other 
side should be prepared? ‘All voted for it; and it went 
out to the world weeks before the other was printed. Let 
the same course be pursued as to this report, and, when- 
ever the response should be made, he would vote for the 
printing of as large a number of that document. Both 
the documents would then be before the people, and they 
would form their own judgment. 

Mr. RUGGLES said a few words in favor of printing 
an extra number, and he would vote for an equal number 
of the answer whenever it should be before the Senate. 
It was due to the committee that this course should be 
taken. He wished the people of Ohio to see the light-— 
to see the reports of the Senate, and not thatthey should be 
smothered here. 

Mr. CLAYTON spoke in favor of printing the extra 
number, without waiting for an answer to the report. 
Who was to make this answer? ‘There was no proposi- 
tion of a minority of the committee; there was none on the 
part of the Committee on Public Lands. How long was 
the Senate to wait for this reply? It had been said that 
the report would produce a great excitement in the new 
States. Was there no excitement, now, in any of the other 
States, on the subject of these public lands? This sub- 
ject had caused excitement in the old as well as the new 
States; for the former felt as deep an interest in the mat- 
ter as the other. Rejecting this vote by the Senate would 
produce as great an excitement in the old States, as 
printing the report could produce inthe new. Mr. C. 
made some reference to the course of Senators in the case 
of the report on iron. 

[This reference produced counter statements from Mr. 
HAYNE and Mr. KING, and was supported by Mr. 
DICKERSON.] 

Mr. KING stated the proposition to be merely to lay 
this report on the table, until it could be examined. It 
was thought, by many, to contain dangerous doctrines, 
and to assume false principles, and that it ought not tobe 
printed. On reflection, it was not impossible that the 
Senator from Kentucky might, himself, revise his views, 
and correct them. He did not wish to see such opinions 
emanating from such high authority, and going forth to 
the people with the weight of that gentleman’s name. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN regarded it as important that 
the principles contained in this report should be laid be- 
fore the people. If excitement was feared, it was much 
more likely to take place in consequence of a suppression 
of the report, than of its circulation. Surely, gentlemen 

yere not afraid of the reasoning. The subject had been 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, against the 
wish of that committee; every member of which had pro- 
tested against the reference. The report had been unani- 
mously adopted, although the committee was coniposed 
of gentlemen of different views. Even the Senator from 
South Carolina acquiesced. People would suppose, if 
the Senate refused to let it be seen, that there was some- 
thing in the report which could not be answered. The 
Senate had heardit read. Was the principle now to be 
adopted that nothing should be printed until it had been 
examined? The virtue and intelligence of the people 
would enable them to hear the wrong, as well as the right 
side. This report was marked by great ability, and he 
hoped that the extra number would be printed, and that 
the same number of the answer would be printed, when- 
ever it should be made. 
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peach. the abi- f cession to those who thought differently from them.on the 
subject of the tariff. s wy gs a 
Mr: WHITE expressed sorrow that a motion had’ been 
made, at this time, to print.an’ extra number. He would 
yote forthe ordinary number now, andthe extra number 
when sufficient time had’ been allowed ‘foran answer to 
be prepared. He said he was not afraid to trust the peo- 
ple with any'subject. He did:not concur in some of the 


Mr.. KANE disclaimed any desire to im G 
lity of the report. It was to the printing of an additional 
number-of..a document addressed ‘to the individual, inte- 
rests of individual States that he objected. A counter 
report might come from a minority, or it might be refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands: for a report. Tt 
was a new and important project, involving points of deep 
interest, and the printing of so. large a “number. would 
indicate a feeling favorable to th ews- which the-report 
contained. ge EE ee 

My. EWING replied to the suggestion of the Senator ts, 1 
from Alabama, reminding him that this question had been | to refer before*he gave any final opjnion! 0" a> 
forced on the committee; and another Senator had sug: |- Mr. POINDEXTER stated that when he made his for- 
gested that the committee would be afraid to incur the|mer observations, he had not looked. into” the’ report; nor 
responsibility of making such a report. He hoped the jheard it read. On a little examination, he was led'to sup- 
extra number would be printed. pose that he had done injustice. to the Senator from Ken-. 

Mr. ROBINSON said. the committee had reported on tucky. He-would examine further; and if he. continued 
the other branch, and had not asked for extra copies; and | of this opinion, he should go with the report. He then: 
now they had reported on the other branch, they desired | withdrew the call for a division of the question. 
this additional circulation. The subject had been sent to The call was then renewed. ‘ 
this committee, not in reliance on their friendship, but} Mr. CLAY took a view of the votes of the Senators, to 
because it was the only subject, connected with the reve-|show that a majority of the new States was in favor of the 
nue, remaining to be actedon. He disclaimed having said|motion. He was glad to hear the Senator from Tennessee 
any Senator would be afraid of responsibility. He had|say he was not afraid to trust the people with any subject, 
merely put the idea in the form of an interrogatory. if he was sincere in the declaration. The opposition to this 

Mr, HOLMES thought the subject should be referred motion seemed to him to arise out of the circumstance that 
to the American people. He had been, originally, op- this was the first report which had been made on this. side 
posed to its reference to the Committee on Manufactures. [of the question. Appeals on the other side had been 
It was referred by a small majority, and the committee |made, session after session, but this was the first time that 
had reported a very able and elaborate view of the sub-]an attempt had been made to show the other side to the 
ject. It was strange that the printing should be opposed. | people. A subject of more deep importance had never 
‘A reference of a subject was made to a committee. Peen presented to the Senate, and all that was asked. was, 
‘They had examined it with much labor, and their report |to avoid any suppression of light, and print extra copies, 
had been read. ` The question now is, if the report ona and a pledge was given to vote for.as many of the opposite 
subjectreferred with so much solemnity should be printed. |argument whenever it might bé produced. The Bente 
He thought it a singular course to oppose such a ‘motion. |man. from South Carolina had pursued a very. iberal 

Mr. BUCKNER considered it important to the people | course throughout, and had no intention (as he believed) 
of the West that this report should be printed; and. he |to make any counter report.” The Committee on Manu- 
would be willing that ten thousand copies should be cir- | factures had not been kindly treated. They had-not wish- 
culated. It had been said that the circulation of the re- |ed to meddle with the subject, and earnestly resisted its 
port would produce a great excitement, and enable men | reference. The subject was, however, referred to them, 
to prejudge the question. The printing of a few would | without any direction to take up the whole matter in a 
have the same effect. He was willing to give the people |single report, or a single bill. They did take up: the 
all possible light. Did the Senator intend. to do a work, |subject, and examined each branch a¢cording to its na- 
and put it under a carpet; or to do it, and put it on the|ture. A report on the duties on unprotected articles had 
tree tops? He was not prepared to say that he should adopt|been made, and now a report on the. public lands was 
the principles of the report. He was willing to receive|made. As to the remaining branch, he thought it prema- 
expressions of the popular opinion. He was not prepared |ture to say any thing. He had made up his own mind to 
to say that the people of the West would not adopt these do every thing which could be done to tranquillize the 
principles. He believed: they would be content with 20|feelings and meet the wishes of gentlemen, without, in 
percent. And if they were then put on an equal footing |any way, impairing the efficiency of the protective system. 
with the other States, he was not prepared to say they] Mr. WHITE replied warmly to the supposed imputa- 
would not be satisfied. The Committee on Manufactures) tion cast on the sincerity of his professions. 
had not sought this matter. It was pressed on them; and] Mr. CLAY refused any explanation to the Senator, but. 
now that they have made their report, it is said that the |to the Senate disclaimed any such intention. 
people are not to see it—not to be contaminated with it.) Mr. WHITE said a few words in reply. 

If the report was so odious, who would suffer? Ifit was| Mr. J OHNSTON expressed a hope that the question of 
such a heresy as would bring down the indignation of the | colonizing the people of color would never be entertained 
‘West on its author, he had hardly supposed that they who | on the floor of the Senate, unless‘at the united desire of the 
opposed the printing would have been so anxious to save |slaveholding States themselves. If ever such desire should 
that individual from. destruction. He did not think he|be expressed, he would willingly go into the subject. He 
should vote for the bill, but he would vote for printing |believed that, colonization would be. for:.the. benefit of 
extra copies of the report. ` . those States, and that this would..be the proper.fund to 

Mr. MULLER was of opinion that the proposition ought apply to such objects, but he would not now consent that 
to be adopted. The.report was one of the most enlighten- [the subject should be touched. He stated that the lands 
ed documents which had been presented to this assembly. |in the vicinity of the sugar lands were of great value, and 
All its details, its. statistics, and its arguments, were deep-|increasing in value. He was in favor of adhering: to the 
ly interesting, until the report came to those speculative| present land system, of dividing the proceeds, and giving 
conclusions in which he could not concur. The commit-|to the new States'a preference to the value of 15 or.20 per 
tee had previously made a report on one branch, in the |cent.; but he was not willing to appropriate the money. to’ 
form of the syllabub bill before the Senate. . Now there |the purposes of colonization... 5 : 
was another report; and he saw’some indications of a dis-| On the call. of Mr. MANGUM, the yeas and nays were 
position, on the part of the committee, to make some con-|ordered. ` Sate $ 


views of the report, but he might:be. mistaken. “He ad- 
verted to some movements on that subject in the Legisla- 
tures. of Maryland and. Massachusetts, to which: he desired 
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«After a few words from Mr. BIBB against the: motion ‘Britain, a large mass- of claims, growing out of those mea- 


for an extra number, the question was taken first on the 
motion to print, when it was- carried unanimously-— 


yeas 4e 0 
«Mr. MARCY 
Mp. CHAMBE: 


` age, of which 6,000 extra copies were printed. 


The question was then put on the printing of 5,000 co- 


pies, and decided as follows: 


YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
_ Ewing, Poot, Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Miller, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlin- 


ton, Dickerson, Dudley, 


son, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins. —26. 


NAYS.—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Dallas, ‘Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Mar- 


cy, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, 
White._19. 
So the motion was carried in the affirmative. 


“Toxspay, Arnin 17. 
VACCINATION. 


_ The Senate then proceeded to take up the bill to ex- 


` tend the benefits of vaccination to the Indians. 
The question being on the third reading, 


Mr. BUCKNER tnade a few remarks in opposition to 
the bill. He expressed himself entirely averse to con- 


ferring benefits on those who had done so much injury to 
our own citizens: who were our 
- frequently distinguished themselves by the ferocity with 


which they warred against us—who had marked their 


course by fire and desolation; who had committed the 
most wanton cruelties, and had so frequently snatched the 


infant from the nipple of its mother, and dashed its brains 
He did not wish to cherish these peo- 
ple, while a small appropriation was denied to his district 
to erect a hospital for the river firing man, whose life was 


out against a tree. 


frequently. sacrificed, for want of a little timely care and 


kindness; when’ even money could not be obtained to 


drain the swamps whose deleterious efluvia imposed an 
almost insurmountable barrier to internal improvement. 
Another ground: of his opposition to the bill was, that it 


adds to Executive patronage. Who would gain the betie- 


fits of the bill? The superstitious notions of the Indian 
would prevent him from receiving them. ( 
a mortal nature had already told them that death is the al- 
most inevitable consequence of plunging into. cold water 
while under the influence of fever; yet it is impossible to 
prevent them from pursuing this course. If the law were 


to pass, another would have to be made for the rising 
generation... He, wished to examine the subject, and to 


see if the money 
hands. of. those 
of the Governme in’ fact. greater friends: to the 
wealth which they c ated to acquire by this scheme. 
He moved to lay:the bill on the table, and the motion was 
decided in the affirmative. 7“ pee cee 


APPROPRIATION BILL. = - 
The Senate then proceeded to consider, ag in Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole, the general appropriation bill. 
-. AGENTS FOR CLAIMS. Pad x 
-MrcCEAY rose, and, without making any specific mo: 
tion, .called the attention ‘of the Senate:to the clause in 
the bill making appropriations for two agents for claims, 
residing-in-London and Paris. Both these agencies were 
mere secures.” “Ag well as his recollection would-serve, 
although he. did- not pretend to: perfect accuracy, they 
originiated:in this manner. ` During“ the’ operation of the 
decrees of Bonaparte, and the orders in'council of Great 


en by, this bill-would not go: into. the 


oved to print 1,500 extra copies. = 
A BER minded the Senate that a greater 
number than 5;000:0f documents of less value had been 
printed... He referred to the report on Executive patron- 


‘the notice of the committee. 


natural enemy, and so 


Experience of 


while pretending tó be the friends 


sures, had accumulated, which’ were so numerous as to 
render itimpossible for our. ministers to attend to them. 
In-order to aid the ministers, either during the administra- 
tion of Mr. Jefferson, or at an early period in Mr. Madi- 
soms administration, . these agencies sprang up. He be- 
lieved that they were appointments unauthorized by any 
particular law, and had never been submitted for the con- 
currence of the Senate. As to England, we have no claims 
on her since the treaty óf Ghent; none to the settlement of 
which the minister is not fully. competent. . 

Our claims. on England were cancelled by that treaty. 
There had been some necessity for the continuance of the 
agent in Paris until Mr. Rives concluded the recent treaty 
with that nation, which has extinguished the whole. This 
has so reduced the business, that our minister in Paris can 
easily attend to all the claims which may arise, without in- 
terfering with his ordinary business. It seemed to him, 
therefore, that the appropriation was useless. Should the 
Senate concur inthis view, some gentleman might move 
to strike out the clause. He was not certain that these 
agencies were not given to our consuls in these cities, who 
were both worthy men. _ If this had appeared in the esti- 
mates, he would have been satisficd. He thought, how- 
ever, that the true course would be to allow salaries to 
these consuls, and not to give them these agencies. 

Mr. SMITH replied that this subject had not escaped 
On inquiry, it was found 
that the consul in Paris was possessed of all the papers 
relating to the agency; and that, whenever these should 
be withdrawn, the agency would na longer be of any use. 
He believed it tobe the fact that there was no law ap- 
pointing these agents. The consul in London was highly 
respectable, and had lost an arm in the’ United States? 
service. London was an expensive place to live in. There 
was but little direct trade to that port, only a very few 
vessels, and but little emolument fell to him as merely 
consul. ‘This country had no claims on England, but she 
ought to have some agent residing there for the protection 
of American seamen. Ships were frequently sold, and 
their crews discharged; or seamen deserted, and generally 
found their way to London; and a consul was necessary to 
protect and send them home. 

Mr. CLAY said he had merely stated the case. The 
consul in Paris he knew to be a good man; and if any 
thing extra was to be given, he would wish to give it to 
him. Yet there was no utility in this agency. If the 
consul held the. papers, it was probable that they were 
very few. Mr. C. stated that while he was Secretary of 
State, there was scarcely any correspondence with him. 
He had thought to suggest a discontinuance of the office; 
but, as a negotiation was pending, he thought it more 
advisable to refrain. The agency to London is not of the 
least value. _ It was the duty of the consul to look to the 
protection of the seamen. | He then stated how these ser- 
vices were rendered,-and how the consul was recompensed. 

Mr. FORSYTH stated that originally there were three 
of these agencies. There was one in Madrid, which had 
been dropped some years since. The agency in London 


‘| was useless, but the fees of the consul were so inconsider- 


able, so totally inadequate to the support of an individual, 
thatthe Government had found it necessary to allow all 
that could be allowed to make up the deficiency; other- 
wise, the office could only be filled by a man of fortune. 
As to the consul at Paris, his services would be required 
for the present year, as he has the papers in his possession, 
to lend his aid to the settlement of the claims. After this 
year, he might be dispensed with. 

Here the conversation dropped. : 

On motion of Mr. FORSYTH, the appropriation of 


$1,400 to pay a clerk in the Treasury Department for re- - 


cording revolutionary land scrip, was reduced to $1,150— 


yeas 18, nays 13. 
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Mr. POINDEXTER ‘rose to inquire whether this “Go- 
vernment was not. in possession of information `of the 
dissolution of the Governmentof Colombia. He believed 
that it wasa fact of general notoriety, that the Govern- 
ment of Colombia has been ruptured in three parts—Ve- 
nezuela, New Grenada, and the province of the equator. 
I; shall, said he, if the motion to. strike out Colombia, 
which I intend to make, is successful, move to insert an 
appropriation for a chargé to Venezuela and New Grena- 
da. If a treaty was made with New Grenada, 
minister now resides, it would be binding on that country 
alone, and would be by no means obligatory on Venezuela. 
Believing that our commercial arrangements with Vene- 
zuela were of the utmost importance, and that we ought 
to be represented there by a diplomatic agent; and be- 
lieving, also, that there was no earthly use in having a 
minister to Colombia, a Government which no longer ex- 
isted, he would move to strike out the appropriation for 
that minister, and would follow it up, ifsuccessful, by the 
motion he had just indicated. 

Mr. SMITH hoped the gentleman would withdraw the 
motion. The minister was there at a considerable ex- 
pense, had earned his salary,. and must be paid. He 
would, said Mr. S., be recalled during the summer. If 
the Government was, as alleged by the gentleman, split 
into different parts, still the minister was there, attending 
to the interests of the United States, and performing 
services as important, perhaps, as if the country was 
settled. 

After some remarks from Mr. JOHNSTON, 

Mr. SMITH said it would be recollected that the Presi- 
dent stated, in his message, that it was his intention to 
withdraw the minister to Colombia, and appoint a chargé; 
and the bill was originally drawn with that view. But 
subsequent information from that country showed that it 
was necessary to continue the minister there, to perfect 
some bfisiness he had commenced; that, in fact, it would 
be cheaper to the United States to continue him, than to 
recall him and send a chargé. The House accordingly 
amended the bill so asto take away the appropriation for 
a chargé, and continue that for the minister. 

Mr. CHAMBERS was pleased that the Senator from 
Mississippi had called the attention of the Senate to the 
subject. It was perfectly out of the question to make an 
appropriation for a minister to a Government which did 
not exist even on paper. He wished the Senator from 
Mississippi would vary his motion, and graduate the re- 
duction soas to meet the amount ofsalary due the minister 
for the services he has rendered, and provide for his re- 
turn home. Two things suggested by his colleague, he 
did not take for granted; one was, that the minister could, 
under the circumstances, render any service to the coun- 
try; the other, that he would be recalled during the 
summer. 

Mr. BELL objected to continuing a mission to a Go- 
vernment that did not exist even in name. He was per- 
fectly willing to pay him for the services he had rendered, 
and for the services he was now rendering, in a proper 
form. 

Mr. HOLMES compared the embassy to Colombia to 
Sancho Panza’s government of the island of Barrataria. 
Both were ideal employments. He hoped this mission 
was not a sample of the reform promised by the adminis- 
tration, and that it would be reformed. It was in vain, 
Mr. H. said, to disguise the fact that our diplomatic ex- 
penses were, in some way, greatly increased; and, indeed, 
it could not be wondered at, if our economical adminis- 
tration thought it necessary that we should be represented 
at imaginary Governments, From what had been said, 
we might as well, for any useful purpose, send a minister 
to the moon as to Colombia. > He did not say we-could 
send a mission to the moon; but, according “to the con- 


a Minister in 


where our (the public service. 


struction that had been lately given to a minister’s repre 
senting us near a court, we might have a minister residing 
near the moon. He would ask how it,was possible for 
us to be represented at a court that did not-exist, and keep 
pay there, in accordance with a proper system 
of economy. ; o ‘ 
_Mr. TYLER observed that, after the distinct announce- 
ment of the President. that he. intended-.to. recall. this 
minister, the. Senate-ought to be:satisfied. that. he would 


jbe recalled as soon as it could be done ‘without injury to 


Besides, the minister -was there, and 
he ought to be paid. Would you, said ‘he; by. withholding 
the salary, visit on the head of the President? Mr. T. 
said he should not go into the question. whether the disso- 
lution of the Government of Colombia rendered. the stay 
of the minister there useless, or otherwise; the President 
was satisfied that he had yet duties.to perform, or he 
would not have been retained thus long. The dissolu- ` 
tion of a Government did not necessarily render, the 
services of a diplomatic agent there useless. ..We had a 
minister in England; a revolution might happen, and 
Scotland be cut off from that country. Would it follow 
then as a necessary consequence that-we must recall our 
minister? A revolution had taken place in the: kingdom 
of the Netherlands, and Belgium had been separated from 
Holland, and formed out a separate kingdom; yet. our . 
minister was still in Holland, rendering important services 
to his country. A mission, for iifstance, from a foreign 
country, is sent to the United States, and Maine for a 
valuable consideration cedes a portion of her territory. 
Would the Government of the United States thereby be 
dissolved, and the minister find it necessary. to. return 
home? - Non constat that the minister’s..mission ceases 
when there is a revolution in the country ‘to which -he is 
sent. i a. eps ; 

Mr. HOLMES, after a few words, in; so:low a tone as 
not tobe heard at the distance the reporter is seated, 
said he admitted that the Government of the United 
States would not be so dissolved by the taking a slice off 
from Maine, as to render a mission to us uscless.. In like 
manner, if the State of South Carolina were to nullify a 
law of the Union, the Union would not be so dissolved; 
nor is it now by the State of Georgia, having nullified the 
law of the land, and placed herself thus far out-of the 
Union, that a foreign minister would find it necessary to 
return home. But he could well understand -that, if all 
the States were to separate from each. other, and set. up 
for themselves, a foreign minister could not represent his 
country at the Government of the United States. And 
this, said Mr. H., is the case with the former Government 
of Colombia. It is split-into three separate States, who 
have set up for themselves, and the name of the Govern- 
ment of Colombia no longer exists. 

After some remarks from Messrs. FORSYTH, TAZE- 
WELL, and SMITH, in opposition to the motion, and ` 
from Messrs. CLAYTON, JOHNSTON, CLAY, POIN- 
DEXTER, and HOLMES, in favor of it, the question 
was decided by yeas and nays, in the negative, as- follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, ‘Clay, Clayton, Ew- 
ing, Foot, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, Miller, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins. —20: 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill; Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tip- 
ton, Tyler, White, Wilkins.—21. : 

So the amendment was negatived. 

The bill was.then reported to the Senate as amended. 
-The clause making an: appropriation. for the contingent 
expenses of the judiciary department, which: had been 
amended in the committee, by increasing the appropriation 
from 190,000-to $250,000, having been read, . ; 

Some debate took place on. the question of concurring 
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inthe amendment, -It was opposed, on the ‘ground that, 
the estimates were not. sufficiently ‘explicit, and that the 


evidence wasinsufficient.. = -> 


_ On the other hand, the impracticability of making the 
estimates exactly ‘square-with the sums which might~be 
required, was urged. It was stated that the contingencies} 
of this department were always fluctuating, and depended 


on circumstances not to be foreseen or controlled. 


The question being put on concurring in the amend- 


ment, it was decided. as follows: , 


YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Dallas, Dud- 


ley, Grundy, Hendricks, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, 
Robinson, Smith, Tipton, White.—15. . ; 


NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ew- 


ing, Foot, Forsyth, Hayne, Hill, Johnston, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter,- Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, 


Sprague, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Web- 


ster, Wilkins.—24. 
So the Senate refused to concur in the amendment. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


x 


s WEDNESDAY, APRIL $8. 
VACCINATION OF INDIANS. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate then proceeded 
to consider the bill to provide for extending the benefits 
The question was on 


of vaccination among the Indians. 
the third reading of the bill. This bill led to a discussion, 
which consumed the whole of the day. i 

Mr.: BUCKNER was altogether opposed to the prin- 
ciple of the measure. He was hostile to any step for 
the introduction of vaccination among those who had 
been the bitter and constant enemy of the first settlers. 
He opposed the bill also, because it was, in his view, a 


bill more for the benefit of Indian agents and the other 
parties designated in the bill, than for the advantage of 


the Indians. He considered the experiment which the 
bill authorized as equally useless and dangerous, and one 
to which force alone would compel the Indians to submit. 
He questioned also the constitutional power of the Con- 


gress to take this step, any more than to make an appro- 


priation to check the progress of the plague in Algiers. 


He contended that the money asked for would be insuffi- 


cient, and that Congress would be subjected to fresh calls, 


He asked for the yeas and nays on the third reading of 


the bill, andthey were ordered. 

The bill was further opposed in its original form by 
Mr. EWING and others, on the ground that it gave to 
the Presidentan unrestricted right to appoint agents, and 
to extend his patronage; that it opened a door to fraud 
on the Indians, and on the Government; and that it was 
more likely to convert the Indians into enemies than 
friends. ; 

‘On the other hand, it was contended by Mr. WHITE 
and others. that this was a measure called for by humanity 
and expediency; the gloomy picture of the miserable 
condition of the Indians who were afflicted with the small 
pox, dying in such numbers that the dead Jay unburied, 
from a printed document in possession of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRAGUE argued that the bill provided against 
any fraudulent practices, by authorizing the employment 
of regular practitioners, who would not stoop to the prac- 
tice of frauds. 

In the course of the debate, an incidental discussion 
arose in consequence of a reference made by Mr. FOOT 
to an item in one of the documents just laid on the table, 
from which it appeared that certain sums, amounting to 
$16,000, hađ been paid to John H. Eaton and John Coffee, 
> as commissioners to treat with the Chectaw and Chickasaw 
Indians in 1830. and 1831. This clause was at first view- 
ed. by Mr. HAYNE and Mr. FOOT as evidence that these 
individuals had: received large emoluments from the trea- 
sury as-commissioners, while Mr. Eaton was receiving a 


salary as Secretary of War. -On a little examination, how- 
ever, it appeared that.this sum stated was the amount 
paid to meet the expenses of making the treaty, and 
that Mr. Eaton had -declined receiving any compensation 
as commissioner. : 

Some remarks were also made bearing hard on the Pre- 
sident for having appointed to office men who had been 
rejected by. the Senate. It appeared by the printed docu- 
ments that Wharton: Rector, Mr. Stambaugh, and Mr. 
Gardiner, all of whom had been rejected by the Senate, 
had been appointed by the President, subsequently, to 
offices of trust; and that the expenditure of large sums 
had been committed to them. This practice of selecting 
men for office who had been rejected by the Senate, was 
denounced in emphatic terms by Mr. HAYNE, Mr. 
SPRAGUE, and others, and defended by Mr. FORSYTH 
and others. ; hy 

The bill having been ordered toa. third reading, Mr. 
EWING moved to recommit it, with instructions to strike 
out the exceptionable parts of the bill. As it was urged,- 
however, by Mr. WHITE, that the bill, unless passed im- 
mediately, would not effect the humane object which it 
had in view, Mr. EWING withdrew his proposition, to 
enable Mr. WHITE to move a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the bill had been ordered to a third reading, so 
as to give an opportunity to amend it. 

The motion to reconsider having been agreed to, the 
bill was amended by striking out its second section, modi- 
fying the third so as to authorize the calling in of such 
physicians only as are resident in the vicinity of the In- 
dians, or on the frontier, and by reducing the appropria- 
tion from 12,000 to $6,000. i i 

Tn this form the amendment was ordered to be engross- 
ed, and the bill to be read a third time, by the following 
vote: f 

YEAS.——Messrs. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Clay, Dallas, 
Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Johnston, Kane, King, Marcy, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Smith, Sprague, Tomlinson, Webster, White, Wilkins. 
30. i 


NAYS.—Messrs. Bibb, Buckner, Dickerson, Hayne, 
Mangum, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Tipton, Tyler, Wag- 
gaman.—11. 

JUDICIARY EXPENSES. 


Mr. FORSYTH moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate yesterday refused to concur with the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, in the amendment to the general appro- 
priation bill, to strike out the sum of $190,000 for the con- 
tingencies of the judicial department, and insert $250,000. 

Having made the motion, Mr. FORSYTH moved to lay 
it on the table, in order that it might be taken up when 
the appropriation bill should again be before the Senate. 


N PORTUGUESE VESSELS. 

On motion of Mr. FORSYTH, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill to exempt Portuguese vessels 
from the paymentof duties on tonnage. 

. The bill having been read, Mr. WEBSTER suggested 
that the proviso would be the better for a little further 
examination, and for a modification of its language, so as 
to render it more succinct. ; 

Mr. FORSYTH modified the clause accordingly, and 
the bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. ‘ 

The Senate then adjourned. 


THURSDAY, APRIL 19. 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. FORSYTH, the Senate proceeded to 
the unfinished business of yesterday, being the. general 
appropriation bill. 
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Some slight discussion took place on the amendment} would be tantamount to a declaration that no minister, 
appropriating $13,000 for the General Land Office, being] should be sent to that court. i 


an increase of $4,000 from the appropriation of last year. 

Mr. POINDEXTER asked for thë yeas and nays on the 
question of concurring in this amendment, and they were 
ordered. He then stated the objections which- were 
urged in Committee of the Whole against this amendment. 
These objections were, that the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House were engaged in an examination with 
a view, if itshould be found necessary, to report a bill 
containing the additional appropriation; and that the con- 
dition of the office was not such as to entitle it to any 
especial favor. : : 

Mr. KING, Mr. FORSYTH, and Mr. SMITH, stàted 
that the office could not go on without this appropriation; 
that every thing was now at a stand; tkat there were forty 
thousand patents for lands in the office to be filled up, and 
no money to purchase the parchment; and that there was 
no danger of waste, as the accounts must be passed by 
the proper officer. $ 

Mr. POINDEXTER answered that the financial commit- 
tees of both Houses had reported $9,000, promising to 
give more, if on examination it should be found neces- 
sary; that the commissioner had asked $18,000; and that 
he would be better employed in economizing the expen- 
ditures of his office, than in carrying on newspaper cor- 
respondence. 

After a few words on the same side from Mr. EWING, 
the question on concurring with the Committee of the 
Whole in their amendment was taken, and decided as 
follows: > 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Ruggles, Robinson, Smith, Tip- 
ton, Troup, White, Wilkins.--21. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Ewing, 
Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Johnston, Miller, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, ‘Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster.--18. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


OUTFIT TO FRANCE. 


~- [The CHAIR réminded. the ‘Senator from Maryland that 


it was out of order to allude to the opinions of the Execu- 
tive] - : : : 


he‘was not out of order, but ad- 


- Mr. SMITH thought 
It had been 


mitted the impropriety of such reference. 


‘said.that the diplomatic expense had increased; buat no 


specific items of increase had been: exhibited: on paper... 
He stated that they had not increased. - During the four 
years of the administration of Géneral Jackson, if the ap- 
propriations now under consideration ‘should pass, the 
expenses for diplomacy would have been $801,500. De- 
ducting $99,000 for the mission to Constantinople, it would 
leave $702,500 as the aggregate expenses; and this would. 
be less by $25,000 than the expenditures, under the same 
head, during the administration of Mr. Adams. - He con- 
sidered that these things are always examined according 
to the old principle of ** your bull or mine.” “He wanted 
to create no expenses, and no one could properly prefer 
such a charge against him. ‘It was avery easy thing for 
any Senator to get up, and make charges of extravagance 
against this administration, and to prove it in figures also. 
He had nothing more to do, than to take the two lowest 
years of Mr. Adams’s administration, and the two highest 
of that of General Jackson, and the thing was done. The 
gentleman from Connecticut had made a speech of that 
sort at a former session, and he had answered him, and 
completely refuted him. But what was done? Just be- 
fore the election came on, this speech was published in the 
Baltimore papers. Persons came to him and said, ‘Is 
this so?” He fortunately happened to have the notes. of 
his answer, and he was able to recollect ‘every word he 
had said in reply, and to put the thing down at once. He 
read, in conclusion, a paper containing a statement of these 
expenditures of the last two years, to show that they were 
about three millions less than the appropriations. ; 
Mr. FOOT said that, as the Senator had made such di- 
rect reference to him, he was bound to make an obserya- 
tion in reply. He repelled the suggestion that he had 
pursued any course which was not strictly honorable. 
Charges of dishonorable conduct could never reach him. 


On the question of concurring with the Committee of] As to the speeches he had made, they were before the 


the Whole in their amendment striking out the appro- 
priation for the outfit to France, 

Mr. SMITH asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. He then briefly adverted to the nature of the 
contingent fund, andthe uses to which it had been ap- 
plied. He stated that out-of this fund were paid the 
agents who were sent into the South American States to 
ascertain their condition, before we sent ministers thither. 
Out of this fund messengers who are sent out with de- 
spatches receive their allowance. Mr. Pleasants was paid 
out of this fund for carrying despatches to Brazil. Mr. 
Cook drew from this fund the five thousand dollars which 
he reccived for his services. These were contingent ser- 
vices, and were correctly paid for from the contingent 
fund. But this fund could not be properly applied to ob- 
jects specific in their character, and for which specific ap- 
propriations are required. If they are paid out of this 
fund, it is in the nature of a loan, and the amount must be 
refunded. Unless an outfit should be granted, no mission 
could be sent.» Mr. Van Buren could draw no outfit until 
it was given to him by this bill. - It had been said that Mr. 
Randolph drew his outfit from this fund. Tf so, it was pro- 
bably because there was no other fund within reach of the 
Executive. He assured the Senate that he was confirmed 
in the opinion he had before expressed, that, unless France 
should be left in the bill, there would be no minister sent 
to France after the return of Mr. Rives, until Congress 
should again be in session, except in the event of some 
great change, such as a war in Europe. The President 
did consider that the striking out of the word “ France’? 


world, and the Senator was at liberty to answer them as 
he pleased. . In the Senate, the reply which the Senator 
referred to as so conclusive, was: delivered in such an un- 
der tone that it could not be heard. It would not be be- 
coming in him to speak harshly of a Senator of the stand- 
ing, age, and experience of the Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. SMITH. Omit age. : : 
Mr. F. resumed, and referred to his course in the con- 
duct of the pension bill, he being at the head of the pen- 
sion committee. He asked if the Senator meant to de- 
signate that bill as his bill. :He disclaimed any personal 
interest in that bill. He had no relative who could be be- 
nefited by it. He had merely endeavored to discharge 
his duty faithfully and fearlessly. He had never given 
cause to any one to charge him with neglect of duty. 
“The Senator from Maryland had said that the contin- 
gent fund was not made applicable to outfits.. A few years 
since, a number 8f diplomatic agents were sent’ abroad 
during the recess, and a number were recalled. There 
were sent, during the recess, four ministers and four 
chargés, and their. outfits amounted. to $54,000. The 
question, as it was then put’by him, was, out of what fund 
were these outfits paid? The Senator from Maryland had 
replied that there was a fund at the department—a diplo- 
matic fund, out of which the outfits were taken. The Se- 
nate was called on at the next session to make appropria- 
tions for the amount. ~The Senator now says that one 
fund is for secret services, and not to be applied to these 
purposes. Whether that is the diplomatic fund, to which 
the Senator formerly referred, he knew not. The other, 
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he believed, did not, contain so: large an amount as was 
then required... The Senator had. said that if France 
should: be stricken out ofthe bill- no minister would be 
- Sent. to France until the next ‘session of Congress... He 
considered this as the strongest reason for striking out. 
When it is found that, in the case of Indian agents, men, 
who had been nominated and rejected, renominated and 
re-réejected, are afterwards put into these same. offices as 
soon as the Senate had adjourned, it was time to be vigilant. 
Mr. SMITH explained, stating that he had the high- 
est opinion of the industry, fidelity, and zeal of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, and should feel regret if he had said 
any thing to offend him. 7 
Mr. WEBSTER observed that the exposition given by 
the Senator from Maryland removed the necessity for 
continuing the appropriation.. The whole. matter turned 
on the power of the. President over the contingent. fund; 
and the Senator from Maryland had given the ‘true expo- 
sition. -This fund wasat the disposal of the President for 
contingencies..: When any part was applied for public 
purposes, the expenditure was made public; when any por- 
tion was appropriated for secret services, the certificate 
of the President of the fact was the only voucher required. 
The Senator had admitted that any extraordinary service 
gave the President power over this fund. He may pay 


or any contingent object; or may borrow the amount, to 


be replaced when the transaction is made public. Where, 
then, was.the necessity for an appropriation in this case? 
It was. not pretended that the fund was insufficient to meet 
the requisition. If it was, the proper course would be. to 
increase it, 

He was not disposed to make appropriations for ap- 
pointments during the recess. He did not wish to encou- 
rage the practice, and for this reason, that the Senate then 
becomes, in some degree, committed; because, when the 
nomination was sent in, the minister was already abroad, 
and engaged in the duties.of his mission. He thought it 


wrong-to encourage the practice. Mr. Rives was appoint-| 


ed during the recess. . It was a proper appointment, and 
he had no fault to find with it. Both the ministers to Eng- 
land were appointed during the recess. This ought not 
to be encouraged. It was right that the Senate should 
have the nominations before them to act upon without any 
prejudice. Ina recent case, the Senate had heard it said 
that the public interest was put in jeopardy; that import- 
ant negotiations were pending; that the recall of a minister 
might be deemed cause for war. This ought to prevent 
the Senate from, continuing the practice. 
death, or other unexpected contingency, the President 
has power to make appointments during the recess. But 
whenever he exercises: this power, should it not be re- 
garded as an extraordinary occurrence? It should be a 
_case. of a vacancy happening, not one which is fore- 
seen, and may be guarded. against in the ordinary way. 
If Mr. Rives is to come home during the recess, in virtue 
of an tinderstanding with the President, it can scarcely be 
correct to say, the vacancy happens, and the President 
ought not to make any appointment unless the vacancy 
happens during the recess; and when it does so happen, 
he has this fund to go to. He would vote for striking out 
the appropriation. 

Mr. FORSYTH. adverted to the case of Mr. Rush. It 
was understood that he was to come home, and provision 
was made for his successor. This had not been consider- 
ed in the light ofa contingency. Mr. Rives was about to 
return, not on account of embarrassments, but for the sake 
ofhis health. , Paris did not agree with him in the winter; 
and he had determined not to pass another winter there, 
unless the public service rendered it necessary. The Pre- 
sident had informed the Senate that nothing but a contin- 
gency would prevent the return of Mr. Rives. He did 
not wonder that gentlemen on the other side threw the 
President on the contingent fund, because they had al- 


ways contended that he ought to use it; but he wondered 
that gentlemenvon his side could fall into the error. 

` He referred to the recommendation by Mr. Jefferson 
of specific- appropriations for any object susceptible of 
specification.. Here was a specific. object, and a specific 
appropriation .was the proper course. He hoped that 
those who did not desire.to prevent the appointment of a 
minister, would -vote for the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMES remarked, briefly, on the nature of the 
contingency that would justify the President in resorting 
to this fund, and insisted that this case would present a 
contingency of that character. 

Mr. HAYNE expressed his gratification at some of the 
views which had fallen from Senators on the subject of 
economy, because it might be productive of advantage to 
the country. He then informed the Senate that he had 
taken great pains to make a statement, derived from offi- 
cial sources, of the expenditures, exclusive of the public 
debt, for some.years past. From that statement he read 
the following extract: 


1822, -  - $9,877,000 
1823, -. - 9,789,000 

Including five mil- 

1824, - - 15,750,000 lions under the 

Florida treaty. 
1825, - - 11,240,000 
1826, : - 13,002,000 
1827, - - 12,650,000 
1828, - - 13,296,000 
1829, wos 13,660,000 

1830, - 13,229,000 l 

Showing that the average of the four first ycars after 


the reduction of the army was ten millions, and the ave- 
rage of the four last years above thirteen millions, being 
an annual increase. of three millions. Thus had the ex- 
penditures of the Government increased. He had pledged 
himself to present to the Senate a full and explicit account 
of the expenditures of this Government; and he was now 
engaged in preparing a statement of every particular ex- 
penditure, under every separate item. He had been at 
great pains to possess himself of this information; and 
when he had reduced it to am explicit form, he intended 
to call for estimates next year, showing, in the correspond- 
ing columns, the expenditures of previous years. It was 
his object, in all cases, to obtain the why and wherefore 
of every expenditure. Thus abuses might be checked. 
It was said the Government had been enlarging, and the 


In cases of| population was increasing. But he did not understand, 


exactly, how the increase of population was to increase 
the expenditures of the Government. Some of our ex- 
penses were decreasing of themselves, and there were 
others which did not require to be enlarged. The pen- 
sions are decreasing annually in amount; the expenditures 
for the army and the navy are not on the increase; and 
he saw no reason why the diplomatic expenses should be 
increased, or those of the judiciary: although he was 
aware that the latter must depend on circumstances which 
would give to them a fluctuating character. T 

At a proper time he proposed to submit to the Senate 
resolutions calling for details of information, 

As to the. question before the Senate, the gentleman 
from Georgia had said that the appropriation for this out- 
fit might be made at this or the next session. He would, 
then, prefer that it should be made at the next, because 
he thought it proper that the appointment of the minis- 
ter should be by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, unless some extraordinary contingency should re- 
quire.the appointment during the recess. As it was stated 
that Mr. Rives would not return until the fall, he would 
rather no appointment should be made until after the 
commencement of the session. 

Mr. SMITH admitted the accuracy of the statement 
made by the Senator from Maine, but suggested that, as 
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the gentleman was not in Congress in 1822, 1823, he was 
not intimately acquainted with some circumstances,. which 
seemed to show that-he had carried his statement too far 
back. He reminded the Senator that, about that time, 
there had been a recommendation from Mr. Crawford to 
appropriate 800,000 dollars a year for the object of forti- 
fications. That had been continued for some time. “The 
army accounts were mostly paid off by 1818. When Mr. 
‘Monroe asked for a loan of five; millions, it was thought 
so extragrdinary a request, that Congress immediately 
began to look into the financial concerns of the country, 
and to cut down the expenditures; refusing to concur in 
any appropriation which could be done without. The 
appropriations for the fortifications were reduced, and 
other vents for money were closed. The first four years 
ought not to be counted. Congress went on cutting down 
until the treasury was brought into a sound state. Then 
the expenditures were restored to their accustomed scale. 
‘When there was money in the treasury, Congress went 
up to the estimates. 

Mr. FORSYTH stated that the operations of Congress 
had forced extravagance on this administration, and 
checked the reforms which the accounting officers at- 
tempted to introduce. 
Congress had gone so far as to cast a censure on an ac- 


counting officer for doing according to his construction of 


the law. He referred to the cases of the pay of the offi- 
cers of the marine corps, and of the forfeiture of a pen- 
alty exacted from a navy contractor, in illustration of his 
statements. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that the Senator from Georgia 
had becn most unfortunate in the selection. of the cases 
on which he relied, to prove that extravagance had been 
forced on this administration by Congress. They were 
cases of extreme hardship, in which Congress had found 
it necessary to interpose their power, to protect indivi- 


duals from oppression, in consequence of the errors of 


a public officer. He was willing to try Congress on this 
arraignment of the Senator from Georgia. The first case 
had reference to the pay and emoluments of the officers 
of the marine corps. It had been the uniform practice 
of the Government to place these officers ona footing 
with other officers. This was always considered correct, 
until a Second or Third Auditor had determined other- 
wise. He found out that this was all wrong; that the law 
was not so; and that the marines were not entitled to this 
equality of footing. What did Congress do? They pass- 
ed, without a dissenting voice in either House, a resolu- 
tion to enforce asettled joint construction. Was Congress 
to be accounted guilty of extravagance for this? Was 
this one of the cases of retrenchment which the country 
would oppose? He thought not: It was a case where 
equity was defeated by a technical nicety of construction 
on the part of one of the accounting officers. 

What was the other case? Some contracts had been 
entered into with the commissioners of the navy. They 
contained a stipulation that if the whole of the articles, 
and lumber was one, were not delivered by a certain time, 
ten per cent. was to be retained in the hands of the com- 
missioners. Accident, or direction, or some cause, pre- 
vented the delivery in time. But the articles were subse- 
quently delivered, and received by the commissioners. 
‘The auditor had found out that here was a forfeiture of 
the ten per cent. Was this one of the acts of retrench- 
ment which this administration wished to do, but which 
Congress prevented? Was it equity? Was it law? Was 
there law in it? 
in this case? Was not.such the practice in all similar 


cases-~in all cases of the payment of bonds? After pay | 


day, when payments were put off by the consent of parties, 


and are finally received, was the forfeiture ever enforced? 


Here the discussion was interrupted by a message from 
the House of Representatives. ` i 


Vor. VIM. —51 


He asserted that a resolution of 


Ought notthe forfeiture to be waived |. 


HOUSTON’S TRIAL. > 


--„ The Clerk of the House delivered a message’ from the 


House, requesting of the Senate that leave be given to. 


four of.the members. of this body—Ferurx- Grunvx, 
Tuomas EWING, ALEXANDER BUCKNER, and Joan Treton, 
to attend the House of Representatives for- the purpose 


of giving testimony on the trial of Samuel Houston, now. 
pending’ before the House fora breach of privilege. 

The Clerk having withdrawn, Te nae 

Mr. WEBSTER said that, as’ this was a case of emer- 
gency, he would move that the bill be laid on the table; 
which motion was agreed to. ; 

On motion of Mt. WEBSTER, leave was given to the 
Senators named to attend the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WEBSTER then moved. to lay the appropriation, 
bill on the table, as the Senate would probably be indis- 
posed to proceed with the consideration of the bill in the 
absence of the Senators. He withdrew his motion for a 
moment, at the request of 

Mr. FORSYTH, who begged leave to explain that he 
had not designed to impute any blame to Congress for 
their interference as to the navy contracts. But he wish- 
ed it to be borne in. mind that the officer was correct in 
his interpretation of the laws. rig 

Mr. MANGUM said a few words in opposition to the 
practice of throwing responsibility on Congress for the 
extravagance of the administration. He regarded the 
whole party as responsible for the acts of their administra- 
tion; and he would rather see the man he supported put 
down, than protected behind such a shield. The Presi- 
dent might interpose his veto.. He contended that, for 
many years past, the tendency of our Government had 
been to become worse and worse; and if he and the other 
friends of the administration were to shelter themselves 
under the idea that Congress was responsible, it was the 
introduction of very dangerous principles. He thought 
this remark due to the country .which he. represented. 
He must have shut his eyes close and long, not to have 
seen that the Government was getting worse. 

Mr. FORSYTH asked whether the administration were 
to be made responsible for the multiplication of pensions. 
Should the President veto the law, the country would 
immediately ring, from one end to the other, with the 
cruelty and injustice of which he had been guilty in filch- 
ing the little pittance from these unfortunate persons. 
Every Senator knew the use which had been made, to 
the injury of the President, of his former veto. It would 
be found that the administration were in a minority in 
some of the cases. Mr. F. moved to lay the bill on the 
table; which motion was carried in the affirmative. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


FRIDAY, ÀrRIL 20. 


Mr. GRUNDY stated that the Senators who had yes- 
terday obtained leave of absence to attend the trial of 
General Houston, had received permission from the House 
to return to the Senate, until they should be notified that 
their testimony was about to be taken. 


“VACCINATION BILL. j 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved that the Senate reconsider 
the vote by which the bill to provide for the vaccination 
of the Indians had been ordered to a third reading, The 
reason assigned: for this motion was, that the amendments 
made in the bill were such as to take away all its effi- 
ciency. 
Mr. HENDRICKS, having made the motion, moved to 


lay it on the table; which was agreed to. g 


APPROPRIATION BILL. i 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the support of Government 


for the year 1832--the question being on concurring with 


` 
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the Committee of the .Whole. in striking’ out the appro- 
priation for the outfit of a minister to France. 

“Mr. CHAMBERS said he regretted that the Senate had 
adjourned yesterday at the moment hé had risen.: His apo- 
logy for saying x word on. this.subject was found in the 
example-of the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 
That Senator had deplored, in very strong terms, the 
continuance of a debate which must. delay the passage of 


—— 


reform were inscribed on the roll of Executive duties in 


characters too legible to be misunderstood,” 


-The true issue, then, is not whether this administration 
is more extravagant than the last. If it be as much so, this 
text book will denounce it as unfit to possess the confidence 
of the people. It would be no difficult proposition, he 
believed, in a propèr place, to establish the fact that it 
had expended larger sums than the former administration, 


this bill, so necessary to meet the most pressing wants of| to effect precisely similay objects; but he denied the au- 


the Government. We.had all yielded to his pointed re- 


thority of the adversary ‘party to make this the question, 


monstraneé, and the bill was going on without a word of if they will frankly and fully.concede that all their boasted 


debate, when, on calling it up yesterday, the chairman, 
without-the slightest provocation, rose in his place, and 
in great excitement: delivered a long and animated argu- 
ment tò prove the extravagance. of the last administration 
and the economy of this. 

[Mr SMITH here remarked that he did not attempt to 
show extravagance in the late administration. He had no 
such object. ] 

Beit so, said Mr. C. Let the Senator be considered as 
having no'such object as to criminate the last administra- 
tion, and solely to design the vindication of the present 
administration from the charges preferred against it.. He 
has interrupted the regular progress of this highly import- 
ant bill to present this labored vindication. 

(Mr. SMITH here said he had not labored.] 

Then, said Mr. C.; it must be conceded that the Senator 
has arrived at. results, and exhibited estimates and calcu- 
lations, without labor;’ which certainly no other member 

_can produce without an-examination, and with labor, too, 
amongst the documénts'-and State papers. But whether 
for one object or another--whether with labor or with- 
out—his colleague, disregarding, in his own practice, the 
strong admonition by which he had proposed to regulate 
that, of others, had challenged: this debate. It was not 
proper to allow such a discussion to end where it was. 
Mr. C. said that he could not consent to permit an argu- 
ment which he deemed so fallacious, to go out to the 
public without commentary. Sir, said Mr. C., the issué 
tendered is not the true one. Let the people know how 
this matter stands, and they will be at no loss to find a right 
verdict, and give a correct judgment. - What is the true 
state of the case? The last administration, pursuing with 
honest purpose, and by accustomed means, the best inte- 
rests of this great and growing nation, were cultivating 
all the sources of national prosperity, and faithfully exe- 
cuting the legislative will, by a prudent application of; 
the resources of the country, which the representatives 
of the people chose to place at their disposal. The pub-; 
lic debt was in, a course of rapid extinguishment, the de-' 
fences of the country were extended, the facilities ofi 
intercommunication promoted, the great branches of; 

public prosperity nurtured, and all our 


tration found ‘itself assailed by that political party which| 
rose Up to prostrate it, and finally succeeded in ejecting: 
it from office. : ; . i 
Here, sir, said Mr..C., [holding up the book containing: 
the retrenchment report, } here is the text from which that; 
party drew its doctrines: this is the confession of faith, 
which that party subscribed; which they proclaimed in! 
six thousand copies of this report from the House of Re-, 
presentatives, and three thousand from the Senate; which; 

. they published in every city, town, village, and cross-; 
road, in the Union, and reverberated by every partisan in| 
the country. Now, sir, this confession of faith must be; 
the criterion by which this party is to be tried. The pre-; 
_sent President was unanimously elected as the organ who; 
was. to. exccute all their projects. He was not slow to; 
assume the-responsibility imposed upon him. In his open-; 


; when be declared that ‘retrenchment and 


>, hé made himself sponsor for the whole party 
i 


pledges of ‘* reform and retrenchment” have been violat- 
ed—that, after effecting the purpose for which they were 
engendered, the expulsion from office of their political 
adversaries, they are forgotten, or admitted to be hollow, 
empty, unmeaning sound, without substance--why, then, 
we are prepared to meet any other issue that may be ten- 
dered. Sir, if this concession is not made, it is due to an 
abused community, it is due to those who, with honest 
expectation of a fair and full execution of these pledges, 
have raised to power those. who made them, to prove, as 
your State papers’and records will proves that every pro- 
mise and profession then made is not only broken but for- 
gotten, and that now resort is had to the lame and impo- 
tent plea that they who made them are not worse than 
those whom they denounced. To the book, then. The 
first item to be noticed is the number of clerks and officers 
in the Executive offices. The book~-the creed, de- 
nounces these Executive Departments as receptacles for 
idlers and superannuated old men-~‘‘ one third” more in 
number than the business of the Government required, and 
some of them ‘invalid pensioners,” absolutely enjoying 
“*sinecures;” this whole Augean stable was to be cleansed 
and purified. Well, sir, how has the practice of this ad- 
ministration conformed to this profession? Are the clerks 
lessened in number? No sir, not only not diminished, but 
actually increased. Are their salaries lessened? No, sir, 
not a dollar; on the contrary, some of them are increased 
by this bill now under discussion. Some of the old and 
faithful servants who had passed their lives in these offices, 
whose advancing age and fixed habits had unfitted them 
for other employments, have been removed, it is true. 
Yes, sir, many have been thrown upon the world penny- 
less as they were blameless, with a heartless disregard of 
their misery and havoc inflicted upon themselves, their 
fortunes, their helpless, dependent famihes, or even their 
well earned reputation. But why? was it to promote feal 
reform, or toadvancethe public good? No, it was to let 
in a host of hungry expectants to devour with greedy ap- 
pette their share of the people’s substance—openly, pub- 
licly announced as the: ‘¢ spoils of victory.” “Yes, sir, your 
public offices, created for the good of the people, and the 


relations at home! Only purpose of which should be to effect that good, and 
and abroad -presenting occasion for grateful reflection. | 


‘This was the condition of things, when the last adminis-; 


advance the general welfare, are boldly. elsewhere as here 
on this foor denominated ‘spoils? to be shared” by 
sc yictors.? Was capacity, was fidel:ty, was patriotism, 
or useful service to the nation, made the criterion of ment, 
in selecting them? Notatall. Instead of capacity to dis- 
charge the duties of office, the candidate urged capacity 
to obtain votes; instead of fidelity in the performance of 
official trust, he boasted active zeal in propagating his 
political tenets; in place of patriotic devotion to the coun- 
iry, or useful service to the nation, he clanmed devouon 
and efficient service to his party, a noisy, indiscriminate 
admir..tion of the ** Heroof New Orleans,” and unsparing, 
reckless condemnation of every man and every Measure 
that opposed his pretensions. ‘hese, and often these 
alone, were the successful grounds of claim to promotion; 


land the degree of elevation, the “share of the spoils,” 


was proportionate to the zeal and fury which the partisan 
had evinced in the glorification of his idol, Many of those 
“victors” were so utterly destitute of other quaidicauons 
essentially necessary, that their own political friends, yield- 
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was held forth and paraded even in the shape of an’ ‘‘in- 
| scription on the Executive roll.” This Executive banner 
waived high, and caught the fancy and the hopes of thou- 
sands by its alluring motto, ‘retrenchment and reform.” 
Crowds gathered to the standard, and overwhelmed all 
resistance to‘ the, march of those who. had unfurled it. 
Having effected its purpose in gaining the victory, what 
are its * rewards” to the ‘* coutitry”-—to the ‘* whole peo- 
ple?” Favorites and partisans are “‘rewarded;” but what 
does the <‘nation” gain? Why, sir, they-are mocked 
and evaded when they demand a fulfilment of engage- 
ments made by this party text, and reassumed by the Ex- 
ecutive message. They are now told, “‘it is not the fault 
of the Executive, but of Congress, that so large expendi- 
tures are disbursed; the President must execute the law, ` 
and the law directs the expenditure.” The people— 
the deluded people, will ask if the Congress did not. direct 
the expenditures in Mr. Adams’s administration—if he was 
not bound to execute the law; and yet it did not prevent 
the eternal cry of ‘*reform and retrenchment.” They 
may, and probably will, also ask if this said wicked and ex- 
travagant Congress had not been brought into being by 
the same party which elevated the Chief Magistrate; whe- 
ther, from. that time ‘tó this, his political friends have. not 
formed a majority in both branches of Congress, Driven 
by these unwelcome reminiscences, the administration re- 
sorts to this humiliating apology: ‘“* Why, we are not 
more extravagant than our predecessors!” Sir, this plea 
cannot be sustained, whether isstie be taken upon the law 
or the fact. It does not lie in the. mouth of those who 
heaped unmeasured censure upon the last administration 
for waste and extravagance now to erect it into a fair 
standard by which their own expenditures are to be gra- 
duated. But if they could be permitted to shelter them- ` 
‘selves under such adefence, the facts will not sustain them. 
The table exhibited by'the Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Haxnz,] prepared, as he tells us, with great care- 
and accuracy, gives the following sums as the total ex- 
penditures, exclusive of payments on account of the pub- 
lic debt: ; 


ing to the strong and just popular opinion, were obliged 
promptly to put them aside; and in some cases the President 
himself has been compelled to turn them adrift before they 
had fairly tasted the fruits which they fondly anticipated as 
their promised ** reward.” j 
The'book--the articles of faith—charge against the late 
administration a wasteful expenditure in the diplomatic 
department. Their pledge bound them to a retrench- 
ment. How have they redeemed it? Why, sir, by re- 
calling instantly every minister then abroad, and sending 
others of their own political tenets, at an immense ex- 
ense of money, and in some. tases at the sacrifice of other 
Bigh considerations. Was this because the publie inte- 
rest was thereby promoted? Was it because our ministers 
were not qualified?) Was it because they had evinced a 
want of competent talent, or of patriotic zeal, in discharg- 
ing their duty? Nòt at all. These ‘ spoils” were to bè 
distributed; and with such eager haste did the ‘‘ victors” 
claim their.‘ reward,” that, in the case of the Colombian 
Government, General Harrison, whose name and reputa- 
tion is fondly cherished by the nation, was recalled before 
he had actually reached his destination, and an active parti- 
gan appointed his successor, who is now continued a full 
minister, when the confederate Government to which he 
was accredited is dissolved, and no Government exists 
bearing even its name. The chairman of the Finance 
Committee says that ‘the services have been commen- 
surate to the expenditures in this administration.” Sir, 
this is not in the book. ‘The Jast administration said the 
expenditures were honestly and usefully applied, but it 
did not arrest the cry of ‘retrenchment and reform.” 
But let one instance illustrate the sort of services which 
this administration considers commensurate to large ex- 
penditures.. A competent, faithful minister to Russia was 
recalled. A distinguished successor taken from Virginia, 
was appointed. Besides his nine thousand dollars outfit, | 
and nine thousand salary, an immense expense was in- 
curred in sending him out, and returning his predecessor. 
‘Lhe “commensurate services”? were about ten days’ resi- 
dence in Russia, and the remaining three hundred and 
fifty-five were passed in another kingdom, at the distance 


of some thousand miles from the scene of duty. For 1825 . - - - $11,490,459 94 

The book asserts the necessity of ‘abolishing the con- 6 st a - 13,062,316 27 
tingent fund for missions.” Jt was supposed to be the 7 ; k - 12,653,095 65 
fruitful source of mischief—controlled solely by the dis- 8 F = - . 18,296,041 45 
cretion of the Secretary, and altogether unnecessary. 2 A 7! > + 12,660,490 62 
Well, sir, how stands the fact in regard to this item? © Has{ ` 30 . : - 13,229,533 33 
it been discontinued? Not at all. This bill appropriates 31 - - - 13,918,708 99 


Now, sir, letit be remembered that, in addition to these 
increased and increasing expenditures, there should be a 
large allowance for sums which had been refused for that 
most important matter of internal improvement. A sys- 
tem was regularly and happily progressing under the last 
administration, vitally affecting the whole value of the 
country, calling into useful exercise its faculties for rapid, 
intimate, and profitable intercommunication, cementing 
its various and distant’ portions, binding our whole peo- 
ple in ties of vicinity and consanguinity; a system, to pro- 
mote which is, in my humble judgment, one of the most 
imperative as well as one of the most desirable and use- 
ful objects for which this Government was organized. 
How has it fared with this “reforming, retrenchment” ` 
administration; Reformed into astate of non-existence— 
lost sight of—abandoned-—vetoed. Yes, sir, at one sweep, 
a lighthouse bill, involving an, expenditure of half a mil- 
lion of dollars, the disburserhent of which would have 
left traces of useful improvement scattered through all 
parts of the Union for generations to come, was rejected. 
Your turnpike road bill, your canal bills, rejected. And 
yet your total expenditures are increased. Are the sums 
‘thus refused to useful objects made to swell the amount of 
te spoils” and “rewards” distributed to favorites? 
` Sir, it is to be feared this ‘‘inscription on the Execu- 


thirty thousand dollars for this fund. Not only is it con- 
tinued under this ‘economical’? administration, but an 
accumulated sum of about one hundred thousand dollars 
allowed to the late administration, and not expended by’ 
them, has been disbursed, in addition to appropriations 
made since they, came into power. His colleague had 
used harsh language in reference to the mode of compari- 
son adopted by the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Foor. ] 
It was not his intention to apply towards his colleague 
any offensive expression; but, after his very warm lan- 
guage on this subject, it was passing strange that he should 
refer to “appropriations” for ‘contingent expenses of 
foreign intercourse,” and yet omit the weightier matter of 
ss disbursements;” omit to say one word about the accumu- 
lation which the Senator from Kentucky has proved by 
the public documents. His colleague had also referred 
to sundry items of ‘‘ extraordinary expenditures” in our 
diplomatic concerns during the present administration; 
and yet, boasting as he does of a perfect spirit of fairness, 
he has not pointed out one in thé last administration. 
Certainly it was for some other reason than that the docu- 
ments did not show it. Sir, said Mr. C., it is like all other 
of the large professions of the party who put out this 
“hook.” Indeed, the course of debate here is a‘ con- 
fession of the total failure’ to realize the pledge which 
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tive roll”. has ceased to be $‘ legible,” or possibly it may 
have been deposited in some of ‘the retired departments 
of an Exécutive-office by one. of thosé who came in as a 
component part of the ‘unit cabinet,” and. that his 
successor has not yet found the place of its repose. If so, 
let us still hope that, late as itis, we shall again hear of it. 
“Many considerations and numerous facts invite further 
discussion; but, in despite of the challenge of the chair- 
man of finance, Mr. C. said he was unwilling to consume 
more time. . He would, however, add one word in regard 
to onë of the cases by which the Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Forsyru] had illustrated the desire of the Executive 
to retrench, and the practice.of Congress to defeat that 
desire. The other case had been fully disposed of by his 
friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wxxster,] who was in- 
terrupted before he had explained the navy contract for 
timber. ` In this case, it was true that Congress had pass- 
ed aremedial law, and in terms, and in a manner, to imply 
dissatisfaction at the course of the. auditor.. What was 
the case? . A contract was made by the navy commission- 
ers for delivering timber at a certain period, and reserv- 
ing, according“to universal usage, ten per cent., to be for- 
feited if the contract were not executed according to its 
letter: “The contract was faithfully executed in all re- 
spects except as to time. To the extension of time, the 
commissioners made no objection. The service was not 
injured, nor was any one injured. ‘The navy commission- 
ers, who made the contract, desired to pay the contractor 
` the price of his materials, or appeal to the Secretaries of 


the Navy and of the Treasury. Both were of opinion it]. 


should be paid; but the Fourth Auditor objected, and the 
President agreed with the auditor that the law enforced 
the penalty, because a short time had expired, more than 
the contract allowed. 
The contractor brought his case here, and (without a 
` dissentient voice, he believed) his whole price was or- 
dered to-be paid. Now, sir, is this the magnanimous ex- 
hibition of liberality which becomes a great Government? 
Is this administration so hard run, that, while it is continu- 
ing this vety Fourth Auditor’s office, and its accompany- 
ing-appendages, which the book told us was created for 
a temporary purpose arising out of the last war, and ought 
to be abolished; while it is paying eighteen thousand dol- 
lars salary for ten days’ services of a minister; while it is 
multiplying clerks, and increasing their salaries, that it is 
compélled to go, for proof of economy, to the petty ten 
per cent. on a little contract--compelled to enforce the 
letter of the law, even if it be the letter, to exact the 
“pound of flesh” against an honest contractor, whose 
materials they have received, and now have, and intend 
to use? 


> and consent. off 
7 their own act in rejecting the minister 


{to the. terms of this letter. 


to Great Britain, that the vacancy in that office depended 
on no casualty or unforeseen contingency, demanding .or 
justifying a draft on the contingent fund provided by this 
bill. However objectionable, therefore, the exercise of 
the President’s power of. appointment may really be, 
should. that power. be exercised in. appointing a minister 
to Great Britain during the recess of the Senate, and in 
contempt of its advice, the case of the new outfit to France 
rested on different principles, and he requested the at- 
tention of the members of the Senate to the distinction. 

We have no official information, said Mr. C., that the 
present minister to France has been recalled.. Nay, we 
have no information even to show us that a vacancy will 
happen, either during the session, or in the recess of this 
body. If the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
who reported this bill, has any such information, it should 
be laid before us, that we may see how far the letter or 
the spirit of the constitution will justify a specific appro- 
priation, to enable the President to send a new minister 
to Paris, without consulting his constitutional advisers. 
The gentleman from Georgia adverted to information on 
this subject, which reached us through no official chan- 
nel, that the climate of Paris did not agree with Mr. Rives, 
and that he might request to be recalled. But-- 

Mr. FORSYTH said there was an official letter in the 
possession of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SMITH said he had a letter from the Secretary of 
State on this subject, which, he. thought, had been laid 
before the Senate. i 

Mr. CLAYTON replied that it was the first time he 
had heard of it, and desired it might be read. f 
Tt was read accordingly, and was as follows: 


tt SAMUEL SMITA, Esq., 
* Chairman Committee on Finance, Senate. 


6: DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
** Washington, 24th Feb. 1832. 


“ Sir: Ihave just received the President’s direction to 
inform you, that, as circumstances may require the ap- 
pointment of a minister to England, and as Mr. Rives, our 
minister in France, has made a request of leave to return, 
which the reasons he has urged may, at a future period, 
induce the President to grant, an appropriation for out- 
fits, in both cases, may become necessary before the next 
session of Congress, in order to meet those contingencies, 
should they occur. 

’ “By some inadvertence, the estimate for the outfit 
and salary of a chargé d’affaires to Naples has been 
omitted. : 

“Tam, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“EDWARD LIVINGSTON.” 


Mr. CLAYTON requested the attention of the Senate 
Tt is evident, said he, from 
the official document, that the specific appropriation for 
this outfit is asked for, not on the statement of any certain 
fact, from which the department knows that a vacancy 
will or must occur in the recess, but on the bare supposi- 
tion that it may happen. The letter merely contem- 
plates a contingency, or casualty, upon the ogcurrence of 
which the appointment of a new minister may be made. 
This bill now contains one appropriation of thirty thou- 
sand dollars, to defray ‘the contingent expenses of all 
the missions abroad;” and one other appropriation of 
thirty thousand dollars, to defray ‘‘the contingent ex- 
penses of foreign intercourse”’—thus giving, already, sixty 
thousand dollars to pay the expenses arising from con- 
tingencies in the management of our foreign relations. 
Out of this fund, the outfits of ministers, appointed in the 
recess, agreeably to the constitution, have been always 
defrayed. The only cases in which the President is au- 
thorized to appoint ministers, without first asking the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, are clearly pointed out in 
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the constitution: ‘‘“ The, President shall have power to 
fill up all vacancies that may happen during the recess of 
the Senate, by granting commissions, which shall expire 
at the end of their next session.” - The present minister 
to Great Britain was appointed by this authority only, and 
his commission will continue till the end of this session, 
unless he be recalled, although he was rejected by the 
Senate three months ago. His appointment’ for such a 
length of time, without the consent of the Senate to 
supply the vacancy occasioned by.the return of-his pre- 
decessor, can be justified on no other ground tban this, 
that the return of that predecessor was during the last ses- 
sion of the Senate, unforeseen, and was strictly a casualty, 
or contingency, happening while the Senate was not in 
session, and under circumstances requiring a temporary 
appointment, lest the public interest might suffer before 
the consent of the President’s constitutional advisers could 
be asked. But can it now be contended here that the 
President has the right to create a vacancy in a public of- 
fice during the recess, merely to fill that vacancy with 
any one whom he may select, before the commencement 
of the session of this body’ Is it pretended by any one 
here, that when we have gone home, he can, without the 
occurrence of any contingency causing a vacancy, makea 
vacancy in an office, with no other object than to fill it till 
the end of the next session? Where now are all those 
who so strenuously resisted every pretence of the existence 
of such a power in the hands of the last administration? 
If they are disposed to ground the arms which they then 
flourished in defence of the constitution, and in defiance 
of the Executive, may we not be indulged with a hearing 
of the reasons for their sudden defection from. the cause 
they then so warmly espoused? I rest my opposition to 
this specific appropriation at this time, distinctly upon the 
ground that the return of Mr. Rives is not certain, but de- 
pendent only on a contingency—that, in this aspect of that 
case, no specific appropriation ought to be made, as the 
outfit ought to he paid out of the contingent fund, which 
no one pretends is insufficient for this and all other lawful 
purposes-—that, by making the appropriation specific, we 
admit the necessity of it now, before we know that it will 
ever be demanded, and we thereby admit the right of the 
President to recall the minister. We shut our own mouths, 
and forestall the salutary action of this body, should he 
improperly make this vacancy to fillit in the recess, in con- 
tempt of this body. Ifthe vacancy be now seen to be ne- 
cessary, let the fact be announced; let the nomination of 
Mr. Rives’s successor be made at this session, that we may 
judge of its propriety; and, having done that, we will vote 
the appropriation without a murmur. . But if the vacancy 
be, as it now appears, entirely contingent, or even if it be 
an cvent certain to occur in the recess, and we should be 
informed that no nomination is to be made to the Senate 
this session, when you ask me for the money, I tell you to 
go to the contingent fund, which has on former occasions 
been resorted toto mect the event. If, at the next ses- 
sion, the Executive shall nominate a minister to the Se- 
nate, appointed in the recess ea necessitate to meet such a 
contingency as the constitution contemplates, and accord- 
ing to the settled construction of the words ‘happening 
during the recess,” we shall of course confirm the nomi- 
nation. But we shall then stand untrammelled by any ad- 
mission, on our part, that such a contingency has happened, 
should we think the constitution violated, either in its spirit 
or its letter. We shall not then be met by the objection, 
that we have acknowledged both the expediency and the 
necessity of the appointment, by expressly appropriating 
an outfit for it. We have, sir, been taught a useful lesson 
on this subject already. Wehave been met by pretences 
that our previous legislation in 1830 sanctioned the mode 
of arranging the colonial trade, for which, among other 
causes, we have rejected the present minister to Great 
Britain. And, although these pretences are utterly desti- 


ee) 


tute of foundation, that arrangement having been madé‘in 
direct violation of our law, yet we-may easily conceive, from 
what has been said.on that subject, that should an appoint- 
ment to France, equally objectionable, be made in the next 
recess, we should be held committed to all its consequen- 
ces by this-very appropriation. It is time for this body 
to look with extreme circumspection to- every. act it-may 
pass, which can by possibility be construed into a sanction 
of any abuse of Executive power. By encouraging in this 
manner the appointment of. ministers in the recess, we 
may make ourselves parties to that very provision of the 
constitution in this respect, which-has been the subject of 
just complaint for the last three years... The exercise, 
nay, the very abuse of this power, is. always held an argu- 
ment in its favor. In the discussion on the nomination of 
the minister to Great Britain, we were told of the loss of ' 
money and the dishonor to our foreign relations which 
would-attend his recall; and the strongest argument in fa- 
vor of his confirmation was the fact that he had already 
been appointed without our consent, and had actually left 
the country. I will not step a foot further in these mat- 
ters untill know where you would lead me. I. have no 
confidence of the future fromthe past, to justify me in 
lending my vote to aid in the appointment of officers with- 
out the constitutional prerequisite of the advice of the Se- 
nate of the country. This appropriation will take away 
from thése who vote for it the untrammelled right of judg- 
ing at the next session of the existence of that stern neces- 
sity, without which no President can ever constitutionally 
fill this appointment in the absence of the Senate. ; 
The argument urged here on a former occasion by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Forsy‘rs, ] to. sustain: this 
measure, that the contingent fund is not answerable for 
this outfit, is neither sustained by the past usage of the 
Government, nor by the known sentiments and acts of those 
who now administer its laws. The fund has been drawn 
upon again and again, not only to meet contingéncies, but 
even to meet vacancies created by the President and filled 
inthe recess. Inthe session of 1830, I objected, in debate 
here, not only to the abuse of the power of appointment 
in these very cases, but to the existence of any right in the 
President to put his hand into this part of the strong box 
to pay outfits of ministers appointed by him to fill vacan- 
cies created for party purposes. In the year 1829, our 
whole diplomatic corps was recalled immediately after the 
Senate adjourned; and although no appropriation such as 
this had at that time been made. by Congress for new out- 
fits, yet the contingent fund for missions abroad was ex- 
hausted in paying them, and more than forty thousand 
dollars were expended, for which no appropriation, either 
specific or contingent, had been made. I thought this a 
vidlation of that clause in the constitution which directs 
that no money shall be drawn from the treasury but by 
law. I think so still, The contingent fund for foreign 
missions was, in my judgment, not intended to meet such 
expenses, because they were not incurred by any neces- 
sity, contingency, or casualty, happening either in session 
or out of session. They were incurred to pay outfits and 
salaries of ministers appointed to supply vacancies created 
by the will of the President, and without cause. This ar- 
gument was then met by the distinguished gentleman who 
now fills the office of Secretary of State, and who was at 
that time an able advocate of the administration, repre- 
senting, in part, the State of Louisiana on this floor. Ie 
defended the right of the President to.draw on the contin- 
gent fund in any case of appointment to fill a vacancy, 
whether happening in the recess or created in the recess. 
He avowed that the money-overdrawn after exhausting 
that fund, was well borrowed from another fund, andthat 
the Executive could do this without specific appropriation 
~and without law. . I have his argument on that occasion 
ready for the inspection of all who think the Government 
scrupulous about the right to draw on this contingent fund 
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for the outfit of a new minister to France; and as.the ad’ who told us how necessary it was to reform the abuses of 


ministration of these funds by the gentleman who now:pre 
sides over our foreign affairs, is the subject.of considera- 
tion, { claim it as.an authority of no ordinary character to 
` settle this controversy.” f te gs - : 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Cuamsens] has 
met the argument of his colleague on the subject of èx- 
penditures by the Government, by a remark to which the 
attention-of'the people of this country at this time ought 
to be particularly directed. Before I advert to it, how- 
ever, let me premise that the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, [Mr. Smrra,] in the discussion yesterday, 
compared the expenses of this administration with those 
of the last,-and sought to show us that if. those same 
pledges of retrenchment and reform which were given on 
the 4th of March, 1829, in the eastern portico of this capi- 
tol, had'not been all redeemed, yet the expenses of the 
Government were not more tlan they had been before 


that memorable day. The deeds and the very expendi- 


tures of the last administration, reviled and persecuted as 
it was, are now made the standard of excellence; and the 
only boast of those who then told us that the task of re- 
form was inscribed on the list of Executive duties in cha- 
racters too legible to be misunderstood, now is, that they 
have not been more extravagant than their predecessors. 
The. chairman agrees that the statement of these expendi- 
tures, yesterday made by. the gentleman from South: Caro- 
lina, [Mt. Haywe,] is correct. Here then isa chance for 
comparison, of which we have never yet been able to avail 
ourselves in debate with the honorable chairman, because, 


his predecessors. Eau g 
Mr. Adams came in on the 4th of March, 1825, and the 
expenses of his two first years, by this same statement, 


are actually two million six hundred and forty-seven thou- 


sand dollars less thanthose of 1829, ’30, the two first years 
ofthe party now in power! Those of 1831 are not given 
with accuracy yet, but it is admitted, on all hands, that 
they are at least six hundred thousand dollars beyond the 
expenses of any year before 1829. ; 

I come now;to.the remark of the gentleman before me, 
(Mr. Cuamsers.].; Your adminisu kion has cut up the 
system ofinternal improvement by the roots! Your Pre- 
sident, in 1830, put his veto`on a bill, stopping appropria- 
tions to the amount of halfa million, for the benefit of the 
country; and on the Rockville road bill, the Maysville 
road :bill, the Louisville and Portland canal bill: thus 
checking all other measures of internal improvement in 
every section of the Union where they were demanded. 
Not so with the last administration. They turned their 
faces against no measure having for its object the national 
welfare,: and the improvement of the country. They 
were, therefore, denounced as prodigal spendthrifts of the 
public money; and their opponents, crying from the house- 
tops ‘‘ retrenchment artd reform,” came into power by 
means of their professions on that occasion. Where now 
are those who sounded the tocsin and put the country in 
an ‘uproar, because of the alleged extravagance of those 
who, in 1825 and 1826, administered the affairs of this 
Union? If ask those ;who'now entreat us to relieve the 


upon the correctness of other statements of expenditures, :consumption of the country from unnecessary exactions, 
(particularly the diplomatic, ) we have disagreed.. But, for | what have you gained by the change? You assisted to tear 
the sake of the argument now, let us take-the report of {down the whole system of internal improvement, by 


the gentleman from South Carolina, which the chairman 
tells us is correct. - 

Mr. €. then read the statement submitted by Mr. 
Hayne, of the appropriations and expenditures from 1822 
to 1830,: inclusive. 

The expenditures were— 


z Deducting five mil- 
In 1824, - $10,750,000 lions for the Flo- 
rida treaty. 

1825, - 11,240,080 i 

1826, - 13,002,000 

1827, - 12,650,000 

1828, - 13,296,000 

1829, - 13,660,000 

1830, - 13,229,000 ` 


The present administration came into power on the 4th 
of March, 1829. The gentleman from Georgia seems to 
consider the expenditures of that year as not properly 
chargeable to the party in power. 


tion. . And yet the same gentleman informed. us that the 
party in Congress was alone responsible for expenditures; 
not the President. Judging the party by its. acts in Con- 
gress, pray will he tell me why it is not answerable for the 
expenditures of 1828? It had a majority during the ses- 
sion, when the appropriations for the expenses of that year 
were made greater in both Houses than it has ever had 
since; and. if, as he says, it is responsible forthe acts of 
its members in Congress only, why should.it now be per- 
mitted to evade the responsibility ‘of its appropriations 
made at that session? Without subscribing to the gentle- 
man’s doctrine of the irresponsibility of him who availed 
himself of these appropriationsto make these expenditures, 
I deny that, on his own ground, the gentleman and his 
friends can escape the expenditures of 1829...-The last 
administration could not have expended this money. The 
appropriation bills were passed, immediately before the 
present Executive came in, by hjs own friends, :and the 


expenditures of that year were peculiarly those: of him | 


I suppose because two: 
months of the year had rolled away-before the inaugura- f|.. 


which, under the auspices of the last administration, our 
rivers were cleared of obstructions, and our country was 
intersected with roads and canals. You desired this as “a 
consummation devoutly to be wished for.” -But have the 
public expenditures been diminished? Not so. Not-so. - 
The “retrenchment” is more extravagant than the ex- 
penises you desired to retrench. Nothing is more clear 
than that these expenditures have increased, and are in- 
creasing, notwithstanding the country has lost the benefit 
of the usual appropriations, from its own funds, for inter- 
nal improvement. To allsuch of these advocates of reform 
as were sincere in the opinions they formerly professed, 
I therefore say, come: forth, and aid us in attempting to 
relieve the country from unnecessary burdens, in every 
instance where it can be done consistently with the inte- 
rest and honor of the nation. Each man reserving to. him- 
self his proper opinions of other things, let us co-operate - 
in the good work of pruning away unnecessary appropria- 
tions, and Jet the country have the full benefit of the 
results of our co-operation in that cause. na 
Mr. FORSYTH said that, if any thing could be saved 
to the‘Govetnment by striking out the appropriation, the 
argument would be good. But there would be no. saving 


-of money. Some gentlemen were of the opinion that the 


application ,of the ‘contingent fund would be proper, 
while others held a different opinion. It was understood 
that Mr. Rives had requested permission to return home. 
The President contemplated such a contingency, as he 
had done in regard to the minister to Landon. It was of, 
no importance, in point of economy, whether the appro- 
priation was made now, or was postponed till the next 
session. If the amount should be taken from the contin- 
gent fund, it must be replaced at the next session, He - 
would postpone any comparison between the expenses of 
the two administrations. But he could show, at a glance, 
that the expenditures of 1830 were less than those. of 1829, 
by 400,000 dollars. When a proper time should arrive, 
he should be willing to go into an examination of these 


Lexpenditures and their causes. . 
Mr. CLAYTON replied—with all my heart! and when- 
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ever that comparison of expenditures shall be justly made, 
the truth will stand “brightly, out in favor.of those who 
were formerly rendered obnoxious to public opinion bya 
false cry of prodigality. The expenditures of 1829 did 
exceed those of 1830, as the gentleman from Georgia has 
alleged, by the sum of four hundred and thirty-one thou- 
sand dollars. But the gentleman shows no-reason, and can 
show none, why: the expenditures of 1829 should be de- 
bited to the last administration. As I-have stated, so. 
repeat, that those expenditures were made by-the present 
Executive, in pursuance of appropriations made by his. own 
friends, constituting a large majority in Congress, on the 
very eve of his inauguration; and the gentleman’s argu- 
ment to shield the President is, that the majority of Con- 
gress is alone responsible for these expenditures: Be it 
so considered, merely for the sake of the argument; but 
how do you escape by it from the charge of these expen- 
ditures in 1829? It is true that, atthe session of 1829, the 
doctrine of the ‘* Maysville message” did not preval. In- 
ternal improvements were then held to be: both constitu- 
tional and expedient, and appropriations for the purpose 
of making roads and canals to the amount of more than the 
difference between the expenses of 1829 and 1830 were 
then made, Im the succeeding year, (1831,) the career 
of these improvements was arrested: the lighthouse bill, 
containing appropriations to the amount of half a million, 
was disapproved and rejected by the President, as it was 
believed at the time, because it contained an appropria- 
tion of only $40,000 to clear out the entrance to the Che- 
sapeake and Delaware canal--an Exccutive measure un- 
precedented in the history of the country. Yet, in that 
very year, notwithstanding all these retrenchments, cut- 
ting up the system of improvements, you now acknow- 
ledge an expenditure, exclusive of the public debt, of 
$13,229,000! In reference to the particular question be- 
fore us, the gentleman from Georgia has said that if- the 
Senate refused to grant this outfit to France, nothing 
could be saved, as the President could go to the contin- 
gent fund. Very good. Let him resort to it, and take 
the responsibility of deciding on the necessity of doing: so. 
It is not denied but the fund is large enough for the pur- 
pose, if the necessity justifies him in touching it. We do 
not propose to diminish the amount of that fund, nor does 
the gentleman propose to do so. It stands, ‘ for contin- 
gencies thirty thousand dollars.” But if the specific ap- 
propriation of $9,000 for this outtit to France be left in 
the bill, that fund ought to be reduced to $21,000. Would 
the gentleman agree to that? No, sir; not at all. 
Whenever the honorable gentleman shall think proper 
again to venture upon a comparison of the past and pre- 
sent expenditures, such as he has now proposed to defer 
to some distant day, it will appear, as it appears now, that 
all those high sounding pledges and vaunts of economy, 
made formerly for political effect, have been succeeded 
by a course of expenditure more lavish and prodigal (be- 
cause uncalled for in so many instances by the real wants 
of the country) than has been known before in the history 
of this Government. i 
Mr. TAZEWELL said that he should vote now as he 
voted in the committee, unless the official document, show- 
ing the actual occurrence of the vacancy, were placed on 
the files of the Senate. If it were officially shown that 
there was now a vacancy, he would be willing to vote the 
appropriation. But he must have the fact standing on re- 
cord here, in perpetuam rei memoriam, that such was the 
fact. His judgment on this matter had been long formed, 
and was not now-to be shaken. For these six years, ay, 
these seven years, he had cherished the faith, in which he 
should die—that no President shall, during the recess, fill 


during the recess, though he were-his father, his brother, 
or his dearest friend. os er aaa ee 

He. professed to have no wish to pry into the Executive 
records. - -He had no desire to open the portefeuille of the 
Secretary of State, or the bureau of the President, to see’ 
whether Mr. Rives had been recalled or not. . He had no- 
thing todo with that. It was-enough: for him to know 
that-Mr: Rives was still iú France, -He was willing. to un- - 
derstand this—that the contingency .might happen, or. 
might not happen.» If the contingency should occur-du- 
ring therecess, it was well; let the outfit in that: case: be 
provided asfor acontingency: That was the true state of. ` 
things. Was there not a’fund already provided, adequate 
to meet the expense of such contingency, should it oceur? 
He asserted that there was; and that its name—the contin- 
gent fund—sufficiently pointed out the purposes for which 
it was created. ‘I'he sum of $30,000 had been appropriat- 
ed for the contingencies of. foreign intercourse. Would 
gentlemen undertake to say. that this fund was not appli- 
cable to such an object? The gentleman from Maryland 
had intimated that it was not. Yet did that Senator, in 
1830, vote to replenish this very fund, which had been 
exhaustéd to its last dollar, to pay outfits to foreign minis- 
ters. Was it so, that the Senator from Maryland really 
thought that the President hadno right to pay these out- 
fits out of the-contingent fund, yet voted to replace the 
sum which had been. taken from the fund. for that very 
purpose? Certainly not. No Senator could act with such 
inconsistency. By his vote in 1830, the Senator express- 
ed his opinion that the President had a right to apply 
this fund in such cases. ; 

During the administration of President. Washington, 
there occurred a singular omission on the part of Çon- 
gress. No-appropriation was made. for paying the ex- 
penses incurred in transmitting hither the votes of the 
electors. When the messengers brought on the votes, 
there was found to be no. money provided for them here. 
The President put his hand into this fund, and paid them. 
This fund was called the secret-service fund; and curiosity 
was alive to know what connexion Washington could show 
between the service performed and the secret-service fund, 
Inquiries were set on foot: he believed there was inquiry by 
Congress as to the manner in which the messengers were 
paid. The President took astand, anda very proper one, re- 
fusing to render any account; and the thing was not known 
until an appropriation to replace the sum. made its appear- 
ance in the general appropriation bill. It was kept pro- 
foundly a secret, until all curiosity on the subject in 
Congress had subsided, and no one cared a straw about 
it. 

He had stated this fact to show that the power of the 
President over this fund was absolute.. In 1830, the sum 
requisite to provide the outfits was taken out of it; and 
the gentleman from Georgia, the gentleman from Mary- 
land, &nd himself, had voted to reinstate it. Why, then, 
should not precisely the same fund be applicable to pre- 
cisely the same case? Ifthe gentleman from Maryland 
had shown that the contingent fund was too small, and that 
40,000 would be required instead of $30,000, he was willing 
to give it. But he desired to give it to be disbursed on the 
responsibility of the President. If the administration were 
satisfied with the fund as it now stood, he would not in- 
crease’it- It wasthen sufficient for all contingencies, and 
no augmentation was asked for. But he was not disposed 
to appropriate a sum sufficient for all contingencies, and 
$9,000 to boot. : tts 

The principle contended for by the gentleman from 
Georgia, that the Executive was not to be held responsible 
a for the expenditures of his administration, but that Con- 
a vacancy which occurred during the session. 1f ‘the|gress was, he utterly disclaimed: He had nothing to do 
vacancy were now put on record by the official act off with such an opinion. He held up both his handsagainst it. 
the Executive, he would vote for the outfit; and if not, he|1f true, he had nothing to do with it; if erroneous, he would 
would vote against any minister who might be. appointed | protest. against any application of the sentiment to him. 
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He held the President responsible.for every. act to which‘ 


he had given his concurrence; What were they to do, if this 
doctrine: were to.be sustained? Could they resort to the 
elective franchise -for the redress of their grievances? 
Suppose thé majority.of Congress determined ‘to. bear 
down- a portion of the ‘people to the earth by taxation: 
They. could do it, but not without the sanction of the Pre- 

“sident. -What are the people of Virginia to do, when 
New York and Pennsylvania unite to impose on them bur- 
dens which they were not able to bear? Were they to go to 
the ballot box for relief? There were but two modes of ope- 
rating—by public opinion, and by the. election of Presi- 
dent. The President ought to he exempt from all partial, 
all local influences, and should be the common guardian 
of all, said Mr. T.,- of us, and of you. Our complaints 
ought tobe made to him, and itis his duty to give re- 
dress. Entertaining these” views, he said that he could 
not admit the principle of the gentleman from Georgia to 
be correct. 3 

He adverted to the injurious tendency of such a doc- 
trine, at. atime when the number of those who had so 
constantly complained.of the expenditures of Government 
had become so few, and was daily diminishing. The few 
consistent had not fallen off in zeal. Their note was not 
less loud. Had the gentleman from South Carolina 
dropped a single word or syllable of his former language? 
Under the last administration, who had pressed upon them 
with a heavy hand, they had cried ‘4 Give us relief.” And 
were they now to be silent, because those whom they had 
advocated were in. power? Perhaps, they might always 
have to be oppressed by the majority, butit would not bé 
with their ownconsent. Let not the gentleman from Geor- 
gia tell him, then, that he must not make the President re- 
sponsible for acts of extravagance and oppression. ‘lo 
whom was he to look? He had no power over the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, or the Senator from Ohio. He wished 
for none. The constitution had marked a broad line be- 
tween them, He could only then resort to public opinion. 
It was impossible that he could recognise the doctrine that 
the President was not responsible tor the measures which 
had passed both Houses of Congress, and become a law 
by his ‘sanction. . 

The gentleman from Georgia had said, ‘* Suppose the 
President were to veto the pension bill.? Ido not know, 
said Mr. T., where the bill now is... Ido not know how 
much it appropriates. It may be millions of dollars. I 
know that it proposes to levy heavy taxes onus, to pension, 
not those who are paupers, but persons who have pro- 
perty. Should Congress pass this bill, and should the 
President put his veto upon it, it would be because he en- 
tertained the same feeling of hostility against it which he 
did. If the President thought as he did, he would put 
his veto on a bill which profligately squanders such a large 
portion of the public money on those who had no meri- 
torious claims. The gentleman from Georgia said that 
gentlemen on the other side would raise a clamor against 
the President. What, refuse to give bread to the old sol- 
dier—the poor old soldier of the revolution! why, it would 
turn him out of office! If he [Mr. T.] knew the Presi- 
dent—if he came up at all to his beau ideal of a President 
-—=a clamor of this kind would never operate upon his 
mind to make him act in opposition to his true opinions. 
He would do his duty, were he sure to perish in the per- 
formance of it, or he did not deserve to be President. If 
the President thought as he did, he would so act. For 
himself, he should hold the President responsible for this 
action. He-held the Chief Magistrate responsible to all 
parties for what he did. Republican government was at 
an end when the President did what he pleased, merely 
because he was sure to be backed by a majority in Con- 


appointment was made which this body was called on to 
confirm, the friends of the President contended in favor 
of his responsibility. The injunction of secrecy being re- 
moved, he might be allowed to refer to the language used 
by the gentleman from Georgia on that occasion, that the 
Secretary of State ‘was not responsible for the instruc- 
tions given to the minister, but that the President only 
wasresponsible. Now, the Senate was told from thé same 
quarter that Congress was to be responsible for the public 
expenditures, and not the President. The two proposi- 
tions could not stand together. Members of Congress 
were responsible to their constituents. The President 
was responsible to his constituents. The Secretary of 
State was responsible to the President, and the President 
to the people. -He would never vote to diminish the re- 
sponsibility of public officers, whatever their rank. 

He would not go into the view of the relative expenses 
of the Government. This was too great a question to be 
tried and determined by such small balances. He did not 
stop to inquire whether one administration expended four 
hundred. thousand dollars more or less than another; or 
whether one employed forty clerks, and the other but 
thirty-five. Whatever was necessary to carry on the ope- 
rations of the Government, he was willing to give. What 
was not necessary, although there might appear a reduc- 
tion on its face, he would withhold. He would never put: 
questions of this importance on the principle of plus and 
minus. 

Was it proper to grant an outfit for the successor to a 
minister that might, and, therefore, might not, be recall- 
ed? It was so decidedly in the character of a contin- 
gency, and he could not vote to give this nine thousand 
dollars, while there was a sufficient sum in the contin- 
gent fund. 

He had felt alarm when he heard the gentleman from 
Georgia advance his doctrine of the responsibility of 
majorities. The appropriation for the Maysville road had 
passed by majorities of both Houses. The President had 
put his veto on the act, and had thus far realized the ex- 
pectations of those who had placed confidence in him. In 
this act he had been sustained by the voice of the coun- 
try. Did the gentleman from Georgia apply his doctrine 
of responsibility in this case? If Congress was to be held 
responsible for all the acts of the administration, on his 
own account, he had no objection. He was willing, at all 
times, to meet and take his share of the responsibility. 

` Mr. FORSYTH explained what he had said on the sub- 
ject of the responsibility of the President. He consider- 
ed that the President alone was responsible for the in- 
structions given to a minister. The minister he regarded 
as the mere breath of the President, speaking merely 
what he is instructed to speak. He was the mouthpiece 
of the President. It was not so with Congress.. He could 
not instruct Congress: it was the province of Congress 
to advise him. Congress did, in effect, instruct him. He 
is compelled to affix his name to laws concerning which 
he may entertain doubts. He has to act on, perhaps, 
three or four hundred bills, within a few hours be- 
fore the close of the session. All the business of the 
session was thrown on the President, within two or three 
days. If he was to be made responsible for all these acts, 
what an awful situation must his be. 

He considered that the President had been subjected 
to much unkind treatment this session. The administra- 
tion had been the constant theme of reproach. When- 
ever a call was made for money, they were taunted with 
the abandonment of their pledges. The administration 
seemed to be made responsible for every thing, and were 
reproached on all occasions. He made a reference to a 
proposition for retrenchment in the navy, which was made 


gress., The moment that doctrine was recognised, the |by the Executive, and overruled by Congress. 
Government was gone. This doctrine of responsibility | ` Mr. HAYNE and Mr. WEBSTER made some remarks 
seemed to be, like the satyr’s breath, hot and cold. Ifan jon the same side as Mr. TAZEWELL. 
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Mr. FORSYTH said that the Senator from Massachu-|strued the law received censure for his conduct, and was 
setts has discovered that the people do not regulate their charged with sacrificing ‘equity to official- technicalities... 


actions by their opiniogg: . It was true that strong differ- 
ences of opinion, sectional in-their character, existed; and 
it was to be regretted that ‘such is the fact. . The reason 
that so many of the people were in favor of General Jack- 
soh was, first, his overwhelming popularity on account of 
his personal services; and, secondly, that his purity and 
patriotism were so well understood, and his opinions so 
well known. Would the gentleman from Massachusetts 
join those of the South in upholding one who entertains 
all these opinions? No; he wants those of the South to go 
with him, in elevating the man-who holds all his. The 
President is preferred in Pennsylvania and ‘in Virginia, 
because he holds some of their opinions. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts seemed to apprehend that Virginia 
would aid in elevating to the second office one who was 
opposed to her policy. He was at issue with the gentle- 
man on that point. Would the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts join with the adversary of that gentleman? If he 
would, he might command the whole of the Southern States. 

The gentleman from South Carolina seemed to hold the 
President responsible for the pledges of his party. He 
denied the correctness of that course. ‘The President 
was bound to carry into effect his own promises; but he 
was to act on his own views, and was not to be made re- 
sponsible for those of the party who brought him into 
power. Should he disappoint the expectations of those 
who clevated him, they may hurl him from his seat. But 
no man ought to be liable to reproach, if he holds views 
different from his friends. ‘The views of the President 
were known. ‘There was no concealment about them. 
They are explicitly communicated in his messages; and 
they who cannot, will not understand them. 


While Congress acted thus, wliat hope was there ofreform? 
The Senator from Massachusetts said that the President 
might: send a minister to France, should an emergency 
occur. ` That ‘must’ be’ left to the Executive discretion. 
Did this appropriation make it any the more likely that he 
would do so? The gentleman had said that he did not’ wish 
that a minister should be sent, but ‘ön great emergency. 
Such was not always his opinion. - There had been a time 
when he allowed this discretion to the Executive: ° ; 
Mr. WEBSTER again spoke in reply to Mr. Forsrra. 
Mr. SMITH said, when this question was before the Sen- 
ate, in Committee of the Whole, the argument then present- 
ed was, ‘thatan appropriation for the outfit to France was 
unnecessary, for the President could (ifhe deemed it neces- 
sary to send a minister to that court during the recess) de- 
fray the outfit from the * contingent fund for foreign inter- 
course.” Lapprehend, Mr. President, that the law on this 
subject has not been well understood. [Here Mr. S. read 
the law.] I understand the law thus: that the fund is at the 
disposition of the President without accountability when for 
secret service: but when disbursed for other objects, such 
disbursements may be made public. ‘Such, indeed, is the 
nature of the fund, that the President-may draw upon it 
with no other check or restraint than his own discretion. 
This fund has seldom been expended. I know but of one 
instance where it has been expended, and that was when 
Mr. Madison gave fifty thousand dollars to a certain Mr. 
Henry. The fund, as its name implies, is for ‘‘contingen- 
cies,” from which payments have always been made for 
the quarter salaries to ministers for the expense of their 
return home, these payments being very truly ‘contin- 
gent expenses.” But outfits and salaries are specific, 


The Senator from Massachusetts‘reproached the Chief] (agreeably to our law, ) and cannot be paid out of this fund; 


Magistrate for not taking measures to compromise the dif- 
ferences of opinion on the subject of the tariff. Had he 
not called the attention of Congress to the subject? Had 
not the Secretary of the Treasury given his views? What 
had been done? The report of the Secretary had been 
placed in the hands of the Finance Committee. It had 
been dragged from their hands, contrary to all the former 
practice of the Senate, and sent to the Committee on Ma- 
nufsctures. There it has lain from that time. The dis- 
tinguished individual, whose reputation stands so high in 
the country, had condemned the character of the project. 
Jiad any one called for a project from the Executive? 
‘There was one in progress, although no call had been 
made; and it will soon be presented; and it will be found 
to adjust the question at issue on satisfactory grounds. 

He was charged with being unfortunate in his cases. 
How stood the fact? When the proposition from the Exe- 
cutive to reduce the expenses of the navy was made, the 


nor have they ever been so paid. It is true that former 
Presidents have borrowed from this fund for outfits, but 
knowing that it was irregular, they have always applied 
for appropriations to replace the sums thus borrowed, and 
they have never been refused, which serves to show that 
this fund has never been considered applicable to the pay- 
ment either of salary or outfit. If the word ‘* France” 
be stricken from the bill, the President will conclude (in- 
deed, he cannot otherwise understand it) that the Senate, 
do not consent to send a minister to France in the recess. 
Nor do I think he will send such mission, unless, indeed, 
some extraordinary necessity shall occur, such as a war. 
in Europe. Mr. Rives has asked leave to come home, be- 
cause the climate of Paris is injurious to his health, Per- 
mission to return has been accorded to him, and he will 
probably arrive here in October. No minister will be sent 
to France, if the present motion be concurred in, until . 
the next meeting of Congress, and not then, until the ap- 


Navy Committee took so much as increased the rank off propriation bill for 1833 shall have passed, and become a 


officers, and rejected so much as went to reduce the ex- 
penses. The fault was not in the body which proposed 
the reference, but in the body to which the proposition 
was referred. A complaint had also been made, that the 
usage of the Government gave to the officers of the ma- 
rines more than they were entitled to by law. The ac- 
counting officer placed his finger on the letter of the law, 
and said, this could not be allowed. The officers remon- 
strated, but could show: no law. They referred. to the 
usage of the Government, but the officer arrested. the 
practice. Congress then interposed, and, by a resolu- 
tion, restored the practice. The resolution was tempo- 
rary in its operation, but there was one now in progress 
to fix the abuse. He then referred to the case of the navy 
contractor, in which the officer had compelled the for- 
feiture of the bond--about eight thousand dollars.. He did 
not complain of the action of Congress in thiscase, merely 
‘on the score of the money; but his complaint was,that, when 


law, which will probably take place in February of that 
year; and thus the Government will be without a minister 
in France from September until May or June following, 
which may be injurious. Ihave some reason to believe 
that the President does not accord with the opinion that he 
has a right to draw from this contingent fund for outfits 
and salaries of ministers. The President may, and pro- 
bably does, consider these disbursements as specific, and 
not contingent... We have had proof, by a statement made, 
that Mr. Randolph received no outfit until the appropri- 
ation bill for that object had passéd; and I have been in- 
formed at the proper department, that Mr. Van Buren 
did not receive an outfit. I mention this, in order to show 
what appears to be the opinion of the President in rela- 
tion to this matter. In this, the President may appear to 
some gentlemen to be over scrupulous. He is, however, 
the sole judge of his own conduct. I know, from the 
course pursued by him, while a member of this body, that 


the contractor came to the House, thè officer who con-|he is strongly in favor of specific appropriatioris, and will, 
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Expenditures for foreign intercourse 
from January 1, 1829,! to December 

31, 1830, Say iT -> 5 = = 501,833 12 
Average for each year, - © . 250,916 56 
Showing the average for the years 1829 

and 1830 to be less than the average of 

the previous-years, by -+ - - ~. 99,533 97 

These statements, it will be seen, come up to the 31st 
December, 1830; the statement for last year’ has not yet 
been published. : : 

The total amount provided by the bill now before the Sen- 
ate, (amendments included, ) is $322,400, being $28,050 53 
less than the general average up to December 31, 1828. 

I will proceed, Mr. President, to consider the expendi- 
tures, which a Senator has said ‘*have increased, are 
increasing, and, ought to be diminished.” This remark 
may be. correct, and, if so, it may justly be attributed to 
the increase of our country. If, however, there be any 
material increase in our expenditures, (which J doubt,) it 
most unquestionably cannot be charged to the Executive 
that this increase has taken place. The President asks 
only for the amount required by existing laws, such as the 
removal of the Indians, the surveys of public lands, and 
perhaps some smaller objects. All other appropriations 
are made by Congress, over which the President has no 
control. No President has ever vetoed an appropriation 
which has passed both Houses, except on constitutional 
grounds. During the present session large appropriations 
have been made, and additional sums will be voted, which, 
if presented in time for the consideration of the President, 
I presume he will sign. In the bill before us, there is an 
item of $210,000 for surveying the public lands, besides 
other large sums, in relation to the public domain, which, 
taken collectively, constitute a large sum, and add great- 
ly to the civil list. We have passed a bill for the State of 
Virginia of $650,000-—for the State of South Carolina 
above $100,000—another bill to allow interest to certain 
States, which, if it passes the Mouse of Representatives, 
will amount (I think) to a million of dollars. Other very 
large appropriations are reported. Can the Executive 
stop them? Ifhe cannot stop them, why unjustly charge 
them to the administration? My observation has shown 
me, that on all subjects of expenditure the opinions of 
gentlemen mainly depend upon the fact ‘whether it is 
your bull or mine.” Our greatest economist [Mr. Foor] 
demurs to expenditures generally, and yet he is pressing 
with great zeal, and will probably succeed, in passing a 
pension bill, which will cost this country at least one mil- 
lion of dollars per annum, and next year we shall perhaps 


I think, rigidly adhere to them,.unless the case be urgent, 
such..as cannot be’ dispensed with, without detriment to 
the public.interest. In such cases, the President will. as- 
sume..the . responsibility, and. submit his-conduct.to Con- 
gress at the next session. If Mr. Rives should return late 
in.the.autumn, I feel confident that the President will not 
(unless the necessity be urgent) appoint a successor until |. 
Congress shall meet. Under all these circumstances, there- 
fore, Iam of opinion that the Senate ought to appropri- 
ate the sum asked for. The vacancy ought, from all that 
we have heard, to be considered as one which has actual- 
ly.occurred, for Mr. Rives has received permission to re- 
turn home. The present case is exactly similar to that of 
Mr. Rush, who, we were told, had been recalled -to take 
another office, and for whom an appropriation was made. 
It has been said that outfits had not been paid, on account 
of the insufficiency of the. contingent fund. Notso. I 
found no difficulty in obtaining the necessary, information 
from the. Department of State.” - This department did not 
consider that there was any secrecy in the accounts, (only 
of $350, which had been paid for secret service, ) and 1 ob- 
tainedall the information in relation to this subject which I 
` desired. ‘It will be recollected that, at the last session of 
Congress, the sum asked for this fund was $25,000, and 
that an addition of $15,000 was made on account of our 
treaty with Turkey, making, together, the sum of $40,000. 
This appropriation has been accounted for, in the follow- 
ing manner, by a statement which I have received from the 
State Department, viz. i i 
Expenditures on account of contingent. ex- 
penses of foreign intercourse for 1831, $27,148 87 
Balance remaining in the hands of the agent, 8,789 48 
Repayment to the treasury, - - - 4,784 37 


$40,722 72 

The $722 72 was probably an unexpended balance from 
the preceding year. From this statement, it appears that 
there was a balance sufficient to have paid the outfit of Mr. 
Van Buren, if the President had thought such application 
ofthe money rightand proper. The Secretary of State of 
the former administration did not think himself justified 
in communicating to the Committee on Retrenchment the 
particular items of expenditures. It is true that he of- 
fered to do so confidentially. The committee declined to 
receive information in this manner, They communicated, 
however, the amount expended by Government on ac- 
count of secret service. Perhaps it would have been im- 
proper to communicate the items—Thus: 
Expenditures for secret service for 1822, °23, and 

724 


na = s 7 - = - - -$5,130 |be told by that worthy gentleman of the extravagant ex- 
Expenditures for secret service for 1825, ’26, and penditures of the present administration. Now, s.r, Jam 
ETA - - - - - - 12,3824 |as much disposed to restrict and lessen the expenditures 


The fund. for. foreign intercourse, I have already said, 
has seldom. been expended. In Mr. Monroe’s administra- 
tion, agents.were sent to many of the new States in South 
America, to ascertain the state of political affairs, to acquire 
a knowledge of the resources of each State—to learn 
whether, on the Governments so established, reliance 
could be placed, before we should proceed to acknow- 
ledge them as independent Powers. ‘The agents thus sent 
were. paid from this fund. The fund has been applied to 
the payment of messengers and confidential agencies. 
Seyeral gentlemen have carried messages which could not 
be: carried safely by the mail—such as Mr. Pleasants to 
‘Brazil, and Mr. Cook.to Cuba, as confidential agent. 1 
will now submit a statement which I have received from |in this manner has proved the extravagance of which he 
the State Department on this subject, which shows the ex-|complains. Now, I propose a single query to that Sena- 
penditures: for foreign intercourse from the adoption of jtor. Is this comparison a fair one? That Senator pur- 
the constitution. sued the same course last year. His speech was published 
‘Expenditures. for foreign intercourse in a Baltimore paper, and for a little time had its effect. 
... from:March 4, 1789, to. December I had replied to him, but bad not published my remarks. 

31, 1828, (40 years, ) - - + $14,018,014 14'A friend showed me the gentleman’s speech, and having 
Average for cach year, 7 - - 350,450 53 ‘the notes of my remarks with me, I published the speech 


of the Government as any Senator on this floor, but I can- 
not find any item which I think can properly be reduced; 
and I will thank any gentleman to point.out to me any 
item of the public expenditures which will admit of reduc- 
tion, and [assure him of my aid in advocating the reduction, 
Jif any can be obtained without injury to the public interest. 
The diplomatic expenditures of the present administra- 
tion have been particularly censured; and, in order to prove 
that they have been extravagant, the Senator [Mr. Foor] 
has selected two yearsin Mr. Adams’s administration, when 
the expenditures happened to be the most limited, and 
contrasted them with two years of General Jackson’s ad- 
ministration, when the expenditures were the largest, and 
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which I had delivered in the Senate, and nothing more the fund in question during the ad 
was heard of the comparison of expenditures, nor the ex-| Adams and General Jackson: . 


travagance of the present administration. Suppose Iwere 


to follow what I consider the unfair example of the Sena-| course, 
tor, and contrast the expenditure of thé first year of Mr. |. 


Adams’s administration on account of diplomatic intercourse, 
$215,500, with the.éxpenditure on the same account in the 
first year of General Jackson’s administration, $137,500, 


I should certainly prove a great extravagance on the part} 


of Mr. Adams’s administration, according to`the mode of 
comparison adopted by the, Senator, {Mr. Foor.] But, 
sir, I will have recourse to no such expedients. My friends | 
would consider me dishonored in adopting ‘them, and 1 
should consider myself unworthy if] had recourse to them. 

‘The Senator from Connecticut (Mr. Foor] pursued a 
most curious course the other day, which issomewhatin the 
same style. His speech which affords the details, appears 
in this morning’s Intelligencer. He selects the two years 
of Mr. Adama’s administration, for which the smallest sums 
had been appropriated; and has added the appropriation 
of the first year (which is the most limited) of General 
Jackson’s administration, to wit, 1827, 1828, and 1829, 
and has contrasted them with the appropriations for 1830, 
1851, and 1832. This comparison is instituted by that 
Senator for the purpose (as usual) of showing the great 
extravagance of the present administration. If this Iati- 
tude in the selection of years be allowed the gentleman, 
he can no doubt prove almost any thing which numbers 
will prove. But, Mr. President, the Senator must adhere 
to facts, and to plain facts, arranged in a plain manner. 
No latitude can be allowed. The only true and. correct 
way, Mr. President, to institute any thing like a just and 
fair comparison of the relative appropriations on account 
of diplomatic intercourse between the present and former 
administration, is to contrast the four years of Mr. Adams’s 
administration with the four years of the present admin- 
istration. Had the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Foor 
confined himself to this comparison, I should not have ha 
occasion for one word ofcomment. To such a comparison 
there cannot be urged a single objection. In the four years 
of Mr. Adams’s administration, there was appropriated on 
account of diplomatic intercourse, the sum of — $731,000 
For the four years of General Jackson’s 

adininistration, $801,500 
Deduct on account of extraordinary 

expenses for presents and treaty 

with ‘Turkey, 


- 99,000 

$702,500 
which clearly shows that the ordinary expenses of General 
Jackson’s administration on account of diplomatic inter- 
course are $28,500 less than the four years of Mr. Adams. 
There were also two other extraordinary appropriations 
charged to the account of diplomatic intercourse of the 
present administration, which cannot again occur, to wit, 
$22,500 for the mission to the Netherlands, and $9,000 
for the mission to Naples; both of which were indispen- 
sably necessary, and which bave increased the expendi- 
tures on account of diplomatic intercourse, in the present 
administration, $31,500. Add to this the $9,000 outfit for 
a minister to Engand, which the economists have rendered 
necessary by their rejection of Mr. Van Buren, and the 
total amount of extraordinary expenditures, independent- 
ly of that of Constantinople, will amount to $40,500. It 
would be correct and proper to state the total of expen- 
ditures on account of diplomatic intercourse, in the four 
years of General Jackson’s administration, at $801,500; 
and, aftcr deducting all those extraordinary expenses, 
there would remain for the ordinary expenses of the four 
years only $662,000, being:$69,000 less than the appropri- 


ations for the four years of Mr. Adams’s administration. | 


The appropriations for the next four 
not exceed this amount. ‘ . 
Iwill now, Mr. President, state the appropriation for 


years will probably 
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ministrations of Mr. 


1825--For the contingent expenses of foreign intet- 


athe be 2 2 - $40,000. - 
1826—For the same, - = - -. 40,000 
-1827--For the same, = - - -. 30,000. 


1828—None required. 


1829-——None appropriated. 
~ 1880—For the same, 

1831--For the same,’ ek 

1832--For the same, (present bill, ) 


$85,000 


Note.--Since the delivery of the above speech, I find 
that the total amount of the appropriations for the three . 
first years of General Jackson’s administration, exclusive 
of payment for the public debt, amounted to the sum 
of - oe $41,950,092 
And the total expenditures during the same 

years, amounted to the sum of f 


39,808,732 


» $2,141,360 
thus showing a saving of upwards of two millions of dol- 
lars. The President cannot control the appropriations, 
but he can control, and evidently has controlled, the na- 
tional expenses to this large amount; this is the result of 
an economical administration of affairs. ; 

Mr. MILLER then rose to address the Se 
On motion of Mr. HOLMES, 


nate; 
Phe Senate adjourned to Monday. Rsi 


when, 


#28, 


MONDAY, APRIL 23. 
VACCINATION. | < 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the motion introduced by him on Friday last, 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill to extend the be- 
nefits of vaccination among the Indians was ordered: to a 
third reading. 

The motion to reconsider was carried in the affirmative 
--yeas 15, nays 14. i ae Ra E 

Some conversation took place as to the precise form in 
which the bill was now placed before the Senate, It was 
finally determined, however, that an amendment previous- 
ly moved by Mr. Frarinenvysen was in order. f 

This amendment provides that in cases where a physi- 
ciani is called, he shail, if it be considered* a necessary 
precaution, be conducted by two competent persons to 
the Indians who are either infected, or deemed to be in 
danger of infection, at six dollars per day each, and six ` 
men at twenty-five dollars the month. 

Mr. BUCKNER asked for the yeas and nays on this 
question, and they were ordered. ; ` 

The question was then put, and decided in the affirma-_ 
tive, by the following vote: ae ae 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Dallas, ‘Dudley,. Ellis, 
Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Mar¢y, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Webster, White, Wilkins.—30, 

NAYS.--Messrs. Bibb, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Hayne, * 
Mangum, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Tyler 10x € 00. 

On motion cof “Mr. GRUNDY, the bill was then recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill to exempt Portuguese vessels from the duties 
on tonnage, was read a third time, and passed. © 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate proceeded to take up the bill making ap-. 
propriations for the support of the Government for the 
year 1832. The question being on concurring with the 
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Committee of the. Whole if their amendment, striking 
. out the appropriation of än outfit to France. 7 

Mr. MILLER, of South Carolina, said, in“moving to 
strike out so much ‘of the appropriation as relates to the 
outfit of a minister to France, he had no intention or desire 
to. entrench upon: the: powers of the President or. the 
House of Representatives. : 

The question was purely one of legislation, over which 
both bodies had equal rights. The House. of Represen- 
tatives had as much right to insist on this appropriation, 
‘as the Senate had to amend tlie bill by striking it out. 

What we are now to decide is, whether it is proper to 
make an appropriation for a minister to France, to be ap- 
pointed during the recess. The Senate had stricken out 
this outfit, and the House had restored it. Shall we recede, 
or.adhere to our amendment? It isan ordinary question 
of legislation, involving none of the privileges of the Se- 
nate. The House of Representatives had the most un- 
questionable right to determine for itself, as a part of the 
legislative power, and so had the President and Senate. 
Each must put their own construction on the constitution, 
and exercise their discretion and best judgment on such 
mattersas come within the scope of action of each respect- 
ive branch, The President had the right to put his con- 
struction on. the constitution, and fill up a mission in the 
recess. The House of Representatives, in the exercise 
of its judgment, might provide the outfit, assuming that 
the Executive could fill up a vacancy, such as this one, in 
the recess; and the Senate had an equal right to act upon 
its views of the constitutional powers of the President, as 
wellas upon the expediency of providing now by law to 
fill the vacancy, either contingent or certain, as it may be, 
in the. mission to France. There was no reason for alarm 
on the score of invasion of the powers of the Senate; we 
had a double check upon the President; one legislative, 
and the other executive. We can either withhold the 
appropriation, or refuse to sanction the mission, or con- 
firm the minister. The powers of the Senate were ample 
for the protection of its constitutional rights, if it were 
true to the States and itself. While he disclaimed any 

- feeling of hostility towards the Executive, or the other 
branch of the Legislature, he was prepared to incur any 
and every responsibility incident to the refusal to recede 
from this amendment. This appropriation involved some- 
thing of principle and something of fact. Inthe first place, 
has the President power to fill up a vacancy which may 
occur during the recess in a foreign mission? 

Mr. M. said he had expressed his doubts on this sub- 
ject, when he first made the question on this outfit, and 
he had heard nothing to remove them. It had been said 
this was an every day practice of the Government. It 
may be so, but it did not appear; no case had been fur- 
nished, in which the President’s right to fill, during the 
recess, had been recognised by prospective legislation. 
Such cases, might be found;:they had not been produced; 
and if they were produced, he did not consider the prac- 
tice of the Government so far éstablished as to.overturn.a 
plain rule laid down in the charter we had sworn to sup- 
port. It wasthe written constitution, not the practices 
of the Executive, nor the abuses of our. predecessors, 
which we were called on to maintain. ‘There is a very obvi- 
ous difference between confirming a minister appointed 
during the recess, and authorizing such an appointment in 
advance. The one case only concedes to a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government a fair right to put its own con- 

‘struction on its own powers; and the other puts the construc- 
tion of the Senate on those powers. The one concedes 
the rights of opinion to the Executive; the other substi- 
tutes the opinion of the Executive for our own, and re- 


tuted? _ These are questions to be solved by a reference 
tõ the ‘constitution. ‘<The President shall ‘nominate, 
and by and with the consent of the Senate appoint ambas- 
sadors, other public ministers,” &c. The nomination 
confers no office until the appointment is made; the ap- 
pointment is not made until the Senate passes on the no- 
mination. When there is an existing legal office, the 
appointing power is under a moral obligation to fill the 
same. If a judge resigns or dies, the. vacancy must be 
filled, or the appointing power omits to do its duty. Itis 
not so of a foreign minister: if he dies or resigns, there is 
no legal obligation to appoint his successor. The mere 
volition of the appointing power makes the office and the 
minister in the same breath. 

Public ministers are not subsisting officers of the Go- 
vernment. There is no minister to France until he is ap- 
pointed; and there is no office of minister separate and apart 
from the incumbent. Wence a vacancy cannot be predi- 
cated of a foreign mission. When a minister is recalled, 
there is an end. of the office as well as the mission. The 
power of the President to appoint during the recess can- 
not extend to a minister, because there is no vacancy to 
fillup.’ Every appointment of a minister is an original 
one, and not the filling up of a pre-existing office. H 
seems to be admitted, pretty generally, that the President 
cannot originate a foreign mission without the advice and 
consent of the Senate. Mr. M. said he was not ‘able to 
discover any difference between cases where a minister 
has heretofore been sent, and- where one has not. ‘The 
sending a minister to France this year does not constitu- 
tionally imply that you must send one next year; the re- 
call, or resignation, or death of the minister determines 
the mission. And, unless the President can originate a 
mission in the recess, he cannot appoint where there has 
been an antecedent mission. 
` We have now no minister at the court of Austria. 
There may be justas much necessity for our representa- 
tion at that court, on the Ist of October next, as at the 
French court, upon the termination of the office of the 
present minister to France. The right to. originate missions 
at each of these courts, is, by the constitution, the same. 
But if it were proposed to grant an outfit for a minister,to 
Austria, to be appointed during the recess, it would not 
be sustained. How isit, then, that we propose to recog- 
nise the right of the President to originate a mission to 
France during the recess? It is obvious that this view of 
the question involved a constitutional power, which made 
the objection to this appropriation a substantial one. If 
he believed the President had the abstract right to renew 
the mission to France during the recess, he would not 
care whether the appropriation should be specific or con- 
tingent. Assuming that the President had the power to 
fill up the mission during the recess, it was immaterial out 
of what fund the outfit was paid. It then became one of 
mere expediency, whether we should be represented at 
the French court during the time which would elapse 
between October and the next session of the Senate. This 
appropriation affirms three propositions: first, the consti- 
tutional power of the President to fill up all vacancies that 
may occur during the recess; secondly, that this vacancy 
will happen during the recess; and, thirdly, that the same 
should be filled for the two months antecedent to our next 
session. Mr. M. said he doubted, nay, he denied, every 
one of these propositions. He had attempted to prove 
that an ambassador was not a subsisting officer of the Go- 
vernment; and hence there could be no vacancy in such 
office. But, suppose he erred on this subject, and that a 
foreign mission is such an office as may be filled during 
the recess, then a question of fact had to be settled, which 


cognises the entire right of the President to` fill up ap-lis, hasthe vacancy happened, or is it to happen? If the 


pointments during the recess. 


Has the President this) vacancy has already happened, in the sense of that term 


right?;Is'thereany difference between a vacancy in an |in the constitution, no one would contend it could be fill- 
existing mission, and a-vacancy in a mission not yet insti- jed during the recess. During the debate on the very 


one 
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junto, exercising no control over the subjects. constitu- 
tionally confided to’ its care. We ought to guard against 
such astate.of things. - . aa Saas 
Mr. M. said he had voted. for the outfit for minister to 
Great Britain, under the belief that a nomination would be 
niade during the session; and for the same reason’ would 
vote for the present outfit, if it were intended, during the 
present session, to make the appointment... The contrary 
is implied in the above letter; . If it be-so important to the 
country that no chasm. shall take place. in. this mission, 
that we should. now grant. the outfit, is it. not equally im- 
portantthat we should make the appointment ‘of. such a 
minister as the whole appointing power. may approve. of? 
A minister in a chrysalis state ought not, but in extreme 
cases, to take his outfit and salary; he should be fledged 
fully before the public funds are dissipated on. him.. If 
appropriations for outfits and salaries are regularly and 
annually granted, no minister need ever be sent to the 
Senate. ‘The President shall have power to fill up” 
vacancies that may happen during the recess of. the 
Senate, by granting commissions which shall expire at the 
end of their next session.” : 
Appointments made during the recess, it may be fairly 
contended, will always expire during the recess. The 
commission will expire only at the end of the session. 
The vacancy does not occur during the session, and. must 
therefore occur during the recess. If the vacancy “in 
such cases occur during the recess, let a pliant Senate 
grant the outfit; and what is there to prevent a perpetual 
appointment to this office without the consent of the 
Senate? If even the minister be rejected, the right to 
appoint him again would result from the principleson 
which the appropriation is supported. It is said that- it 
would be obviously improper to reappoint, in the recess, 
an officer who had been rejected by the Senate; that it 
would be a plain violation of the constitution.. In what 
would the violation consist? It is no violation of the con- 
stitution to renominate.a person rejected by the Senate, 
but it would be a violation of the constitution to appoint, 
after the rising of the Senate, a person to office which 
became vacant during the session, although the term of 
office had to ran into the recess. In this respect, the 
outfits for the minister to France and England both stood 
on the same footing; the commissions of both are now 
determined, and yet both run into the recess.. - The only 
reason the President cannot appoint the minister to Eng- 
land during the recess is, that he cannot bring himself 
within the exception provided by. the constitution. . He 
can only fill vacancies which happen during the recess. 
If the vacancy becomes certain by operation of Jaw, then 
he must nominate to the Senate at the session next.ante- . 
cedent to such vacancy. Thus, for instance, if a marshal’s 
commission would expire on the rising of the Senate, or 
on the Ist day of next October, in both cases the nomi- 
l l nations should be made to the Senate during its present 
cics. What are known and provided for takes the power | session. Under a different construction of the constitution, 
from the President. To the Deity nothing happens——with|an officer might be kept in office without the assent of 
Him there are no casualties-~every thing is known and|the Senate always, and a mere exception to. the rule, as 
provided for; but Congress has not the power, omnipotent] to the precedent approval of the Senate, might ‘destroy 
as it may be, to decree that which has not happened, but|the rule itself. ‘The President shall appoint to office 
that which has happened, may happen, and provide for| where vacancies happen during the recess; every vacancy 
the exigency. The Senate ought, in its legislative cha-| that is filled in the recess, must, by the constitution, be- 
racter, to take care that no detriment comes. to their come vacant during the recess, where the same is not 
executive powers, We do not stand in need of light from| confirmed by the Senate. If the Senate reject the officer, 
history to instruct us of the tendency of all power to} or the President omit to send in the nomination altogether, 
concentrate in the hands of a single person. We have} then the vacancy will again occur during the recess, and 
only to look | around us, and the influence of the Execu-| may be so continued ad infinitum. : : 
tive power is easily perceived, in doors as well as out of} Sir, the true way to-prevent such inroads upon the 
doors. spirit of the constitution, is to withhold the appropriations. 
It cannot be doubted but that the-President of the| The only remaining objection to this appropriation is 
United States is constantly absorbing all the Executive! one of mere expediency. = 
power of the Government. The Senate will, in the pro-| Admitting the abstract constitutional power of the Ex- 
cess of time, become a mere circumstance—a registering| ecutive to appoint during the recess a public minister, 


question, whether this was an actual or contingent vacan- 
cy, the Secretary of State sends us the following letter: 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Washington, 21st April, 1832.. 
Sin: Lam directed by the President to inform you that 
there is, at present, no vacancy in the office of envoy ex- 
traordinary and ministér plenipotentiary to the King of 
the French, but that such vacancy will occur in the month 
of October next; Mr. Rives having requested leave to 
return at that period, and his request having been acceded 
to by the President. ; 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
EDWARD LIVINGSTON. 


S. Swrru, Esquire, 

Chairman Com. on Finance of the Senate. 

In this letter, it is not said that the vacancy will ‘* hap- 
pen” in the month of October, but that it will ‘ occur.” 

That which wasbefore uncertain, becomes now certain. 
It is now no longer doubtful whether any vacancy exists 
in the office of minister to France, if the office be one in 
perpetuity. The incumbent has asked leave to return in 
October, and leave has been given. ‘This fact is made 
known to us while we are discussing the question; it be- 
comes, therefore, a part of the res gesta, and determines 
the period at which the incumbent will go out of office. 
It is now a perfect certainty that a vacancy in the office ofl 
minister to France will occur in October. It will not hap- 
pen during the recess; it has already happened, and an 
outfit is to be provided for his successor. The very le- 
ate provision for an outfit would be conclusive of the 
nct of a vacancy. How can a vacancy be said to happen 
during the recess, when Congress provides an outfit now? 
If we pass this appropriation, it will be a solemn legislative 
enactment, declaring that a vacancy exists in the office o 
minister to France in October next. Then the President 
ought to make the nomination at the present session. 

That which is known, cannot be said to be unknown. 
‘What has happened, cannot be an event that may happen. 
If, upon the faith of the facts stated in the letter of the 
Secretary of State, an appropriation is made of nine 
thousand dollars, at the request of the appointing power, 
will that power hereafter be permitted to say no vacancy 
has happened? Is the public treasure to be locked up for 
outfits that may not be wanted? If the President, to make 
that certain which was before contingent, makes a com- 
munication to the Senate, how can those who are partics 
to a law passed on the assumption of such a state of facts, 
controvert the same? The power to make the vacancy is 
with the President; but the power to provide the outfit is 
not. The President makes the vacancy to get the money; 
yet it is said there ig no vacancy. It is a vacancy during 
the session to get the money, and a vacancy during the 
recess to fill the office. The power to fill offices during 
the recess is confined to accidental and unknown vacan- 
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and that” the vacancy in this mission will-happen during 
the recess, theri: is it proper to’ provide an outfit for a 
minister to France, so a3 to enable the. President to send 
one abroad without the approbation of the Senate, only 
~ two months’ ini advance of its’session? Mr. M. said he 
restéd his opposition principally upon the other grounds; 
he was, nevertheless, satisfied that there existed many 
sttong objéctions to this provision, on this latter ground. 
It ‘would be better that there should be a short interval in 
our diplomatic intercourse with France, than that a min- 
. ister should be sent to that court, who might be rejected. 
It was a great mistake to suppose our representatives 
abroad were only the President’s ministers. They were 
the ministers of the United States, and appointed by the 
representatives of the States, and paid out of the funds of 
the people. It ought to be a very strong case that would 
justify the appointment of ministers but a few weeks be- 
fore the meeting of the Senate. wes 
The refusal to confirm such appointments increased the 
expense, and had more the appearance.of a removal from 
office‘than the refusal to appoint. ` 
This subject had acquired an artificial importance by 
the difference between the Houses. He had been some- 
what instrumental in producing the difficulty, and felt, 
therefore, bound to state the positions on: which he rested 
his vote. ssa Meet 5 
“Mr. TYLER said that when the subject, then occupying 
the Senate, was before the Committee on Finance, he had 
seen no good reason against the- appropriation of an outfit 
to a minister to France upon the return. of Mr. Rives. 
Nor had the discussion which had taken place in the Se- 
nate, whilein Committee of the Whole, impressed him with 
different views, He had, accordingly, voted against the 
motion to strike it out. Then, the Senate was informed 
of Mr. Rives’s application for leave to return, and the pro- 
bable necessity which might exist of deputing a minister 
to succeed him. This came to us in an official form, but 
nothing was positively determined in relation to it, by the 
President... The letter from the Secretary of State, this 
morning handed in at the table by the chairman of the 
Finance Committee, had removed all doubt upon the sub- 
ject, and we. are given distinctly to understand that the 
President has acceded to Mr. Rives’s request, and that he 
has permission to return in October.” We have, then, no 
longer the case of a contingency presented to us. It is 
next to certain that a vacancy will arise in the mission to 
Paris before the next meeting of Congress; and a specific 
appropriation ought to. be made, to meet any emergency 
which may arise.” It appeared to him that there could be 
but two grounds on which the appropriation could be re- 
sisted: : 
1.. That it was improper in the President to have as- 
sented to Mr. Rives’s request. 
‘2. That the United States required no representative 
at Paris, <9 E Re AN SN Sh ene 
Upon neither. of these did he entertain any doubt. Onthe 
first, if there was nothing more in the case than the fact of 
the minister’s having been absent for ‘more than three 
years, during the greater part of which time he‘had been 
burdened with an important subject of negotiation, he, for 
one, should see no good cause to object to his return. 
But, in addition to this, he had learned, from a source that 
claimed his unqualified confidence, that Mr. Rives’s health 
had become very bad, and that, in all probability, his life 
. Might be hazdrded by residing another winter in Paris. 
Mr. T. presumed, therefore, that no Senator, under the 
circumstances, would object to the President’s assent to 
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could pretend to say that new causes of disturbance might 
not arise. For himself, he had no doubt that, sooner or 
later, convulsions would oecur. It didnot seem to him 
probable that, with the lights which were shed abroad 
over the world, and which were piercing the most hidden 
recesses of despotism, Europe could long remain tranquil. 
This called for great vigilance on the part of this Govern- 
ment; for we were taught, by the past, how intimately 
and closely allied the commercial interests of the United 
States were with the condition of Europe. He had, then, 
no difficulty in answering both these inquiries in the affir- 
mative. Whilst he admitted the propriety of the Govern- 
ment. being represented at the French court, he was not 
to be understood as saying that, without the existence of 
the strongest emergency, should he consider that the 
President would appoint a successor, to leave this coun- 
try as late as October. He presumed the reverse. The 
President would not be so far wanting ii comity and re- 
spect for this body, as to despatch a minister from this 
country after October, unless the delay to do so should be 
attended -by a decided sacrifice of public interest, He 
could not recognise the force of the argument which 
rested. on the supposition that the President would do 
wrong. He was bound to suppose, on the contrary, that 
the President would do right; ‘at least, he would not con- 
demn him in advance. Fairness required that he should 
not be. Mr. T. would be as ready to condemn for a ma- 


terial error, no matter by whom committed, as any other 


person. He had felt. himself constrained, in two well 
known instances, to differ from the President; and he 
should do the same, whenever his judgment should so di- 
rect him. He had been sent there to sustain truth, not to 
consecrate error. ‘The public interests might require that 
a minister should be sent during the summer, so as to be 
in place upon the withdrawal of Mr. Rives; and he was 
willing to place at the disposal of the President a sum to 
enable him to do so, should it become necessary. 

But it is urged that the President can resort to the con- 
tingent fund. -. Then it is obvious that the failure to make 
this appropriation does not cramp Executive discretion; 
and that, in order to do so, that fund must be entirely 
withdrawn from the appropriation bill. The secret-ser- 
vice fund is not, properly, applicable to an object such as 
this. True, it has been used for similar purposes; but 
sums, thus. withdrawn from it, have been refunded by 
Congress. Besides, what if the legitimate and ordinary 
demands upon that fund should exhaust it; the public ser- 
vice must either go neglected, or the minister incur the 
expense of his outfit himself. While upon this subject, 
Mr. T. would take occasion to say that the same requisi- 
tions did not appear to him to exist, to the same extent, 
upon that fund as formerly. ‘There was no necessity for 
the employment of special messengers, particularly be- 
tween this country and London, or Paris, as formerly. An 
important document, alone, as a treaty, would require to 
be entrusted to a special messenger; but not so with the 
numerous despatches for or from our ministers. The line 
of packets, continually plying to and fro, rendered the 
transmission of letters as safe from those cities to the Unit- 
ed States, as our own post coaches, within our borders. 

The difference between himself and his colleague [Mr. 
Tazewet] was confined to this point, and seemed to 
him to be wholly immaterial: he thought that a specific 
appropriation was best, while his colleague: considered 
the appropriation useless, inasmuch asthe President could 
meet the wants of the public service out ofthe contingent. 
fund. In the other doctrine contended for by his col- 


Mt. RS ‘return. He anticipated as little difference of| league, he fully concurred, viz. the responsibility of the 


opinion. on thefast point, viz. the propriety of appointing 
a successor to Mr. Rives. The present unsettled’ condi- 
tion of Europe called for the measure. A war had long 
been ai i 
things Was “more: tranquil-th n“it had been, yet no one 


President for all his official acts. No man, however high 
in public employment, could claim to be irresponsible. 
He was responsible to his constituents for all his acts; and 


and although, at-present, the surface of|so was the President for his. The expression of the Se- 


nator from Georgia [Mr. Forsyra] was unguarded, and 
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not sufficiently. qualified. For eyery bill the President 
signs, he is undoubtedly ‘answerable; but, in regard to the 
‘numerous private bills which are passed, he may well ap- 


prove them, and’rest for his defence on the. examination |. 
given to them by the two Houses of Congress. Let him. 


be told, however, that any one of those private bills has 
passed under fraudulent practices, and this defence would 
no longer avail. -So,-when.there isa measure of public 
policy, important not only in the sum involved, but in the 
ptinciple—the huge pension bill of the Senator: from 
Connecticut, for example—the President acts under the 
full weight of his responsibility. He trusted that this 
House would be both the cradle and the grave of that 
measure; but, should it reach the President, he enter- 
tained strong hopes that he would see cause to exert.his 
veto, Mr. T. abstained from going into the discrsion 
of the various topics introduced into this debate. Ata 
suitable time he would have no objection to looking at 
them; but the appropriation bill had been already too long 
delayed, and he should, therefore, content himself with 
what he had said. £ Se 

Mr. CLAYTON trusted, he said, that a proposition 
would be made to amend the whole clause, so as to ren- 
der the appropriation for the outfits, both of minister to 
London and the minister to Paris, conditional, upon the 
advice and consent of the Senate to the nominations. He 
also argued that no specific appropriation was necessary, 
provided the contingent fund was large enough to cover 
the expense, as the administration had shown no scruple 
in using the contingent fund; and he cited a speech made 
in the Senate, in- the year 1830, by Mr. Livingston, to 
show that his views of the use of that fund would not pre- 
vent him from paying the outfit of a minister to France 
from it. Mr. C. went on to make some statements of the 
expenditures of the present administration, compared with 
those of the one preceding it. He referred to a statement, 
furnished him this morning by a Senator from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Haywe,] from which it appeared that the ex- 
penditures of the last year were, exclusivé of the sum paid 
on account of the public debt, thirteen million nine hun- 
dred and eighteen thousand seven hundred and eight dol- 
lars and ninety-nine cents, being six hundred and twelve 
thousand dollars more than those of 1828, and one million 
two hundred and seventy-five thousand six hundred and 
thirteen dollars beyond those of 1827. 

Mr. SMITH stated the causes which led to the increase 
of expenditure during the last year. The Massachusetts 
militia claim had been paid, which exceeded four hun- 
dred thousand dollars; and the revolutionary and invalid 
pensions had been increased. 

Mr. WEBSTER rose, not, he saic, to enter into the 
discussion, but to ask a question or two about the very 
novel communication laid before the Senate this. morn- 
ing by the chairman of the Committee on Finance. It was 
stated to be a communication from the President to a com- 
mittee of this House. He doubted whether this course 
had any precedent. The Secretary of State says he is 
directed to tell the Committee on Finance so and so. He 
wished to know whether this proceeded from any appli- 
cation of the committee, and, also, whether it was ex- 
pected that the nomination of a minister to France would 
be made at the present session. 

Mr. SMITH replied that, as he had stated before, he 
found the paper on his table on Saturday last, after his 
return home. He had addressed no letter to the Secre- 
tary of State. He believed there was no intention of 
nominating a minister to France at the present session. 
Mr. Rives would stay till October; and, if another was ap- 
pointed at this session, we should have two ministers under 
pay—one here, and another in Paris. He did not believe 
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this ‘session; the appointment of a minister-must be de- 
layed till the appropriation bill-of next year shall pass— 
which would not be, probably, till February. Nac 
‘Mr. WEBSTER- called for the reading of the letter; 
and it was read, as follows: ‘I am directed by the Pre- 
sident to-inform you,” &e: =>> =. É 

Mr- CLAY rose, he said, to express his sentiments as 
to this extraordinary paper, and the extraordinary man- 
ner in which it had been introduced. "When the subject 
was last under débate, it was argued,‘ againstthe appro- 
priation, that it was for a contingency; for we were given 
to understand that it was doubtful whether a successor to 
Mr. Rives would be'sent out or not. © We were told that 
he had applied for liberty to return; but we’ had no posi- 
tive information. whether leavé would be given or. not: 
After the bill and amendments had been reported to the 
House, it was well known that the subject. would be 
again taken up. ‘There was no call for Executive inter- 
ference; but this information is sent in by the President 
while the subject is in transitu, from the Committee of 
the Whole to the: House. This was an unconstitutional 
and unexampled interference with the rights of the Se- 
nate. In this doubtful state of the question,.the Secretary 
of State is directed to write a letter to the chairman. of 
the Committee on Finance, which, after his return from 
an excursion, he finds on his table, and which wholly 
changes the circumstances of the case. What was con- 
tingent, is become certain; what was undecided, is now 
fixed. In order to suit the state of the argument, the 
President had determined that Mr. Rives should return in 
October, and had announced to us the fact. The facthad 
been accommodated to the state of the question. > ` 

Mr. BIBB said, as more than four months of the session 
had gone by, and as, by the continued delay’ of this bill, 
many officers of Government were without the means of 
receiving their compensation, he was very reluctant to 
occupy time in the further discussion of this question. 
Butit was one of such weight as to require some explana- 
tion of the vote which he intended to give; for though 
he might disagree with gentlemen on both sides, he was 
obliged to vote on one side. In the present state of af- 
fairs in Europe, the United States ought at all times to be 
represented at the court of France. . He was not willing 
that any interval should take place in which we should be 
without a minister. The return of Mr. Rives ought to be 
immediately followed by the selection of his successor, and 
for the payment of his outfit he would greatly prefer a 
specific appropriation. Government tended to tyranny, 
in consequence of the multiplicity of subjects embraced 
within the scope of their power, because that was tyranny 
which was left discretionary and undefined. He would: 
leave nothing unnecessarily to Executive discretion, espe- 
cially in relation to the direction of the public funds. He 
would not hold that it was necessary for the President to 
make a nomination at this session; for, at this time, there 
was no vacancy. He-saw no reason why the President 
should make the nomination so long before the month of 
October. With respect to these foreign missions, the 
Executive authority ought not to be unnecessarily curtail- 
ed. Between ithe State and federal’ powers he would 
always keep a distinct line; and, in cases where the line 
became indistinct, he would lean in favor of the State 
power; but where the federal power was clear, he would 
leave it uncontrolled. He did not, therefore, demand a 
nomination from the President before the occurrence of 
the vacancy. If any President, in the exercise of this 
power, should dare to send on a foreign mission an indi- 
vidual who had been rejected by the Senate, he, for one, 
would not hesitate to say that he ought.to be impeached. 
Thinking, then, as he did, that there should be no interim 


any minister would be sent till the next session of Con-|ii our representation at Paris, and that the appropriation 
ress. If the appropriation was now made, it would then should be specific, he was in favor of making the appro- 
e ready; but, if the appropriation should not be made | priation now. Ifa minister was sent in December next, 
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there would then be no appropriation for his outfit, unless received .with many grains of allowance. Its propriety 
it was made now, for the-appropriation bills are not, as we; would depend much upon the circumstances of the case, 
know, passed till a late stage of the session. In regard to} upon the motive of the officer, and the fitness of the indi- 
the letter:from the Secretary-of State, which his colleague} vidual, and the motive of his rejection. The other day, 
had remarked upon, he was free to declare that he did not for instance, that most ‘worthy and excellent man, Mr. 
consider it as a remarkable interference on the part of| Legare, had well nigh been rejected, for the reason that . 
the President and Secretary of State; on the contrary, he| many thought a mission to Belgium unnecessary. But would 
viewed it an entirely correct procedure, both in regard to| any: one undertake to say that his appointment to office, 
its object and form. It was an evidence of respect for|by the President, would have been illegal? He did not 
the views of this body; for it will be recollected that the| think that, generally, the President ought to select indi- 
question was frequently asked whether Mr. Rives would] viduals who were in this situation, for office, because it 
return or not, and-how soon. Our information as to these] created ill feeling on the part of the Senate. He cared 
points was indefinite. It was known to the chairman of)little whether this appropriation was given or not. He 
the Committee on Finance, on whom we chiefly relied for | did not think that the President would appoint a minister 
the information, whether leave of return had or had not|to France before the meeting of Congress, unless some 
been granted to Mrs Rives. If the President, knowing | extraordinary contingency would render it necessary. In 
that this body required this information, had withheld it,|conclusion, Mr. K. remarked that it was true be did not 
he would have: been answerable for it. The determina-|approve all the acts of the late administration, but he gave 
tion of the fact belonged to the President exclusively. He] it a fair and liberal support. He gave it the means, and 
was the only man who could come to this determination, | held it responsible for their use. 
and make it known to this body. Is, then, the communi-| . Mr. WEBSTER said, one remark fell from the Senator 
cation of this fact to this body any offence? Was it any|from Alabama, which ought not to pass without notice, 
interference with the powers of this House? The withhold-| however mild might have been the tone in which it was 
ing of the information would have been made a better uttered. He spoke of the opposition as factious. 
cause of complaint. The question whether the communi-| Mr. KING. I said captious. 
cation ought properly to have been to this House, or to} Mr. FORSYTH rose merely to notice some remarks 
the Committee on Finance, is. a mere question. of eti-| which, though from ordinary persons they would not be 
quette, as to which there may bea difference of opinion, viewed as entitled to the least. weight, merited notice as 
"Mr, SPRAGUE expressed his gratification at hearing|coming from persons standing before the community as 
from the honorable Senator from Kentucky the opinion | the gentlemen do from whom those remarks proceeded. 
that the appointment of a rejected nominee is an impeach-| The Secretary of State, by direction of the President, had 
able offence; and he went on to speak of the cases of/announced the fact that Mr. Rives would return in Octo- 
Wharton Rector, Stambaugh, and Gardiner, as cases to ber, and this is said to be an extraordinary interference on 
which the Senator’s opinion would apply. He would say |the part of the President. The fact was communicated 
to a President who had exhibited such a disposition to en-|by the Secretary of State to the chairman of the Commit- 
croach upon the constitutional powers of the Senate, I|tee on Finance, in the same form, and in the precise terms 
will vote against any appropriation, unless it be stipulated |in which, as the organ of the President, he usually holds 
that the appropriation shall not take-effect till after the communication with the committees. Mr. F. heré read 
minister’s regular appointment with the consent and ad-|read the former letter addressed two months ago to the 
vice of this. body. Committee on Finance; by Mr. Livingston, on this subject, 
“Mr. HOLMES spoke against the appropriation. showing that it was expressed in the same terms as the 
Mr. KING said it was a matter of very little importafice |letter communicated to-day, viz. “Iam directed by the 
whether this appropriation was made ‘specific, or taken | President to inform you,” &c. There was nothing at all 
from the contingent fund. He did, however, believe it|peculiar in the form or object of the communication. The 
to be the proper and regular course to use the contingent | Senator from Kentucky says the President has no right to 
fund for other objects, which were, in their character, |interpose in the discussions in this body. True; but this 
certain, ascertained, and fixed. It was asked—can the jis notan argument, but a naked fact—a fact which, whe- 
President appoint, in the. recess, a minister to a vacancy |ther called upon or not, it was hw duty to communicate. 
now existing? But how can it be said that a vacancy now | The information was not essential to him, for.it did not 
exists? Whether the President would send a minister to|change his views. But other gentlemen had said that they 
France after the return of Mr. Rives, and before the next|could not act without positive information whether Mr. 
session, was to be determined by circumstances; and it was | Rives was to return or not, 
proper that the President should have the means to pay| After some words from Messrs. SPRAGUE, FOOT, 
the outfit, in case it became necessary to make the appoint-|CLAY, SMITH, and FORSYTH, 
ment. Mr. K. referred to the letter from the Secretary] The question was taken on concurring in the amend- 
of State, which had been commented on with so much un-|ment made in the Committee of the Whole, and determin- 
deserved severity. He could not imagine. how the Presi-|ed in the affirmative, as follows: i i 
dent or the Secretary of State could be blamed on account ~ YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
of a disposition to present the whole state of the case. He|ton, Foot,- Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, 
was sorry to see s0 much captious opposition to the ad-| Knight, Miller, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
ministration. . A fair opposition he would always be glad | Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Wag- 
to see; it was-a salutary check upon men in power. But|gaman, Webster.—-23. 
to alarm the fears of the people by the constant cry that! NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Dallas, Dickerson, 
the Senate was in danger, and the rights of the people in|Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
danger, could serve no good purpose. The case of Whar-|King, Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Troup, 
ton Rector, which had been so. much pressed, had been|Tyler, White, Wilkins.-—21. 
‘much misunderstood and misstated.. This individual had] So the appropriation was stricken out. 
not been appointed an Indian agent after the. rejection of| Mr. POINDEXTER then moved to amend the bill by 
his nomination. He had not been employed in a salaried |adding a provision to enable the President of the United 
office. - It was-true that he had been employed to carry | States to send a chargé to Venezuela, $4,500. — 
some emigrating Indians over the river. With respect to). After a very few words from Mr. MANGUM and Mr. 
the opinion that the. appointment of an individual whose] HAYNE, Mr. FORSYTH called for the yeas and nays; 
nomination has been once rejected, is illegal, it must be| which were ordered. . 
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The question was then taken, and decided.in the nega- 
tive, as follows:. ate ; 2 
YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Chambers, Clayton, Dallas, 
Holmes, Mangum, Poindexter, Seymour, Silsbee, Wag- 
gaman.—10. . - a E 
. NAYS.—Messrs. Bell; Bibb, Clay, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ellis, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hendricks, Hill, Johnston, Kane, King; Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster, White, 
Wilkins.—31, er : ce : 

Mr. POINDEXTER then renewed the motion he made 
in committee to strike out ‘* Colombia,” and to reduce 
the appropriation for that mission, and agked for the yeas 
and nays on the question, which were ordered. 

The'question was then put, and decided in the nega- 
tive, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Foot, 
¥relinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, Miller, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webstcr.--19. 

NAYS.——Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Robbins, Smith, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Tyler, White, Wilkins.--22. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Tusspay, Aprit 24. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

reported the bill to provide for extending the benefits of 
vaccination among the Indians, with an amendment. 

The amendment restores the appropriation from 6,000 

to 12,000 dollars, the last being the sum originally re- 

ported in the bill, 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORSYTH then moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate had refused to raise the appropriation 
for the contingencies of the judicial department from 
190,000 te 250,000 dollars. i 

The motion being agreed to—yeas 24, 

Mr. FORSYTH then moved to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out 190,000, and inserting 250,000, and sustained 
his motion on the ground that the money would be requir- 
ed to pay actual arrearages, and was not asked for any 
prospective objects. 

Some discussion ensued on this motion, in which 
Messrs. TYLER, FOOT, SMITH, MARCY, FORSYTH, 
JOHNSTON, and CLAYTON, took part. 

Mr. CLAYTON called for the yeas and nays on the 
question, and, being taken, the question was decided as 
follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, 
Marcy, Robinson, Smith, Tipton, White.—-16. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, 
Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Troup, 
Tyler, Waggaman, Webster.—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


WASHINGTON’S STATUE. 

Mr. MILLER moved.to amend the bill by striking out 
the clause, 

“To enable the President to contract for a statue of 
George Washington, to be placed in the rotundo in the 
capitol, 5,000 dollars.” 

Mr. M. said he did not object to the object of the ap- 
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solution of the House, authorizing thé President to em- 
ploy Mr. Greenough, had been the decoration of the Hall 
of Representatives, he would not have objected ‘to the 
appropriation, as it would have been within the exclusive 
province of the House; but it related to the rotundo, 
which was certainly as much within the jurisdiction and 
control of the Senate as of the House. .. - 

Mr. CHAMBERS accorded with. the ‘Senator ‘from 
South Carolina fully in his conclusions, though he arrived 
at them by a somewhat different process. He denied 
the right of the President to make a contract, involving 
an expenditure of’ money, upon the authority of the ~ 
House of Representatives- alone. He was also ‘opposed 
to the appropriation, because it, in effect, asserted that the 
Senate had no right to interfere in the management and 
decorations of the capitol. -~ a 

Mr. SMITH said that no contract had been made with 
Mr. Greenough. The President had merely written to 
him, advising him of the resolution, and asking whether 
he would undertake the task. No appropriation would 
probably be wanted before next year, and no inconyé- 
nience could arise from its being struck out. ; 

Mr. MARCY said that he had been informed by a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Public Buildings of the House 
of Representatives, that there was no intention, on the 
part of the “House, to usurp exclusive power over. the 
capitol. They had intended to pass a joint, resolution; 
but, through inadvertence, it was suffered to take: the 
form of a simple resolution. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said there would be no difficulty 
in striking out the appropriation, and introducing and 
passing a joint resolution to effect the object in view, 
which all approved. Rn seer Ee ery es 

After a few words from. Messrs. FORSYTH, CHAM- 


_|BERS, JOHNSTON, and MILLER, the motion to strike 


out was agreed to. The bill was then ordered to.a third 
reading. 


VACCINATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the previous orders were 
postponed, and the Senate took up the bill for the vac- 
cination of the Indians. 

The amendment, striking out 6,000 dollars, and insert- 
ing 12,000 dollars, was agreed to. f . 

Some discussion of the bill took place, in which the 
objections before urged were repeated, and in which 
Messrs. MILLER, BUCKNER, and MANGUM, . took 

art. The question on the third reading of the: bill was 
finally taken by yeas and nays, and decided as follows: , 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Dallas, Dud- 
ley, Ellis, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Knight, Poindex- 
ter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tomlinson, Webster, White, 
Wilkins. —31. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Buckner, Dickerson, Hayne, Man- 
gum, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Tipton, Tyler, Wagga- 
man.—~10. ‘ : 

APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the previous orders 
were then postponed, and the Senate took up the appor- 
tionment bill. ‘ i f 

Mr. WEBSTER having obtained the floor, 

The Senate adjourned, i “ 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 25. 
APPORTIONMENT BILL. 
On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate, in Commit- 


propriation, but he would deny the right of the House of |tee of the Whole, resumed the unfinished business of 
Representatives to make a contract without the assent of | yesterday, being the apportionment bill. 


the Senate, and then demand from the Senate an appro- 
priation to carry it into effect. 


Vou. VHI. —53 


Mr. W. did not propose, at this late period of the session, 


If the subject of the re-|to enter into any lengthened discussion of this important 
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subject. Two gentlemen were absent, who were decid- 
edly in favor of the plan proposed by the committee, 
he believed a majority.of. the Senate was also in. favor of 
the principle of. the amendment. He, therefore, relied 
on-the-candor.of gentlemen of opposite sentiments not to 
prevent, by indirect motion, the entire expression of the 
Senate on the subject. Mr. W. briefly explained the 
principles which had guided the committee, and the gene- 
ral scope end policy of the bill, and laid down a course 
to be pursued, by which no advantage would be gained by 
one party, or lost by the other. With respect to the num- 
ber of representatives for the House, he was instructed 
by the committee to move to fill the blank with 241. The 
tables, printed by the order of the Senate, would show the 
manner in which it was proposed to distribute the repre- 
sentatives among the States. Mr. W., after a full expla- 
nation, expressed the hope that some time to-day the vote 
would be taken, when the Senate was fuller than at pre-| 
sent; and suggested that it would be better to take it first 
onstriking out and inserting the amendment, without fill- 
ing the blanks. This would settle the principle; and, if 
a majority proved to be in favor of it, the blanks could 
then be filled according to the sense of the Senate, after 
that vote had been decided. ‘ 

Mr. DALLAS said, after much reflection upon this 

subject, Mr. President, aided by the very able report 
made to the Senate by the select committee, I have come 
to the conclusion that the question of preference between 
the bill, as sent to us by the House of Representatives, and 
the projet of the Senator from Massachusetts, cannot be 
satisfactorily determined by.a comparison of minute cal- 
culations, but. must be governed by broad and general 
principles. The unequal results of the two plans may 
be strongly and variously illustrated by an endless series 
of estimates. No mode of proceeding will produce such 
an apportionment of representatives, as will be at all 
times perfectly equal; but it is impossible, as I apprehend, 
to attain any firm conviction by balaucing one set of arith- 
metical details against another. 
- At the basis of my reasoning, in relation to the matter, 
Ihave felt powerfully influenced by the suggestion that 
the structure of the other House of Congress should be 
confided almost exclusively to the wisdom, virtue, and 
magnanimity of those who now compose it. If the mode 
which they recommend and adopt, conform to the consti- 
tution, the Senate should not interfere to alter or em~- 
barrass it. The subject. peculiarly belongs to them. 
Gentlemen will recollect that over the organization of 
this body the representative chamber can exercise no 
possible control, and it would seem both fair and gracious 
that-we should abstain, as far as possible, from meddling 
“with the sources whence they deduce their numbers, and 
the process’ by which they regulate them. That is the 
popular braneh of the National Legislature—this is the 
federative one. Each should move in unison with the 
principle upon which it is founded, and gaardedly refrain 
as well from’ counteracting the just and appropriate ac- 
tions of the other, as from sanctioning the least encroach- 
ment upon itself, An opinion expressed by a distinguished 
member of the. convention of Massachusetts, when de- 
liberating as to the adoption of the constitution, although 
it. applied in strictness to a clause not now in question, 
bears out the idea which Iam desirous to enforce, and I 
therefore quote it: f 

Mr. Cabot said, “E consider the democratic branch of 
the National Government, the branch ehosen immediately 
by the people, as intended to þe a check on the federal 
branch, which latter is not an immediate: representation 
of the people of America, and is not chosen by them; 
-but is a representative of the sovereignty of the individual 
States and its members, delegated by the several State 
Legislatures; and if the State Legislatures (or, Mr. Presi- 
dent, their delegates here) are suifered to regulate conclu- 


sively the elections of the democratic branch, they mày, 


and|by such interference, first weaken, and at last. destroy, 


that check; they may at first diminish, and finally annihi- 
late, that control of the General Government which the 
people ought always ‘to have through their immediate re- 
presentatives.”” If, sir, the Senate resist the matured 
project of the House of Representatives; if thisbody will 
not abide by the selected number, nor by the process of 
their selection, nor their distribution among the respective 
members of ‘the confederacy, is there not at once a dan- 
gerous interference by the federative, against the popular 
principle? Do we not ‘at first weaken,” and may we not 
‘at last destroy,” the control which the people ought to 
exert over the Government through their. direct agents? 
If we assume to regulate this business arbitrarily now, 
although our work may not be unjust in principle or pro- 
duct, the time may come when the precedent will be 
invoked to justify a fatal retrenchment of the popular 


‘representation; when the doctrine of mere federation may 


struggle successfully against its antagonist, and deem it 
patriotic to reduce the power or the influence of the peo- 
ple, in legislation, to its minimum. I cannot, sir, be even 
remotely accessory to such aresult. 

The bill sent to us from the House comes recommended 
to our partiality by very strong considerations. Fhe 
rule of apportionment it prescribes was, in the first place, 
coeval with the formation ef our Government. it was 
enunciated by the earliest Congress after the adoption of 
the constitution—by men who had participated actively in 
all parts of the country, in discussing, approving,-amend- 
ing, and perfecting that invaluable instrument, and in 
adapting it carefully to the wishes and views of the Ame- 
rican people. This rule has been zepeated and enforced 
at every returning census, has been carried into practi- 
cal operation for forty years, and has been universally 
acquiesced in as abundantly impartial and equal. Sir, & 
do sincerely and solemnly desire to find something per- 
manent in our Government; and especially desire to find 
this quality of permanency and fixedness in.a rule on 
which depend the quantum and equality of popular re- 
presentation. Nor can | forbear to express my regret 
and surprise that an attempt to unsettle and overthrow 
what has been so long established and so universally con- 
formed to, should emanate from the precise quarter 
whence it does come. 

Sir, the rule of the bill was not only settled fong ago, 
but it was reflectingly settled by our best and wisest 
statesmen. General Washington deliberated much: he 
deliberated in association with Jefferson and Hamilton; 
and their joint, and laborious, and enlightened, and pure 
deliberations terminated in the formal adoption of a pro- 
cess, as the only constitutional one which has eve? since 
been applied to apportionment. Metaphysical refine- 
ments cannot give usa safer or sounder rule than the one 
furnished by such men, under such circumstances, for 
the practical conduct of our institutions. Iam unwilling 
to abandon their rule, unless conclusively satisfied, not 
merely that it is not in itself perfect--for perfection I an- 
ticipate from no human effort--but unless conclusively 
satisfied that it is positively unconstitutional, or vicious in 
tendency. 

Another recommendation in the bill, Mr. President, is 
powerful with me. Its rule has become familiar to, and 
is clearly understood by, the great mass of the people. 
Its application, its results, itsimperfections, are all known 
and appreciated.. Now, sir, I am not averse to wise and 
salutary innovations, suggested merely by learned and 
ingenious men: no doubt our system may be gradually 
improved by them; but there are some subjects on which 
I can sanction no change which is not preceded by the 
expression of popular sentiment. If the American peo- 
ple. have for forty years witnessed the operation of the 
rule of apportionment once more adopted by their direct 
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representatives; if, as I believe, they fully compreliend 
its character and effect; and if, as we all know, they have 
cheerfully and every where acquiesced in it—I t 
will not, agree to take from the people a rule with which 
they are thus content, merely to introduce another more 
scientific and plausible, devised. by a‘strong and ingeni- 

ous understanding. The subject is too deeply interesting 
to them; to the exercise of their legitimate control over 
the Government, -to their rights, their convenience, and 
their power. When they ask a rule different from the one 
upon which they have acted, then, and not till then, shall 
I feel disposed to prescribe it, j 

What, sir, is the rule of apportionment incorporated in 
the hill? Tomy mind, it is a practical construction of the 
constitutional phrase * apportion.” 
people which shall constitute a constituency, and then al- 
Jot to each State one representative as often as its popula- 
tion contains that number‘or constituency. In other, and 
more common language, determine your ratio, and apply 
it to the respective States. The word ‘‘ratio” is assailed, 
butit was used, and used with this meaning, on this very 
subject, in almost every State convention to which the 
constitution was submitted for approval. It is the ‘‘one 
common divisor” deemed essential by Washington, in his 
message to Congress of 1792. The fixing upon this con- 
stituency, this ratio, this common divisor, is the first dé- 
finitive legislative act in providing for the apportionment 
of representatives. ‘The structure of every law upon the 
subject attests this. The number of the representative 
body is a result, rather than a basis, of the proccss; and 
hence, heretofore, that number has never been expressly 
mentioned in the acts of Congress. ` 

But, sir, we are told that this rule eventuates in frac- 
tions, or remainders, or residuums! X deny their exist- 
ence. ‘Thé constitution recognises nothing less than a 
constituency fora distinct representation. . Any number 
of people less than the agreed constituency is, quoad hoe, 
nothing. Tractions cannot be legally known to exist. 
They are nonentities—analogous, perhaps, in some de- 
gree, to an association of individuals, not yet entitled to 
recognition or lawful powers by an incorporating charter. 
Not, sir, that these ideal fractions are unrepresented in 
your Government—every individual citizen in the whole 
country is now, and always has been, fairly representedin 
the popular branch of Congress. Any one State may 
have more or less representatives—may have seven, or 
six, or five; but have what number she may, that num- 
ber will fully represent.all her population. 

I am attached, then, Mr. President, to the rule of the 
bill. on account of its venerable age, on account of its pa- 
ternity, and onaccount of its simplicity. And in relation 
to the last characteristic by which my preference is ex- 
cited, I beg leave to adopt the principle of Mr. Jefferson, 
when he says thus: Laws ought to be made for men 
of ordinary understanding, and should therefore be con- 
strued by the ordinary rules of common sense, Their 
meaning ought not to be sought for in metaphysical sub- 
tieties, which may make any thing mean every thing or 
nothing, at pleasure.” ‘The old rule invokes for its com- 
prehension nothing more than sound common sense; that 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, however plausible, 
profound, or scientific, has exacted from his industry and 
skillvery many calculations and many more explanations, 
before it could be understood by those whom I address, 
and will certainly never be embraced by the ordinary 
understanding of the great mass of our fellow-citizens. 

The objection to any longer adherence ‘to the esta- 
blished rule of apportionment is, simply, as I understand 
the argument, sir, that it is unconstitutional, because, 
first, it works inequality, and, secondly, it does not * ap- 

ortion representatives among the several States accord- 
ing to their respective numbers.” 
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Applying it to 
unequal and: unequally varying numbers, ‘the results are 
These results, however, are _ 
f the rule, but of the circumstances 


Does the rule itself work inequality? 


which accompany the objects to which it is applied, and 


by which. the fairness and equality of the rule are con- 


trolled and affected. It neither increases nor. diminishes 
those supposititious creatures denominated fractions. All 
the constituencies of the rule itself.are perfectly equal; 
and in this respect it is preferable far. to: the substitute 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts, by which 
unequal constituencies are to be equally represented. ` 

It is not pretended that the rule is perfect in its effects 
—hll agree that. such a rule. is undiscoverable; but it is 
it is confidently believed, that its results 
are, and will be, in no degree, more unequal, more unfair, 
as regards the distribution ‘of political power among the 
several States, than the one proffered in its. place, or any 
other that can be devised. It was urged vehemently and 
persuasively that the old rule had worked injuriously to 
the smaller States; and much ingenuity was expended to 
make this manifest by combining and” shifting and inter- 
locking what are termed fractions. I put against this 
theoretic notion the positive and incontrovertible lan- 
guage of experience; and-I ascertain it thus: Take five of 
the large States, and five of the small States, and let us 
see what has been the aggregate of the fractions of each 
class of States, at the period of each apportionment; by 
adding up these aggregates, we shall have the amounts of 
fractions which fell, throughout the forty years past, upon 
the five large and five small States respectively, and the 
difference will enable us to determine whether, by frac- 
tions, the larger or smaller States haye suffered :most. 
The following is the result: l 


1790, Virginia, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, North Caro- 
lina, and New York, had an aggregate of. frac- 
tions - - - 48,583 
1800 do do do 101,660 
1810. do do do 50,442 
1820 do do do 73,635 
1830 do do do 102,483 
: - 376,803 
1790 Rhode Island, Vermont, New ; 
Hampshire, Delaware, and 
Georgia, had an aggregate of 59,178 
1800 do do do 79,909 
1810 do do do 20,593. 
1820 do do do 75,079 
1830 do ‘do do 103,108 
2 333,775 
Difference against the large States, 43,028. 


Whatever, then, sir, may be the apparent injury in- 
flicted at any one period upon the smaller States, the ope- 
ration of the existing rule of apportionment has, upon the 
whole, throughout the entire term of its trial, been ad- 
vantageous to them, and comparatively injurious to the 
large States. i 

Let us, however, see whether the projectof the amend- 
ment be exempt from the imputation of a.tendency to in- 
equality or disproportion. The question is easily solved 
by the favorite rule of three. The amendment, as carried. 
out in the calculations of the select committee, awards to 
the State of Delaware two representatives, and to the 
State of Missouri three. If Delaware, in the first place, 
be allowed two members for a population of seventy-five 
thousand four hundred and. thirty-two, what number of 
members should be allowed to other States for their 
population respectively? An answer to this inquiry will 
at once ascertain the equality or fairness of the amend- 
ment. I give it thus: i 
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i i k Shaky She ee mind, it does apportion with peculiar directness and sim- 

1. New York for~.1,918,555 30°. “gg {plicity. It “assigns,” or “< allots” to each State one re- 
2: Pennsylvania 1,348,072 35 27 ~ — - |presetitative for every constituency, ratio, or common 
S. Virginia © 1,023,503 97 21 divisor, its population may include. So many constitu- 
Ae Ohio 935,882 M 19 encies, so many representatives. This, however, is thought 
4. North Carolina . 639.747 17 13 too regardless of fractions; the spirit of the constitution, 
6. Kentucky. ~ -621,832 16 13 as distinguished from its mere words, is invoked, and the 
7, Tennessee 625,263 16 13 — +|new process is. represented as more compatible with 
- 8. Massachusetts 610,407 -16 13 that spirit than`is the old one.. The constitution, then, 
9. South Carolina 455,025 12 9 means what it doesnot express; or, at all events, an explana- 
10. Georgia 429,811 11 9 (tory phrase is ingeniously .superadded to its provisions to 
11. Maryland 405,843 10 -8 leke out a meaning. not otherwise perceptible. This 
12. Maine -899,435 10 g liberal mode of treating that sacred charter will hardly be 
013. Indiana 343,030 9 7 agreeable to all whom I address; it cannot suit those who 
14. New Jersey 319,922 8 6 object. to free and broad constructions; it certainly pur- 
15. Connecticut 297.664 7 6 ports to.be.as latitudinarian as any treatment ever hereto- 
16. Vermont 280,657 7 6 fore bestowed upon any of its clauses. First, we are told, 
17. New Hampshire ‘269,326 7 6 that “to apportion the representatives,” &c. means to 
18. Alabatna 262,508 6 5 apportion them ‘‘as near as may hea qualifying phrase, 
19. Louisiana 171,904 A 3 totally destructive of the absolute and imperative charac- 
20. Yinois ` 157.147 4 3 ter of the constitutional rule, leaving much, if not every 
R , : a = thing, to discretion and varying opinion, and wholly incon- 
296 234 sistent with the entirety of a constituency. [can find no 

234 such words, Mr. President, in the constitution itself, and 

A I do not think them necessary to a full and perfect com- 

62 prehension, or rather expression, of a distinct meaning. I 


PAEA k : cannot, therefore, consent to engraft them. 
Thus it is conclusively shown, that if Delaware be en-| Again: the amendment exacts, as the primary term of its 


titled to two representatives: of her population, the other | process of calculation, the aggregate population of all th 
‘ i f 5 , e 
enumerated Statesare entitled to two hundred and ninety- Erates, Does this form any nae P ferentally or otherwise, 
Six, in ne proportions I have mentioned. But the amend-|by implication or otherwise, of the constitutional direction? 
pee in fact, allaws to these twenty States only two hun- |]f isa palpable feature of that consolidation which the instru- 
red and thirty-four members; and the rule thus obviously | ment repudiatesin every article. This solid popular mass is 
works to their injury, leading to a loss by them, when com-| unknown, unrecognised, by the true principles of the confe- 
pared with Delaware, of no less than sixty-two members! | deracy. It could never have been within the contemplation 
‘Take again, sir, for further illustration, the case of | of those by whom the Union was formed: and that it is recur- 
Missouri. — If the amendment allows her three members | red to, in furtherance of the amendment, is a fresh proof to 
for a population of one hundred and thirty thousand four | my mind that the amendment itself cannot be reconciled 
hundred and-nineteen, what number of members should | with the constitution. And, again, sir: why is the second 
be allowed to oe other States, according to their respect- | term of the calculation, by which alone the results of the 
ive population! - amendment can be produced, stated to be the agreed 
f Would be entitled to Sheis alowed only [number of the representative body? I have already ad- 


1. New York 44 - 39 verted to the fact that the number of the House is a re- 
2. Pennsylvania 31 ~ 27 sult merely of prior data; that it isthe consequence óf 
3. Virginia 23 - 21 your own calculation; thatit is not a basis for any process, 
4. Ohio 21 - 19 and is never expressed in any act as a legislative choice. 
5. North Carolina 14 - 13 All these devices, and interpolations, and fictions, are un- 
6. Kentucky 14 - 13 necessary to the bill, and inconsistent with the constitution: 
7. Tennessee 14 ~ 13 they are essential, however, to the being and movement 
8. Massachusetts 14 - 13 of the amendment: hence I infer that this novel project 

9. South Carolina 10 - 9 ought to be discountenanced. 
10. Maryland 9 - 8 In conclusion, Mr. President, I must confess myself not 
Al. Maine 9 - 8 satisfied with the effort which has been made to reconcile 
12, New Jersey 7 - 6 the amendment (by which a representative is accorded to 
13. Alabama : 6 - 5 every fraction which exceedsa moiety of the ratio, 47,700) 
E ma o . S to that clause of the constitution wherein it is declared 
216 194 that “the number of representatives shall not exceed 

194, 


one for every thirty thousand.” I believe that ‘* thirty 
== thousand” was designed to indicate the minimum consti- 
22 ; tuency—and yet the amendment will make constituencies 
And thus it appears that the rule of the amendment |by the wholesale, each of which will be less than 25,000. 
which gives to Missouri three members, instead of allow- |Nor, sir, is it a reply at all satisfactory to this suggestion, 
ing to the thirteen, other States enumerated ‘their pro- jthat, notwithstanding these inadequate or inferior constitu- 
portionate numbers, in fact, relatively injures them to the jencies, the number of representatives in each State will 
extent of twenty-two representatives! : not exceed one for every thirty thousand. ‘he uncon- 
These illustrations, sir, might be carried much further. |stitutional result is merely concealed, not avoided or even 
They are enough, however, to prove that the amendment jevaded. After applying the ratio of 47,700 to the popu- 
is no better than the original bill, on the score of equality lation ofeach State, so much of that population as is made 
and proportion. I do not wish to establish more. —— - toyield representatives is definitively disposed of : it is, as 
But it is urged that the bill is unconstitutional, because, jrespects the process of apportionment, as it were, out of 
in the next place, it does not, as the instrument expressly |the State: and the residue, or fraction, now the only po- 
directs, “apportion representatives among the several /pulation, if less than 30,000, cannot be allowed any con- 
States according to their respective numbers.” ‘To my |stituent power whatever. A double ratio, at war with 
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‘Washington’s ‘fone common divisor,” may be called for 
by the system of fractional representation, but does not 
_conform to- the simplicity, directness, and trae import: of 
the constitution. : F EAE 
These remarks, it will be perceived, Mr. President, 
have been dictated by no anziety as to the quantum of re- 
presentation which might fall to the share of Pennsylvania. 
She .cannot be presumed much alive to the question 
whether she shall have one more, or one less, in her dele- 
gation to the other branch of the Legislature. But Sena- 
tors will recollect that her people are steadily struggling, 
in their own peculiar waymark, sir, in their own pecu- 
liar way—to preserve the established institutions, princi- 
ples, and systems of the country. I regard the mode of 
apportionment introduced under the auspices of Wash- 
ington and Jefferson, forty years ago, and uniformly ac- 
quiesced in by the whole American people, as a matter 
fairly embraced within the great policy of stability, order, 
and permanent government, for which my native State has 
contended, is contending, and always will contend. 
Mr. CLAYTON, of Delaware, next rose. Although, 


said he, I came here this day without any. expectation of 


being involved in a debate on this bill, yet I make no apolo- 
gy to the Senate for insufficient preparation to discuss it. 
At every stage through which it has yet advanced, I have 
jealously watched its progress. Under a deep and abid- 
ing sense of the wrongs which it proposes to inflict upon 
the people of the State which I have the honor, in part, 
to represent, I have stéadily resisted it, as it has advanced 
from day to day; and, having succeeded, by a motion to 
recommit it, in arresting its progress, until a report against 
it has been made, I now believe the vote upon its passage 
in this body will exhibitto our country one of the most sig- 
nal triumphs of reason over that blind devotion to prece- 
dent, which has marked most of tho acts distributing 
political power among the States, since the origin of this 
Government. 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. Dat- 
148,] who has just taken his seat, informed us that this was 
not a question which could be satisfactorily adjusted by a 
recurrence to minute details. He seemed to consider 
that injustice was not to be regarded, provided it arose 
from inattention to minor interests in this country; and, 
although he afterwards found it necessary to repudiate the 
doctrine of the report of the committee, which, while it 
admits that some inequality, under any rule of apportion- 
ment, must always exist, still claims it as a necessary impli- 
cation from the language of the constitution, that repre- 
sentatives shall be apportioned among the several States 
‘fas near as may be” according to their representative 
population; yet in the outset he told us that exact mathe- 
matical justice could never be attained, and that it was in 
vain to search after it, by recurring to minute calculations. 
On the other hand, while I agree with that part of his ar- 
gument which is suicidal to another branch of it, because 
it really interpolates in the constitution the words ‘*as near 
as may be,” to which he afterwards objected--while, I say, 
1 agree with so much of his remarks as informed us, in 
substance, that the only way to apportion representatives 
among the States was that which approximated most near- 
ly to perfect justice, I by no means concur with him, that, 
to attain this most desirable result, we must either over- 
look minor interests, or refuse to recur to the most minute 
details. There can be no accurate reasoning on this or 
any other mathematical proposition, without recurring to 
minute details. There can be no satisfactory adjustment 
of the questions before us, without it. The bill and the 
amendment to it are conflicting propositions, differently 
distributing political power among the States, founded on 
different bases, proceeding on differént modes of mathe- 
matical calculation, each claiming to divide the represen- 
tation of the people as near as may be according to exact 
justice, but neither pretending to avoid all inequality, or 


to apportion according to numbers precisely. ‘The: only 
questions ought 
est to exact right? or what plan can be devised that will: 
form the best possible approximation toan apportionment 
among the several States, according to the respective federa- 
tive population-of each? These questions affect deeply the 
rights 
the very 


to be, which of the two approaches near- 


of the citizen—they involve considerations going to 
dearest interests and privileges of every freeman 
in the whole country; and, so far from agreeing with the. 
honorable gentleman to overlook minute details in the de- 
cision-of such a-question, I hold this.to be a subject in re- 
gard to which it is the duty of every member to cayil with 
him-on the.** ninth part of a hair.” l E 
1 except, no less decidedly, to another position taken 
by the honorable member, in the course of his interesting 
argument to-day. He would always permit the House 
of Representatives to organize themselves, so long: as he 
might think their organization not absolutely unconstitu- 
tional. He likes the bill on account of its paternity, and 
seeks for no reason to account for the mode of forming,” 
for ten years to come, one of the most sacred institutions: 
of our country, but the will of those who proposed this 
measure. Sfat pro- ratione. voluntas. In his view, their 
pleasure should be our law, so long as they do not violate 
the very charter under which they hold their seats. He 
will agree to go with us into the argument no further than 
the question of unconstitutionality is involved in it; and, 
having determined that (with great deference, let me tell 
him) by the aid of some most lame and impotent conclu- 
sions in favor of the bill, the number of the House, its 
basis, and its whole structure, are matters, he thinks, with 
which we have nothing to do. Why not? Because, says he, if 
we should refuse to adopt the plans proposed by the popu- ~ 
lar branch, it would ultimately give the Senate an uncon- 
stitutional restraint over the House. To sustain himself 
in this strange opinion, the honorable member read to us 
an extract from the speech of George Cabot, delivered in 
1788, in the convention of Massachusetts, on the fourth 
section of the first article of the constitution, that ‘tif the 
State Legislatures are suffered to regulate conclusively the 
elections of the democratic branch of Congress, they may, 
by such an interference, first weaken, and at last destroy, 
the check of the democratic on the federative branch——they 
may at first diminish, and finally annihilate, that control. 
of the General Government which the people ought al- 
ways to have, through their immediate representatives. 
As one of the people, therefore, I repeat, that, inmy mind, 
the fourth section is to be as highly prized as any in the 
constitution.” Now, be it observed that the. fourth sec- 
tion. which Mr. Cabot was here considering, is this: *¢ The 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Sena- 
tors and Representatives, shall be prescribed, in each State, 
by the Legislature thereof; but the Congress may, at any 
time, by law, make or alter such regulations, except as to 
the places of choosing Senators.” This section, giving 
Congress the power to alter the State laws prescribing the 
time, places, and manner of holding elections for repre- 
sentatives, Mr. Cabot said he prized as highly as any part 
of the constitution, because the House was to form a check 
upon, and a control over, the Senate, which represented 
the sovereignty of the individual States, and the members 
of which were delegated by the,State Legislatures. With- 
out this clause, he apprehended that the State Legislatures 
(not the Senators here) might pass laws ‘regulating con- 
clusively the elections of representatives,” first to weaken, 
and at last to destroy, that check—at first to diminish, and 
at last to annihilate, that control. Mr. Cabot did not ap- 
prehend: danger from the Senate, but the State Legisla- 
tures. He saw that the power of making laws to regulate 
the elections was transferred to the State Legislatures, sub- 


ject to the control of Congress, and not to the Senate. He 


therefore said not a word about the right of the Senate to . 
check any legislation of the House. Nothing was further 
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from his thoughts than’ to restrain the Senate in the exer- 
cise of this constitutional duty, though the honorable Se- 
nator’.so, interprets. his language. Mr. Cabot’s fears of 
unjust restraint were not from the Senate, when passing 
apportionment laws, but from-the State Legislatures, when 
passing election laws: yet, notwithstanding this.his plain 
language and sole allusion, the honorable member dedu- 
ces from Mr. Cabot the doctrine that, if the Senate throw 
any sort of embarrassment in the way in which the House 
shall select the sources from which it draws itsown mem- 
bers, it does weaken and destroy the democratic branch of 
the National Legislature. Is this logical reasoning? Is it 
not an evident misapprehension of the true meaning of the 
single member of- that convention, to whose views the 
gentleman.has referred us? Is the position sound, were it 
even sustained by the whole of that convention, that the 
House alone shall select the sources from which it draws 
its own. members? The Senate constitutes the only barrier 
for the protection of the rights of the States; and if, by 
such doctrine, that barrier be beaten down, how are the 
least populous to protect themselves against the encroach- 
ments of: the larger States, upon the constitutional right 
of representation guarantied to the smaller? The princi- 
ple of the bill sent us from the House, as I will by and by 
- show, always has given (and, I might add, if it be persist- 
` ed in, always will give) the larger States the advantage 
in representation, by throwing the oppressive fractions, 
for which no representative is allowed, on the smaller 
members of the Union. . 

Ina former debate here on this bill, the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] admitted. this, but told us 
that it was inevitable—because, said he, those who have 
the trumps will always win the tricks. LIreplied then, and 
Lrepeat now, that, by our rule, there can be no tricks to 

be taken; that justice could be so done by the amendment, 
as to remove the temptation, on the part either of small 
or large States, to make or to take tricks; and that, ifnow 
the principal ‘States in the House should combine to op- 
press the smaller, by adhering toàn unjust rule; it would 
e not sọ much the subject: of complaint with us, that 
those who had the trumps had got the tricks, as that they 
had first stocked the cards to get the trumps. Pursuing 
the same train of thought, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Marcy] told us that, for our losses in the House, we 
were compensated by an equal representation in the Se- 
nate; and he considered this equality of representation 
here as ‘‘a dispensation of Providence,” to which the 
larger States had, in pure christian resignation, submitted. 
We told him that this sore affliction to him, and others 
here, must be borne, asa dispensation of justice, and a 
compliance with the bond which our forefathers signed 
with theirs—that, at the formation of the constitution, one 
of the delegates from Delaware (Mr. Bradford) had an- 
nounced this asa sine gua non, without which. there could 
be no Union, and had declared that, sooner than give up 
the federative principle, by doing which we should be 
made your ‘hewers of wood and drawers of water,” un- 
der one grand consolidated Government, the smaller States 
would seek a foreign alliance. Knowing these things at 
that time, you signed the bond with us, and you cannot 
now pretend that you did not understand it. : 

The doctrines advanced to deprive us of equal demo- 
cratic representation in the House, because we are equally 
represented in our sovereign capacities, as independent 
States, on this floor, is at war with the whole spirit of the 
constitution, is the very principle of consolidation in its 

. most odious aspect, was never acceded to at any period of 
our national existence by any of the States, and was not ad- 
vanced after it was once answered by any gentleman who 
has entered into this discussion. But I now advert to it, 
because it proceeded upon the admission of the inequality 
of representation between the States, which is always 
produced by the operation-of the principle in the bill. 


It has not been denied that such apportionments are too 
often the résults of the combination of some of the larger 
States to’secure to themselves the greatest possible share 
of political power in the House, which is easily effected. 
by fixing upon an arbitrary ratio, bearing no proportion 
to the number of membersin the House. It cannot be 
denied that. sifnilar results may always be expected, should 
this rule continue in operation. Why, then, should that 
House alone ‘select the sources from which it is to draw 
its own representation??? and why should the intervention 
of the Senators here, in behalf of the smaller States, and 
in just defence of the equal rights of all, be denounced as 
« destroying the democratic branch,” by the very act of 
exercising the salutary restraint upon legislation, which 
the constitution has imposed upon us asa duty? In the 
other House, Delaware, Vermont, and Missouri have in 
all but seven members, and the bill from that House has, 
as I propose to prove, deprived each of them of one re- 
presentative, transferring two of their representatives to` 
Pennsylvania and New York. Is that House, in which 
New York and Pennsylvania have sixty representatives, to 
decide upon the question, the only tribunal to which they 
can appeal for redress of this injury, if it has been inflict- 
ed? Suppose, to carry out the idea of allowing the House 
the exclusive right of selecting the sources from which its 
members shall be drawn, that a bill should pass there, dis- 
franchising the people of those three States, and denying 
them any representation, under the pretence of rebellion, 
refusal to pay taxes, or to obey the Jaws: no man will 
pretend that their Senators should keep silence, and suf- 
fer the bill to pass here, lest they shouldimproperly weak- 
en or destroy the democratic check upon this body. On 
the contrary, I apprehend no man would more promptly 
come to their assistance in such a case, than the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania himself. The honorable gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Tazewstt,] if I understood him, on 
a former occasion, carried the doctrine to the same length. 
He insisted that the Senate should not dictate to the House, 
nor alter the aggregate number of representatives fixed 
by the House, because, said he, they are the best judges 
of their own convenience, which ought certainly to be con- 
sulted by us, with great respect for them. He even told 
us, in effect, that the large States always would control 
this question as to the number of members. It has been 
asserted, too, that in no case should the Senate alter the 
number of representatives proposed by the House, be- 
cause such an alteration would be unparliamentary and 
unusual; and although, on a former occasion, I met this ob- 
jection by reasoning which f do not now purpose to re- 
peat, yet I must recall the attention of the Senate to the 
records of Congress, which I then exhibited, to prove that 
the Senate has, at least, in one of the four apportionments 
which have been made, changed not only the number 
of the House, but even the ratio proposed by the House. 

On the 2d day of December, 1811, in this body, Mr. 
Bayard moved to strike out the ratio of 37, ,000, as fixed 
by the bill from the House of Representatives, and it was 
determined in the affirmative--yeas 18, nays 16. Mr. 
Smith, of Maryland, moved to insert 40,000, in lieu of the 
number stricken out, which motion was negatived—yeas 
13, nays 21. Mr. Bayard then moved to insert 35,000 in 
the blank of the bill, and it was determined in the affir- 
mative—yeas 22, nays 12. Yeas.~-Messrs. Bayard, Brad- 
ley, Brent, Crawford, Cutts, Dana, Gorman, Giles, Gil- 
man, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Leib, 
Lloyd, Reed, Robinson, Smith, of Maryland, Smith, of 
New York, Tait, Varnum. Nays.—Messrs. Anderson, 
Bibb, Campbell, of Ohio, Campbell, of Tennessee, Con- 
dict, Franklin, Gaillard, Lambert, Pope, Taylor, Turner, 
Worthington. The effect of the Senate’s amendment, 
then, was to change the ratio from 37,000 to 35,000, and 
to increase the whole number of representatives eleven 
members——that is, from 170 to 181 members. å 
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The bill, as thus amended, passed the Senate on the 3d 
of December. -On-the 5th, the vote in the House on this’ 
amendment stood—yeas 65, nays 64. The Speaker vot- 


ing in the negative, the motion to concur was lost. A Mississippi, 
conference was then ordered, and Messrs. Randolph, Las} - oe 


cock, and Condict were appointed managers on the part 
of the House. On the 6th of December, the Senate in- 

_ sisted on their amendment—yeas 21, nays 13. ` A confer-. 
ence was agreed to, and Messrs. Bayard, Leib, and Var- 
num were appointed managers on the. part of the Senate. 
On the 10th December, Mr. Bayard reported that the ma- 
nagers could not agree, and recommended that the Senate 
adhere to their amendment. On the 11th December, the 
Senate determined to adhere—yeas 18, nays.16. In the 
House, after an unsuccessful effort on the part of Mr. Ran- 
dolph to prevail on it to adhere to its former vote, the 
amendment was carried, and the bill, thus adding eleven 
members to the number of representatives, was passed by 
Congress, and approved by the President. It appears, 
therefore, that we have precedent in point for the in- 
crease of the number from 240 to 251; and although 
that number does not form, as the gentleman from Virgi- 
nia supposed, my exact beau ideal of the number to con- 
stitute a House, yet it is free from all the strong objec- 
tions which exist against the number 240. Entertaining 
as much respect for my fellow-laborers in the other branch 
of Congress as man can, still I insist that the argument of 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, which denies 
to this Senate the power to check the legislation of the 
co-ordinate branch on this subject, would prostrate its au- 
thority, is repugnant to the rights of the States represent- 
ed here, might lead to an effectual and most dangerous 
consolidation of the Government, and is unwarranted by 
the past usages of Congress. Repudiating and protesting 
against it, as wholly inconsistent with my duty asone of the 
representatives of a State whose citizens, by the iniqui- 
tous-operation of the principle of the bill, ab urbe condita, 
have not been so fully represented in the other branch of 
the National Legislature as the very slaves of Georgia, 1 
proceed, in further answer to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, to demonstrate the injustice and unconstitution- 
ality of this bill, as well as the propriety and necessity of 
adopting this amendment. 

‘The bill assumes the number of the House to be 240, 
and at the same time arbitrarily assumes the ratio of re- 
presentation to be 47,700. ‘There is no proportion be- 
tween the two numbers, either when compared with the 
aggregate federal population of the Union, cr with the 
respective federal numbers of the several States. It is 
therefore unequal and unjust in its operation.. It neither 
apportions representation among the several States, ac- 
cording to exact mathematical justice, nor according to 
the only ‘practical rule of distributing it by the nearest ap- 
proxitation to exact justice. It is therefore unconstitu- 
tional. 

Take the ratio in the bill if you desire to yield to the 
wishes of the House on that subject. State the propor- 
tion—as 47,700, the number established in the bill to form 
a constituency for each member, is to one representative, 
so is each State’s share of federal population to its share 
of the House, This gives the following results:. 


Statement, showing the number of representatives, under 


the fifth census, of the several States, at the ratio of 
47,700 : 


i No. Fraction. No. Fraction, 
Maine, _ 8 -17,833 Pennsylvania, 28 12,472 
N. Hampshire, 5  30,826* Delaware, 1. 27,732* 
Massachusetts, 12  38,007* Maryland, 8. 24,243% 
Rhode Island, 2 ` 1,799 Virginia, 21 21,803 
Connecticut, 6 11,465 - N: Carolina, 13 19,647 
Vermont, 5 42,147* S. Carolina, 9 ` 25,725* 
New York, 40 5,101 Georgia, 9 511 
New Jersey, 6 53,722* Kentucky, 13 1,732 
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Tennessee, 13 5,163 Illinois, 3- 14,047 
Ohio, | -19 29,582* . Louisiana, 3. . 28,8044 
Indiana, +7 9,130: Missouri, 2. 35,019* 
2° 14,958 Alabama, 5. 24,008* 
l oath 475,478 


pop -< * Fractions above a- moiety. a k 

Here, then; are eleven States. with fractions above one- 
half the ratio. - Are those States fepresented by the’ bill 
according to their exact mathematical right?’ Are. they 
so represented. as to approximate as near as-may be: to 
their exact share of the House? +0 c ; 

On obvious principles, it would seem that the nearest 
approach to justice, which can be made, is to give to each 
of those which have remainders exceeding half the ratio: 
an additional member. But it is objected, this would make 
the House consist of 251 members, instead of 240, the 
number proposed by the bill.. ` f 

Then the question recurs, why should the number of 
the House be 240, rather than 251, when the ratio is 47,700? 
The aggregate. population of the whole Union in federal 
numbers is estimated at.11,928,731. Ifto ascertain what 
number of people each member in a House of 240 should 
represent, we state the proportion~as 240 representa- 
tives are to 1, so is 11,928,731 to 49,700--we find that 
the ratio assumed by the House is 2,000 below the true 
ratio of representation, or the number of people who 
should form a constituency for each member. So, if to 
ascertain what number of members the House should con- 
sist of when the ratio is fixed at 47,700, we state the pro- 
portion, as 47,700 is to 1, so is 11,928,731 to 250 Sis, 
we find that the number of the House assumed by the 
bill is more than ten and not quite eleven members below 
the true number which that ratio requires.. Some States , 
then have lost those members.’ Which of the States are 
entitled to them? Does that nearest possible approxima- 
tion to exact right, which we all agree. the spirit of the 
constitution requires, demand of us to give those members 
(which the unjust fule established by the bill has taken 
away from the House) to the States having remainders 
above half the ratio, or to the thirteen States having remain- 
ders under it? All the remainders, added together, make 
475,478—of these, 338,700 belong to eleven States, 
which complain that you have deprived them of represen- 
tatives by diminishing the number of the House eleven 
members below that number which bears a’nearer propor- 
tion to the assumed ratio than 240. -The remainders of 
the other thirteen States, added together, make only 
136,738. The eleven then have the best claim to. these 
members. But the bill gives those members to none of 
the States. Is it more equitable to refuse them to all, or 
to give them to those who can show the best title to them? 
Conscious of their want of all claim to them, most of the 
thirteen States answer, let none of us have them--destroy 
them! The other eleven States, clinging to them as the 
true mother to her offspring, deprecate their destruction, 
and demand them from your justice. : > 

But the House of 240 members bears no just proportion 
to the ratio of 47,700, when compared not only with the 
aggregate population of the Union, but with the separate 
population of the several States. z E 
To prove this, I will here meet that part of the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in which he 
undertook to exhibit the inequality of the amendment, by 
the examples of the States of Pennsylvania ‘and Delaware, 
and of New York and Delaware. If, says he, Delaware 
be allowed two members, (as she will be, if the House 
consists of 251 members,) then Pennsylvania ought to 
have 35; but the amendment, when the House is 251, 
gives Pennsylvania but 28. So, he argues the inequality 
produced by ouramendment, between Delaware and Penn- 
sylvania; is the difference between 28 and 35, or seven 
representatives. But the gentleman looked only at one 
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-side of the picture.. -Reverse it, and give Delaware but 


one; as the bill he advocates‘does, and then Pennsylvania |- 


is entitled to but 17! Bévause 75,432, the federative po- 


pulation of Delaware, is to--1,°as. 1,348,072, the federa-| - 


tive population of Pennsylvania, is to 17. Therefore the 
inequality: produéed_by the bill which makes the House 
‘240, and gives Pennsylvania 28, while it gives Delaware 
but 1, isthe difference between 17 and 28, or'11 repre- 
sentatives.: The inequality produced by the bill, therefore, 
unfortunately for the gentleman’s argument, is greater than 
that produced by the amendment: in the case stated, by 
the exact difference between eleven representatives and 
seven representatives. In other words, the amendment 
approaches nearer-to the exact mathematical rights of 
each of these States, (which never can be exactly adjust- 
ed, because of the necessity of comparing each of them 
with the other States,) by four times the whole represen- 
tation now allowed to Delaware. < 

The gentleman’s other reference to. New York and De- 
laware.is equally unfortunate for him, and equally illus- 
trates the superior justice of the amendment. He urged 
upon us the complaint, that if Delaware be allowed two 
representatives, New York should have fifty-—because, 
-said he, as 75,432 is to 2, so is 1,918,553 (the federative 


population of New York) to 50. But to the other side of} Penn’a, 


the question, he forbore to look. Didit occur to him that 
by the same rule, if Delaware be allowed but one, New 
York should have but 25? Such is the mathematical truth. 
Yet the bill. gives New York forty—that is, fifteen more 
than she should have when Delaware has but one, ‘while 
the amendment only gives her ten less than she should 
have, when Delaware has two. 
by the bill, in the case stated, is therefore greater than 
that effected by the amendment, by five times the whole 
representation allowed to the people of the State of Dela- 
ware. Now these are but a few of the ‘* minute details” 
to which the gentleman referred; but in this very case the 
people of. New York, who desire no injustice against us, 
I trust would acknowledge the right of a citizen of Dela- 
ware to complain that the oppression of the bill on him 
was such, that-by its operation the vote of the representa- 
tive of 75,432 people in Delaware is neutralized by the 
representative of any 47,827 people in New York!! Does 
not the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself perceive that, 
by the bill he advocates, a representative is allowed to 
every 48,133 of the population of his own State, while we 
are allowed but onë for 75,432 people in mine? 

Keeping steadily in view the main point to be decided, 
whether the number of the House should be confined to 
240. members, while the ratio is 47,700, I wil] request the 
gentleman to compare by his own rule the claim of Dela- 
ware to two members with that of any other State in the 
Union which. shall- stand up here and say she ought to 
have but one. If Delaware should have but one, Virginia 
should have but. thirteen—that is, eight Jess than the num- 


The inequality produced |. 
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Wlinois, 2, == L less. “Missouri, 1, 1 less. 

; ` a 147 92 less. 

Add ‘one for Delaware, i ` 

148 

s 92 less than the 
number given by the bill for the House. ai 
$ 40 


Here, then, is the inequality produced by the bill. Let 
us now see the statement which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania said would show the ‘‘ monstrous inequality” of 
the amendment: 

If, says he, Delaware have ‘two, then 
Maine should have 10, thatis North Carolina, 16, that is 

2 more than is given her 3 more. 


by the amendment. ` *S. Carolina, 12, 4 2 « 
*N. Hamp.-7, thatis 1 more. Georgia, a ne eae 
*Vermont; 7, * 1 ‘* *Alabama, 1, «0 
*Massa. 16, ** 3. <“ Mississippi, 2, “o0 
R. Island, 2, 0 *Louisiana, 4, “ 0 
Conn. 7, «© -1 6 Tennessee, 17, 4 “ 
N. York, 50, “ 10 “ Kentucky, 17,44 * 
*N. Jersey, 8, “ 1 * «*Ohio, 24, A 8 
35, “ 7 ** | Indiana, 9,662 6 
*Maryľd, 10, “ 1 “ Miinois, 4,61 “ 
Virginia, 27, “ 6 “ * Missouri, 3,60 -> 
304 55 
Add for Delaware, 2 
306 
55 more. 


251 the House, 
We see, then, that 55 (not 62, the number mentioned 
by the gentleman) is the number of representatives that 
should be added to the House of 251 if Delaware be en- 
titled to two, in order that she may have no more than her 
exactright. Butit has been shown that 92 is the number 
that should be taken from the House of 240 if Delaware 
be entitled to but one, in order that she may have no less 
than her exact right. The inequality effected by the bill 
is, therefore, greater than that ‘monstrous inequality” 
produced by the amendment, by the difference between 
92 and 55, that is, 37 representatives, or 37 times the 
whole representation allowed to the State by the bill. 
There are other States, to each of which gross injustice 
is done by the arbitrary assumption of a House of 240 
members, while the ratio stands at 47,700—for instance, 
Vermont, New Hampshire, New Jersey, Maryland, South 
Carolina, Ohio, Missouri, Louisiana, and Massachusetts. 
‘Take the population of each of these States in turn, and 
severally compare their rights with those of all the other 
States. It will be found, by the same process which the 


bër given by the bill, which allows but 240 members. - If} gentleman from Pennsylvania has apphed to Delaware, 


Delaware shall have two, as she will have if 251 members 
be allowed, Virginia should have 27—that is, six more than 
the number given by the amendment. 
the. following States should have the numbers I will men- 
tion, on the supposition that Delaware has but one: 


Maine 5, that is, 3 less than Virginia, . 13,thatis, 8 less. 


[her number in the bill. N. Carolina, 8, 5, 6 

` New Hampshire, 3, 2 less. S. Carolina, 6, 3 
Vermont, » 2 Georgia, 5, 4 s 

Massachusetts, 8, 4 ‘* Alabama, 3, 2 $e 

Rhode Island,- 1, 1 “ Mississippi, 1, I 

Connecticut, 3,.3 ** Louisiana, 2, pea 

New York, 25, 15 “* Tennessee, 8, ans 68 

Pennsylvania, 17, 11. “` Kentucky, 8, oe Ss 

‘New Jersey,.... 4,° 2 4“. Ohio, 12, i 
Maryland; ©: . 5,- 3... Indiana, 4, — 3“ 


that, by destroying the proportion between the ratio of 
47,700 and the number of the House, which is reduced 


And so each ofl to 240, much greater inequality is produced between the 


representation of each of those States, and that of every 
other State, than is effected by the amendment. Thus, if 
Vermont, with a population of 280,657, be entitled to 
only 5 members, (as she is, by reducing the House to 240, 
while the ratio stands at 47,700,) then New York should 
have but 34; yet the bill gives her 40. If, on the other 
hand, to demonstrate the degree of inequality produced 
by a House of 250, or 251, agreeably to the principles of 
the amendment, Vermont be allowed 6 members, then 
New York, with a population of 1,918,553, should have 
barely 41--and the amendment gives her 40. In this case, 
therefore, the inequality which is produced by a House cf 
only 240 members, while the ratio stands immoveable at 
47,700, is to the inequality produced by a House of 251 
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quently, the number of the House increased one or two 
members. Look at the operation of a House of 256, or 
246, or 241, to illustraté this. By the printed statements 
which are before us, it will be seen that the veriest 
leaviller could find no such objection to the rule, when 
applied to either of those numbers. The same is true of 
manyother numbers. But-if you say the ratio. shall be 
47,700 exactly, then you must have a number for the 
House above 250, and below 251; and, ‘as: you -cannot 
divide a representative, you must give some one State a 
little more, or a little less, than her exact mathematical 
right. Such is the situation of Alabama, when the House 
is 250, or 251. . But would any man, merely because he 
had. fixed a ratio which prevented him from doing her 
exact justice, refuse her arepresentative, to which, after 
the other ten, she is better entitled than any other State, 
or, cavilling on that isolated point, make an argument out 
of it, to overthrow the rights of the other ten, which are 
each clearly entitled to an additional representative? As 
a more beautiful illustration of the rule, I would prefer, 
in the outset, any one of the numbers 256, 246, or 241, 
to cither 240, or 251; but there is no valid objection to 
any number which may be demanded as the proper number 
of the House. 

But the objection is made, notwithstanding the manifest 
superiority of the amendment over the bill, in their re- 
spective approaches to perfect justice, that “fractions” 
are represented by the amendment. It is said that to re- 
present fractions is contrary to all former usage. If by 
this it be intended that the amendment proposes to give 
to any one State a representation which is not the nearest 
possible approximation to her exact mathematical right, 
whether that approximation is to be determined by re- 
ference to the aggregate population of all the States, or 
to the separate population of every State, we have already 
seen that the position has been disproved. If-by it any 
thing less than that position is intended, I answer, that itis 
of no value as an objection; because the constitution has 
prescribed no process to attain the results which it directs. 
Its language refers only to the end, and not to the particu- 
lar means by which that end is to be attained. ‘* Repre- 
sentatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the 
several States according to their respective numbers.” 
The object is apportionment according to numbers; and 
the numbers to be-used in the process are those of the 
respective States. The process in which they are to be 
employed, is not specified. Apportioning’.is any mode of 
distribution which will best do justice to all the States, 
whether by a fixed ratio of 47,700, or by a compound 
ratio of two, or twenty given numbers. The first aim 
should be: perfect justice. When that fails, (as it always 
will,) the next thing to it must be sought for, and it is 
perfectly immaterial by what rule it is to be had—whether 
with or without fractions. 

The constitution here speaks of representatives and 
direct taxes, codem fiatu; and although, as I have said, it 
prescribes no rule for the apportionment of either, yet it 
does direct an apportionment of both tobe made in some 
way, according to ‘the respective numbers of the States.” 
There never was an apportionment of direct taxes under 
this clause, which proceeded on that principle of discard- 
ing fractions which is contained in the bill.. Such an ap- 
portionment of the tax would be unconstitutional. ‘Thus 
New York’s. population being 1,918,553, wants about 
70,000 people of being one-sixth of the aggregate popu- 
lation of the Union, which is 11,928,731. . Could you 
constitutionally apportion a direct tax at this time, so ‘as to 
compel her to pay one-sixth of it? No man will pretend 
it. Should you attempt it, she would probably soon give 
you a practical illustration of the doctrine of nullification. 
With a strong arm, in a righteous cause, she would defy 
such an attempt to oppress her; and you have no tribunal 
of justice, which would uphold you in the attempt.. You 


York’s number in the bill. On the other hand, if Mis- 
souri be allowed three, as she will be if the House be in- 
creased to 251, while the ratio remains the same, her 
population will bear the same proportion to 3 as New 
York’s will to 44; that is, four more than is given her by 
the amendment. In this case, therefore, the inequality of 
the bill is greater than that of the amendment, as 11 is 
greater than 4. In other words, the difference is seven 
members, which is more than thrice the whole represen- 
tation allowed Missouri in the bill. 

By the same mode of proof, it will be found (as in the 
case of Delaware) that both Vermont and Missouri have 
more right to another member, than any other State in 
the Union has to confine them to the number fixed in the 
bill, by arbitrarily determining that the number of the 
House shall bear no proportion to the ratio assumed. By 
the same reasoning, each of the States of New, Hampshire, 
New Jersey, Maryland, South Carolina, Louisiana, Mas- 
sachusetts, Alabama, and Ohio, will furnish a striking ex- 
ample to show that the House should not be fixed at 240, 
while the ratio remains at 47,700. I leave others to work 
out the process in each case. 

I consider it as mathematically certain that the appor- 
tionment in the bill is false, and that the crror consists in 
refusing to apply the rules of proportion to the number 
of the House, and the divisor assumed. Itis certain that 
this number of 240 produces, in every instance, greater 
inequality, while this ratio stands, than a House of 251 
members, composed on the principles stated in the report; 
and that this inequality will be demonstrated by every 
view which can be taken of the subject. 

And here suffer me to remark that it is a matter of lit- 
tle importance whether the number be 250 or 251, while 
you arbitrarily refuse to change the ratio, under the pre- 
tence that the other House ought to fix it. The exact ratio 
for a House of 251 is 47,524; the exact ratio for a House 
of 250 is 47,715. By fastening upon us, under a pretext, 
an arbitrary ratio, you furnish room for those who either 
do not understand, or will not examine the subject, to 
cavil about the want ofexact proportion between the ratio 
and the number of the House; and you throw a mist across 
the vision of those whose duty and inclination it may be 
to investigate the topic hereafter. But that may be dis- 
pelled by the consideration, that the difficulty, in this re- 
spect, of which some seek to avail themselves, arises en- 
trely out of that inflexible determination which, instead 
of seeking a number of the House that can be produced 
with perfect accuracy by the aid of major fractions, per- 
sists in embarrassing the question, by adhering to the 
number of representatives which can be produced by the 
ratio of 47,700. The result of applying that ratio to the 
population of each State, and allowing for major fractions, 
is a House of 251, which, we have seen, is a fraction 
above the number produced by dividing the population of 
the Union by 47,700, and is the precise number produced 
by the application of 47,524 to the population of the 
Union. With what countenance can any one, however, 
pretend that this House of 251 is not a nearer approach 
to exact justice, in every respect, than the House of 240? 
It will often happen, in the application of the rule, that 
the House produced by it will either exceed, or fall short 
of, (by one,) that precise number which bears an exact 
mathematical proportion to the ratio, or the population of 
the Union. Those who are scrupulous about the result of 
so minute a detail, may at all times easily relieve them- 
selves by suffering the ratio to be changed, and, conse- 

Vou, VIIL.—54 


851 


€ 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


852 


- SENATE.] 


{Aprrz 25, 1832, 


“could not, in such a struggle, look a citizen of New York 
in the face, and maintain that your claim on her was 
honest. “But the bill gives her one full sixth part of the 
whole representation; for, while it assigns her 40 mem- 
bers, which is her full share of a House of 251 represen- 
tatives, it cuts off eleven representatives from other States, 
and thus reduces the whole number to 240, under the 
pretext of refusing to represent fractions. 
representation, then, do not go together. 
argument, it has been said that a representative is not 
divisible, but that taxes are. 


objection. 


That does not answer the| Virginia, 
The representation and taxation must be} 
made on some principle which can be equally applied to} 
both. If the former cannot be made to bend to any rule, 
by which the latter has been apportioned, then the latter 
must be made to bend to the rule“used for the former. It] 
would. be very easy to apportion a tax on the principle of 
the bill, and direct. that New York should pay one-sixth} 
of it, and that each of the other States should pay ac- 
cording to their representation in this bill. “Bat we all 
agree that such a thing never has been done, that it 
would be unconstitutional, and intolerable. Why so? You 
answer, becatise that would be apportioning the tax ac- 
cording to the representation, and not according to the 
numbers of the several States. 


This is the why and} 
wherefore; and there is no other reason for the uncon-|New York, 


Union, 6,654,255. 


stitutionality, of such a bill. Why, then, is this bill con-| New Jersey, 


stitutional ? 


other. 


Tiere, then, is our answer to the remark of the gentle- 


Is not the clause which directs the tax to | Pennsylvania, 
be assessed according to numbers, equally explicit, that; Delaware, s 
representatives shall be apportioned on the same prin- 
ciple? If, therefore, the one be unconstitutional, so is the 


Maryland, 


| Virginia, *2 
i 
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New Hampshire, 5.29- 

Vermont, 4, 44, 
Massachusetts, . *16.54 

Rhode Island, *1,98 

Connecticut, 7.21 

New York, *16.63 

New Jersey, *5,93 

Taxation and| Pennsylvania, *17.32 
To meet this! Delaware, 1.78 
Maryland, *8.80 

*21.51 


pa pa ond 
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22 


North Carolina, 12.23 12 


South Carolina, 8.26 8 
Georgia, *3.99 4 
Kentucky, *5.89 6 
Tennessee, *2.88 3 
131. 141 
*fractions, 10 
141. 


President Jefferson approved this bill. 


No. 3. 


| The act of 1811 was the bill which the Senate amended, 
by changing the ratio assumed by the House, and increas- 
ing the number of members proposed by the House. 
‘The number of the House was 181; the population of the 


Each State’s proportion was as fol 


Vermont, *5,92 
Massachusetts, 20.69 
Rhode Island, 2.09 
Connecticut, 7.12 
*25.92 

6.56 

*22.26 


1.93 


9.13 


2.23 


6 
6 
20 


23 


lows, the fractions represented being marked *: 
New Hampshire, *5.83 - 


N. Carolina, 13.54 13 
S. Carolina, 9.15 9 
Kentucky, 10,18 10 
Tennessee, 6.63 6 
Ohio, 6.27 6 
Georgia, *5.73 6 

173. 181 


* 8 fractions. 


— ee 


181. 


This bill was approved by President Madison, 


The bill of 1822 also gave representation for the frac- 


man from Pennsylvania, that ‘* to represent fractions iS | tions marked *. The House was 212, (Alabama was after- 
a are nf ret 3 $ : À : 
contrary to the usage of the Government.” The Govern-| wards, by special act, entitled to another,) the population 


ment has known no other usage, in apportionin 


taxes according to numbers, than to levy them on the frac-| House was as follows: 


tions, as the gentleman is pleased to call them, as well as 
on the masses produced by cutting up the States with the 
aid of fixed ratios; and now to depart from that principle 
in the ĉase of representatives, is contrary toa usage quite 
as long established as any to which he hasreferred us. 
But again: there never was an apportionment of repre- 
sentatives which did notin fact. (though not eo nomine) 
give representatives for fractions. 


To prove this, 


the attention of the Senate to the statements which I sub- New Jersey, 


mitted on a former occasion, and which they baye ordered | 


to be printed for their use. 


No, 1. 


The bill of 1792, which Washington did approve, had! North Carolina, 


Maine, 7.05 
New Hampshire, *5.77 
Vermont, 5.57 
Massachusetts, *12.36 
Rhode Island, 1.96 
Connecticut, 6.50 
New York, *32.35 
I call 6.48 
Pennsylvania, *24.80 

| Delaware, 1.67 
| Maryland, *8.60 
Virginia, 21.14 
13.16 

9.43 


a ratio; yet, in point of fact, fractions were represented | South Carolina, 


‘by it. ‘Fhe following statement shows the representation | 
that bill; the fractions represented being marked | 
The population of the Union,. which. was 3,615,-; 
‘920, was, to-105, the number of the House, as each State’s 


given by 
thus *. 


population to the answer here given: 


* 7 fractions. 


New Hampshire, 4.11 Virginia,- 20.30% 
Vermont, 2.20 N. Carolina, 10.26 
Massachusetts,  13.76* S. Carolina, 5.98* 
Rhode Island, 1.98* Georgia, 2.05 
Connecticut, 6.88* ——- 
New York, 9.62* 98. 
New Jersey, 5.20 

Pennsylvania, 12.57% © — 
:Delaware, 1.61 105. 
Maryland, ' 8.08 
rA S No. 2. 

< Phe act of 1802. gave repres 


which are marked *. 


‘tien; is to 141, the number of 
share of: population, at that time, 


entation for the fractions * 1,955 
As 4,897,278, the whole popula- !* 5.998 
f the House, so is each State’s | *38.599 


to the following results: p 6.434 


oo ot 
SQ hanaouan 


1 
9 
22 
15 
9 


g direct! of the Union being 8,969,814, Each State’s share of the 


Georgia, *6.64 A 
Alabama, 2.61 2 
Mississippi, 1.47 1 
Louisiana, *2.97 3 
Tennessee, 9.23 9 
Kentucky, 12,13 12 
Ohio, *13.74 14 
Indiana, 3.47 3 
Hlinois, 1.29 1 
Missouri, 1.47 1 

202. 212 


*10 fractions. 


212. 


President Monroe approved this bill. 


And now, to meet the objection of those who can give 
no other ahswer to the amendment than this unmeaning 


cry, that “tit proposes to give representation for frac- 
tions,” I submit a statement to prove that the very bill 
‘they advocate proposes to give representation for frac- 
jtions, as well as all the laws that have preceded it. 


Í 8.036 


Maine, 
5.418 
5.646 Vermont, 
; 12.281 - Massachu 


setts, 


Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, 
New York, 
New Jersey, 


New Hampshire, 


(A statement of the representation of each State, «ccording to 
the rule of proportion—as 11,928,731, ihe whole popula- 
tion in federal numbers, is to 240, so is each Stute’s share 
of population to her share of the House. 


*27.122 Pennsylvania, 
1.517 Delaware, 
8.165 Maryland, 

*20.592 Virginia, 
*42.8 North Carolina, 

9.15 South Carolina, 
*8.9 Georgia, 
5.2 Alabama, 
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2.21 Mississippi, 3.1 Tllinois, | 
3: Louisiana; 2:6 -Missouri, 
*12.5 Tennessee, - 598. > 
*12.10 Kentucky #19 fractions. 
*18.7 Ohio, 312 fractions. . 
*6.9 Indiana, 240. 


And to exhibit the data from which all these calculations 
have been made, I refer to another statement on file, 
which I formerly submitted to the Senate, and which they 
have ordered to be printed for their use, showing the re- 
presentative number of the people of the United States 
at cach census, the ratio of representation, and tke frac. 
tions remaining for cach State by the operation of the dif- 
ferent ratios. , 

If gentlemen will examine these statements, with a 
view to ascertain the fractions which have actually been 
represented by the bills which have passed, they will per- 
ceive that these fractions have been most unjustly repre- 
sented. Thus, in every bill which has met with the Execu- 
tive sanction from 1792 to this day, smaller fractions have 
been, in effect, represented, while larger ones have been 
entirely overlooked or disregarded. ; 

‘Take a single instance among the many which present 
themselves: 

Gcorgia’s unrepresented fraction in 1792 was .05 


represented do in 1800 99 
represented do in 1810 73 
represented do in 1820 64 
represented do in 183 90 

3.31 


For which 3.31 she has been allowed four representa- 
tives. : 
Delaware’s unrepresented fraction in 1792 was .61 


unrepresented do in 1800 78 
unrepresented do in 1810 93 
represented do in 1820 67 
unrepresented do in 1830 52 

3.51 


For which 3.351 she has been allowed but one represen- 


tative in 40 years, During at least 30 of these 40 years, 
the free while citizens of Delaware have not been so fully 
represented in the other House as the slaves of Georgia, 
in consequence of this unjust mode of apportionment. 
Thus, the federative population of Delaware was-— 


in 1792, 55,540 ; 
in 1800, 61,812 
in 1820, 70,943 
in 1830, 75,452 
263,727—three-fifths of which be- 


ing 158,237, would, if they had been slaves in Georgia, 
have been represented. 

But the representation allowed them has been— 
in the year 1792, one for 33,000 
in the year 1862, one for 33,000 

in the year 1820, one for 40,000 

aud it is proposed to give, in 1832, one for 47,700 

153,700 

158,237 


4,537—-——less 


than three-fifths. 


In 1810 two representatives were allowed for 71,004. 

So, too, by reference to the statement, it appears that 
New York has, by this bill, 40 representatives, when she 
is entitled to but 38.59, while Delaware has but one, 
when she is entitled, by that rule, to 1.517; Vermont has 
five, when shc is entitled to 5.646; and Missouri has but 
two, when she ig entitled to 2.6. If the rule adopted to 


-What is the rule, and why is it the true one? It states 
the -proportion~-as the population of. the Union is to the 
proposed number of the House, so is each State’s. popu- 
lation to its share of the House. By the rule as thus 
stated, the number of the House is.assumeéd, not sought 
for by calculation. In another shdpe, the rule is, as the 
ratio or number requisite for the constituency for one mem- 
ber, is to one member, so is the population of each State 
to its share of the House, and so is the population of the 
whole Union to the whole number of representatives. 
By this statement of the rule, the ratio is assumed--not 
the number of the House. The rule may be stated sim- 
ply thus: assume a ratio, divide the population of each 
State by it, divide the remainders by one-half the ratio, 
and add to the whole numbers one for each of the re- 
mainders exceeding. half the ratio. Thus, if 47,700 be 
assumed as the ratio, it gives 240 whole numbers, when 
applied as a divisor to the population of each State, and 
leaves 11 remainders exceeding half of 47,700. It ap- 
pears, then, that the results proposed by the amendment 
are attained by arule which is never subject to the cb- 
jection made here by my honorable friend from New Jer- 
ley, {Mr. Fre.ixcuvysen,j and repeated by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. ‘That objection was, that the 
amendment exacted, as the primary term of its process of 
calculation, the aggregate population of alithe States. The 
gentleman, (Mr. Datias,] therefore, denounced it. as 2 
palpable feature of that consolidation which the instrument 
repudiates in every article, and it furnished to his mind a 
proof that the amendment could not be reconciled to the 
constitution. As auxiliary to this, we were told by him, 
also, that the amendment was proved to be. wrong, be-' 


cause the agreed number of the representative body was 
ithe second term of the calculation, and that ‘witbout, 
i the results of the amendment could not be produced.”* 
There never was a greater error, and the gentleman must 
by this time perccive it. All the results of the amend- 
ment are produced by simply assuming any given ratio, 
and dividing the population of each State by that ratio. 
So that, without using either of the terms to which he 
objects, on the strange supposition that they aré tainted 
f with consolidation, nay, without even knowing what the 
| population of the Union, or the whole number of the 
House, is, the rule sustains the whole amendment. ‘The 
truth is, that this objection originated in a misunderstand- 
ing of the text of the biographer of Washington, whose 
observations on the veto message of April 5th, 1792, 
were read to us by the gentleman from New Jersey; and 
other gentlemen, sceing that, in general, the very same ` 
jresult might be produced by using the terms objected to, 
| thought there might be something wrong in the process 
jon that account. "Chese terms were used as fair standards 
tin the absence of others to demonstrate the injustice done 
,to the States, and, though it was known there was a little 
sound in the suggestion, that, because the population of 
ithe Union was one of the terms used in a rule to-ascer- 
;tain what divisor should be assumed when the number of 
ithe House was fixed, yet it was supposed that all. would 
agree that it was without substance, when they. saw the 
object for which it was used.. 1f the whole number of 
the House be fixed merely to comply with a whim, we 
then say, you ought not to assume an arbitrary ratio, but 
search for one by some mathematical process. There- 
fore, we say, if, for a population of 11,928,731, 240 be 
fixed upon. as the number of the House for the whole 
Union, the proper ratio. or constituency for each mem- 
ber ought to be 1-240th of 11,928,731, or 49,700, and 
not 47,700. We used this process to prove that the rà- 
tio was wrong, and thus demonstrated its injustice by 
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showing that the bill was made up by an arbitrary assump- 
tion of both ends of the proportion. We said, also, that, if 
47,700 were a proper ratio, and must be adhered to, be- 
cause that was the beau ideal of a constituency for every 
membér, then, because that was nearly 1-251 of 
11,928,731, the House ought to be 251, rather than 240. 
But we gain all our results without the use of either of 
these terms, and by the very same process which is used 
in the bill, save that we represent what the gentleman 
calls major fractions, and he refuses to do so. 

The fact is, that the consolidating process is the very 
one used in the bill. Totally disregarding the rights of 
the States which may be injured by it, it fastens upon an 
arbitrary number, to which, as the bed of Procrustes, it 
orders that every member of the confederacy shall be 
bound down and proportioned exactly. All that is too 
long is to be cut off, if it do not precisely suit the tyran- 
nical standard which is adopted; all that is too short and 
cannot be stretched out long. enough by the aid of new 
returns of population, must die the death. It thus cuts off 
475,000 of the people of this Union from all representa- 
tion, and then consolidates the residue into one mass, which 
is divided by 47,700, to ascertain the whole number of 
representatives. It is the result of the most latitudinarian 
of all the constitutional doctrines that have been broached: 
for it cannot profess to represent the States according 
to their numbers, either exactly, or as near as may be; 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, by denying that 
construction which admits representation on the most 
equitable terms, seemed to me virtually to acknowledge 
that it did not profess todo so. It is inconsistent with 
the best received doctrines of State rights, and essen- 
tially affects the interests of those States, the popula- 
tion of which falls below half a million, which are, in nine 
cases out of ten, made the victims of this consolidating 
principle. 

To refute this last position, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania undertook to make a statement exhibiting the un- 
represented fractions of five large States, and five small 
ones. . He selected those two of the smaller States which 
have several times accidentally had representatives for 
fractions, and- joined them to three of those States upon 
which injustice has always been practised. Still, at this 
disadvantage, his calculation was wrong, by the very mode 
of ascertaining these fractions to which he referred. 
Those of Delaware, from 1790 to this date, 

have been - - - - - 
Those of Vermont - a a Si 
Those of New Jersey, - - - - - 


111,031 
122,608 
122,246 


355,885 


Those of Pennsylvania and New York com- 
bined, only - ./ = - - - 78,733 

; bet ` 277,152 

So that Vermont, New Jersey, and Delaware, have had, 
in the period he referred to, 277,152 more of unrepre- 
sented population than New York and Pennsylvania com- 
bined, although the latter have four times the whole 
population of the three former. Delaware alone has had 
32,298 more of these unrepresented fractions in the forty 
years, than all New York and Pennsylvania, during the 
same time, whose joint population exceeds hers more 
than three millions, being more than 43 times as great as 
hers. But even this inequality thus presented, gross as 
it appears, is not so manifest as in the statement before 
presented, from which itis clear that these States have 
constantly had representatives for fractions- less than 
those of Delaware, Vermont, and others, which fractions 
are produced by the operation of the true ratios in each 
case, while the fractions to which the attention of the gen- 
tleman has alone been directed, have been those produced 
by the operation of false ratios alone— that is, ratios bear- 


ing no proportion to the given numbers of the House. 
Thus it appears, by applying the true ratio to the bill, that 
New York has one representative for a fraction of ‘5-10, 
and Pennsylvania one for a fraction of 1-10—while Ver- 
mont, Delaware, and Missouri, each with larger fractions, 
have no representative for them. And, what is still worse, 
New York, by the aid of this false ratio, has not only one 
representative for 5-10; but another representative for 
nothing—that is, one mathematical or metaphysical repre- 
sentative, without a man, woman, or child in the State to 
form a constituency for him. 

Further to illustrate the general position, that the effect 
of the principle in the bill is to accumulate representation 
on the larger, at the expense of the smaller States, take 
the aggregate population of any given number of the for- 
mer, and compare its representation with that allowed to 


the rest. Thus-~ 
New York contains - - 1,918,553 
Pennsylvania - - - 1,348,072 
Virginia - - - 1,023,503 
Ohio - - - 935,884 
Kentucky - - - 621,832 
Aggregate of five States - - 5,847,844 


Ageregate ofthe other nineteen States 6,080,786 


Excess of the nineteen States - 


232,942 


The proportion of a House of 240 members, for the 


five large States, is - - - - - - 118 
For the nineteen States ~- - - - - 122 
But the bill from the House gives the five large States 121 
And the nineteen States - - - 119 


But the gentleman from Pennsylvania says that the 
constitution requires what he terms Washington’s ‘* one 
common divisor”—-one ratio forming a constituency, 
which he thinks means an ‘entirety.’ His reference to 
the veto message of Washington in 1792, is unfortunate, 
as the report of the committee has shown. Washington 
required no ‘* one common divisor,” in this sense, to make 
a constitutional bill. But he did require either that, or 
some * proportion;” and not seeing that proportion in 
the bill of 1792, he assigned it, as a court often does in a 
judicial decision, as an objection concurrent with, and 
strongly illustrative of the main position in the case. Fol- 
lowing out this idea of an ‘< entirety,” we have been told 
that it was impossible to determine legally, mathematical- 
ly, or metaphysically, what fractions were. The gentle- 
man could hardly conceive of their existence. Perhaps 
metaphysics have already had too much to do with this 
question; but I will take the trouble to deny the doctrine 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that it is impossible 
to determine what fractions are, legally and mathemati- 
cally. Whatever metapbysical subtlety arising out of this 
notion of “ entireties,” may be invented to prove that 
47,699 freemen in any of these States are not better en- 
titled to be represented in the other House, than any other 
47,700 in the Union have to deprive them of their repre- 
sentation there, it-is certain that, mathematically, they 
approach so near to the entirety, that justice demands. of 
us to consider them such, rather than to throw them alto- 
gether out of the number of people represented, and thus 
reduce them toa nonentity. Legally, they are compelled 
to bear arms for the country, to obey all its laws, to pay 
their full share of all taxes. Constitutionally, they are, 
by the second section of the fourth article, no matter 
in what States they may reside, ‘entitled to all the privi- 
leges and immunities of citizens in the several States.” 
While the constitution guaranties to them equality of 
rights as near as may be, it is worth while to consider that 
the right of being represented in that body, where their 
best interests a$ citizens are discussed and decided, is one 
of the most important. They could hardly name a more 
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the amendment, that I will only add to. what has been 
said on that subject, that it is inconceivable to methat the’ 
President should have intended to make, what is called. 
heré the representation of fractions, his objection to that 
bill, when I see that he. has not said a word about frac- 
tions. Ifhe had thought so, how easy would it have been 
to have stated it as the point of his objection; and if he 
had said so, how inconsistent would the conduct’ of the 
father of his-country have appeared, when, as we. have 
already seen, the very bill which he soon after signed, did, 
in fact, also give representatives for fractions. Feeling as 
much veneration and respect for all his ‘opinions, as any 
man, I would rescue him from the imputation of incon- 
sistency, rather than adopt a construction of his message 
which would have the slightest tendency to fix it upon 
him. Yet, if even he had given an opinion hostile to the 
constitution, I should have been constrained to adhere to 
the latter. Happily, 1 am relieved from any such em- 
barrassment. ; 

The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. TAZEwELE, ] though 
he did not contend for such a construction of that clause, 
rested a part of his objection to the amendment on ano- 
ther-——‘* Each State shall have at least one representa- 
tive.’ The whole sentence together reads thus: ‘‘ The 
number of representatives shall not exceed one for every 
thirty thousand, but each State shall have at least one 
representative.” It was apprehended at the time that 
some one of the States possibly might, either then or at 
some future period, have less than thirty thousand people. 
In that event only, says the gentleman, did they provide 
for representation of a fraction. ‘The answer is, that, by 
this provision, they did order a certain fraction to ‘be re- 
presented; and by no provision have they directed that 
fractions shall not be represented, except in the single 
case when, by doing so, a representation is given of mor 
than one for every thirty thousand, which is not the case 
of any State as provided for in the amendment. ; 

The Senator from Pennsylvania, also, objects to the 
rule adopted in the amendment, because, as he says, it is 
complex, and not obvious to the mind. It hag been stated, 
over and over again, to be nothing more tha the common 
rule of three, or of practice, as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has called it, or of fellowship, as others call it. I 
thought it could not puzzle a Philadelphia lawyer to work 
it out, although the honorable gentleman denounced it so 
strongly for its mathematical intricacy. In truth, it ismuch 
more obvious to the common mind, as a principle of jus- 
tice, than the rule of arbitrary ratios; and I willingly risk 
its success on the unbiassed judgment of the people, 
whose sense of right will induce them to adopt it in pre- 
ference to that system which, to say the least of it, is, to 
a great extent, anti-republican, unjust, and most unequal; 
and which has been denounced, ina recent letter from a 
gentleman in New York, who stands among the most dis- 
tinguished jurists this country has produced, as unconsti- 
tutional, and absolutely intolerable in its operation. 

Sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has said that the 
mode of apportionment proposed by the bill has been 
submitted to without a murmur for forty years; that it 
has now become like those settled institutions of the coun- 
try, to all of which the citizens. of Pennsylvania are so 
much attached, and for the preservation and maintenance 
of which, in their own very ‘* peculiar way,” they are 
contending, have contended,. and always will contend. 
But, sir, let me tell him, it yet remains to be shown that 
her patriotic people have ever, knowingly, sanctioned de- 
liberate injustice or downright usurpation, no matter 
through how many ages it may have withstood resistance, 
and defied the claims of justice. If the people of this 
country should now generally examine this subject, they 
would no more tolerate the principles of this. bil, than 
they did the long-continued tyranny of the English mon- 
archs, which, in 1776, was, at least as much as this, one of 


valuable immunity than exemption from that slavish con- 
dition in which the right.of representation, as near as may 
be, according to taxation, is denied to them. Now, one 
man in New York will, under the provisions of this bill, 
give a vote at the polls, which is to have nearly as much 
influence in electing a member of the other House, as the 
votes of two men in Delaware. Happily, however, the 
idea of representing nothing but an entirety—that is, no- 
thing less than the ratio, however imposing it may at first 
appear, is not to be found in the constitution. sdk 

The gentleman thinks he can discover something like it 
lurking there, in the fact that the. constitution itself, 
which apportioned representatives for 1789, fixed a mini- 
mum of representation, by the provision that ‘ the num- 
ber of representatives shall not exceed one for every 
thirty thousand.” He supposes that as the framers of 
the constitution fixed a ratio below which we should never 
go, therefore we must always establish some fixed ratio, 
and disregard the consequences. In making that provi- 
sion, the convention did not intend to do any thing more 
than to provide against a too numerous representation of 
the people, the evils of which were so awfully visible in 
the very first movements of revolutionary France. They 
might not have concurred with Sir James McIntosh, that 
an assembly of a hundred Newtons would constitute a 
mob; but they certainly considered it necessary, for obvi- 
ous causes, to limit the number of representatives to the 
real wants of the nation. How could this be done, other- 
wise than as they provided? At the time, there had been 
no census or ‘factual enumeration” of the people, to 
enable them to say what should be the representation of 
the States, or what numbers they should prescribe for 
each or all of them, as the maximum or highest number 
that ought to sit in the House at that time. Nor would it 
have been wise to have limited the number of representa- 
tives which should ever sit in council on the affairs of the 
country, even then increasing in a proportion before un- 
known in the annals of the world. Adapting, therefore, 
the representation to the population forever, and, at the 
same time, guarding against the possible organization of 
the legislative power, on such principles as have stood 
among the main causes of the ruin of most other republics, 
they simply directed that the number of representatives 
should not ** exceed one for every thirty thousand.” They 
fixed this minimum ratio merely because they could ac- 
complish their object then by no other means; but nothing 
was further from their thoughts than to direct represen- 
tation to be ascertained by the operation of arbitrary ra- 
tios, which neither exactly nor nearly apportion it to num- 
bers, nor secure the privileges of citizens in all the States 
alike. ‘Nhe same clause is misunderstood in another sense. 
It docs not mean that fractions below 30,000, according 
to the understanding of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
shall not be represented; but, while it provides that cach 
State, under all circumstances, shall have one representa- 
tive, it does also ordain that the whole population of that 
State, taken together, shall not have more representatives 
than at the rate of one for every thirty thousand. The 
amendment expressly provides the same thing, in totidem 
verbis, with the constitution, and is a literal compliance 
with it in cvery sense. Delaware, for, example, has two 
representatives, and that is not exceeding one for every 
thirty thousand, but only two for 75,434. 

But the bill of 1792, which President Washington dis- 
approved on the Sth of April in that year, did give Dela- 
ware two representatives for 55,000 people. Inaboutten 
lines, it violated the constitution in eight different in- 
stances, by giving to eight different States a representa- 
tion which, in each case, did exceed one for every thirty 
thousand. Nothing like this is proposed by the amendment. 
All the argument which the honorable gentleman ‘has 
drawn from this veto of Washington, is so fully answered 
in the report of the select committee which introduced 
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the <‘ settled institutions of the country.” And, so far! gate amount to 477,335, which, divided by 47,715 gives 
from its being true that those who have been oppressed by! 10 as the representatives of these fractions rejected by the 
this contrivance have submitted without a murmur, I be-j bill. If this aggregate unrepresented fraction be taken 
lieve that, at each succeeding apportionment, the com-! from 11,928,935, it leaves 11,451,600 as the represented 
plaints of the injured States have been uttered, not inj population of the United States; but this represented 
threats or denunciations, but in the tone of firm, manly, | population by the ratio assumed can have no more than 
and respectful opposition. We will go no further now, | 249 representatives; yet several of the States have their 
sir, than'those who went before us. But it shall be our] full proportion of a House of 250. <All they can have, how- 
task to lay béfore our country the justice of our claim, re-| ever, over and above their proper proportion of 240, must 
lying with perfect confidence upon the honesty and good| be in consequence of the fractions; and it will be found that 
faith of our countrymen to right us, when they shalllearn| eleven representatives under the bill rest upon fractions, 
we. have been wronged. To test this, take the aggregate fraction from the whole 
My friend, the eloquent and able Senator from Ohio, | population, and there will be left 11,451,600, which, di- 
[Mr. Ew1ne,] despising the petty advantage which might| vided by 47,715, will give 240 as a new basis of calcula- 
be gained. by a large State over a small-one by the trick-| tion; then, as the whole population, 11,928,935 : 240 :: 
ery of this bill, has, by his steady opposition to it, endear-| 1,918,553, the population of New York, to 38 and a frac- 
ed to us more than ever the magnanimous people of that] tion--New York, therefore, can have no more than 38 
great and greatly growing member of our confederacy,| representatives in a House of 240; but by the bill she has 
whom he so honorably represents, while he has strengthen-| forty representatives—thirty-cight as her share of the re- 
ed‘our confidence in the justice of our countrymen. Hith-} presented population of 11,451,600, and two as her share 
erto, our complaints have been heard in vain; indeed, the} of the aggregate fraction, or unrepresented population of 
inducement to make them was never before so great. | 477,335. Nine other States have each one representative 
Through all the earlier stages of our Union the cause of} resting upon this aggregate fraction. 
complaint was much less, because the difference in the] Take 240'as the basis of calculation; then, asthe whole 
population of the respective States was comparatively in-| population, 11,928,935, isto the whole representation, 240, 
considerable. But as that difference has increased, sojso is the whole population of any State to its share’ of 
has the injustice; and the complaint of those who have] representatives—divide the two first terms by 240, and 
been wronged. by its increasing operation. In time this} we have two equivalent terms, 49,707 and 1. It will 
evil will become ‘so intolerable, that it must be changed, | then be as 49,707 is to 1, so is the population of any State 
or the rights of the smaller States must be substantially | to its share of representatives. ‘This rule applied to the 
abandoned. In the perfect conviction that this change] States having more than their share of a House of Repre- 
must come, and in the belief that the old mode of appor-! sentatives of 240 will give the following results: 
tionment will, at some future period of our history, be de-| yuy York a3 49,707 3 13 1,918,553 ;38 with a fraction of 29.80} 
nounced as one of the strangest illusions that ever misled} Rhode Island 97,1943 1 t 47.190 


our countrymen, a defeat, at this moment, would neither Sun 2 s fees is M48 
increase my confidence in the justice of former decisions} yirgiiia x Z 023.503: 30 “ 29.423 
on this subject, nor diminish my hopes of a correct deter-| North Caroiina - = 639,747; 12 és 43.269 
mination hereafter. E ee 

Mr. DICKERSON said, that although he would not op-| ‘Tennessee - - 627,268 : 12 « 28.815 
pose the amendment which proposed a House of Repre-} Bliana - - $43,030 3. 6 6 35,806 


sentatives of 256, as that bad advantages that recommend-| Making the representatives of these States amount to no 
` edit, yet he preferred to take the bill as sent to them, | more than 141, while by the bill they have 152--that is, 
and apply to it the principle of giving representatives for | 141 as their share of the representatives of the represent- 
the aggregate fraction to the States having the larger frac-| ed population of 11,451,600, and eleven in consequence 
tions, as it was making the least alteration in the bill that] of the fractions amounting in the aggregate to 4775535. 
could bė made with justice to the States left without their; This calculation would give them their proper share of a 
proper share of representatives; and which is carrying} House of 240, while the bill gives them their proper share 
out, in practice, the basis of the calculation upon which| of a House of 250, which in fact is to consist of but 240. 
the bill originated in the House of Representatives, which} If these eleven representatives be taken from the House 
` was for a House of 250. Although, in the process of the | of 240, it will reduce it to 229. If this number be taken 
calculation, by rejecting fractions, they reduced it down tojas anew basis of calculation, it will, by the process of re- 
240, the first basis was adopted on just principles, and |jecting all the fractions, reduce the House to 218 or 219. 
should have been adhered to; but it was changed from] And if this system be followed up, it will end in giving 
250 to 240, und it.is found that a part of the States have | to each-State one representative, as secured by the consti- 
their share of a House of 250, and a part of 240. It can-| tution. i 7 . 
` not for a moment be pretended, said Mr. D., that this; Itis therefore impossible, by any process of calculation 
is an apportionment of representatives among the States|in which the fractions are rejected, to form a House of 
according to their numbers respectively; whatever may | Representatives on just principles, or to form a House, 
be right, this must be wrong. It is not cnough that the} some of the representatives of which shall not rest direct- 
calculation should: begin upon just principles, it must end | ly or indirectly upon fractions, unless, indeed, the common 
upon just principles. ` p divisor should be an aliquot part of the population of every 
The common divisor of 47,700 given in the bill proves | State. The House must consist of the number assumed 
that a House of 250 representatives was the basis of the fas the basis of calculation; that can only be in this case by 
calculation: strictly the common divisor should be 47,715-—| retaining the ten represéntatives of the aggregate fraction 
‘as 47,715 : 1 :: 41,928,935: 250. If this common di-|as absolutely necessary to make up the House of 250, 
visor. was precisely an aliquot -part of the population of| without which eleven representatives under the bill are 
each State respectively, as if Maine consisted of 381,720, | left, without the slightest pretensions in justice to their 
New Hampshire of 806,290, Massachusetts of 620,295, | places. But how are these ten representatives of the ag- 
_being eight times, six times, and thirteen times the amount) gregate fraction to be distributed? Georgia, no doubt, 
of:the divisor, respéctively, and so of the rest, there would | would recommend that we should raffle for them, as that 
be no difficulty in the. case, the process of the calculation | is the mode in which she disposes of her surplus lands; Ken- 
would énd in giving a House of 250. It so happens, how-/ tacky would probably recommend that they should be 
ever, that, ia the calculation, the fractions in the aggre-! disposed of by lottery, as this is her mode of electing her 
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Governor from a number of candidates having the high- 
est; and an equal numberof votes; in which case, the 
question is decided by lot, as the Legislature may direct— 
the legislators no doubt being the managers of the lotte- 
ry. Neither raffle nor lottery, however, would be a just 
rule in distributing these representatives, ag the fractions 
of the States are unequal. To give them to the States 
having the largest portions of this aggregate fraction 
would be the nearest possible approach to justice, and to 
the principles of the constitution; and the rule would ap- 
ply with equal justice to the large as well as the small 
States. i 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darras] says 
that the constitution does not warrant us in taking into 
the calculation the aggregate population of the United 
States; that the constitution says nothing about this ag- 
gregate population; that it is the duty of Congress to as- 
certain the proper, number of representatives of which 
their House shall consist, to fix the ratio, and by a com- 
mon divisor to apportion the representatives among the 
several States according to:their federal numbers. He 
considers a recurrence to the aggregate population of the 
United States, in the calculation, as a palpable attempt at 
consolidation-~a dangerous infringement of the constitu- 
tion. He, in effect, denies the principle that, as the 
whole population of the United States is to the whole 
number of representatives, so must be the whole popula- 
tion of any State to its shure of such representatives. He 
is the first Senator who has disputed or doubted this 
principle: hitherto it has been considered as incontestably 
ust. 

The number of which the House shall consist may be 
fixed by any arbitrary rule, but in that case the common 
divisor cannot be arbitrary. If the House of Representa- 
tives had suid that their body should consist of 240 mem- 
bers, and that 70,000 should be the common divisor by 
which they should. be -apportioned among the States, the 
absurdity of the thing would have been but apparent 
from the first attempt at apportionment. They sent us 
47,700 as a common divisor, and the first step in the pro- 
cuss of calculation shows this to be a proper divisor for a 
House of 250, and not for one of 240. ‘The Senator from 
Pennsylvania is in favor of applying the common divisor 
of 47,70, as sentto us by the House of Representatives. 
Buthow was this obtained? By dividing the whole popu- 
lation by 250; then your common divisor is the two hun- 
dred and fiftieth part of the whole population. 

As the whole population is to the whole representation, 
so is the population of any State to its share of the repre- 
sentation, 'Phis is strictly the principle upon which the 
share of any State is ascertained, In this case we multi- 
ply the second and third terms together, and divide by 
the first; but as the first and second terms are to be re- 
peated for every operation, we find it convenient to adopt 
equivalent terms, that may be more casily managed, and 
tins is done by dividing them by the same number; if we 
divide them both by 250, we obtain two equivalent terms, 
47,715 and 1, the first representing the whole popula- 
tion, and the second the whole representation--the one a 
common divisor, the other a common multiplier. It will 
then be as 47,715 is to 1, so is the whole population of 
any State to its share of the representation; as multiply- 
ing by one makes no alteration, it is dispensed with, and, 


| But here the 


of the Senator from Pennsylvania, I have been. induced 
to repeat a part of what I have before said upon the prin- 
ciple of thé apportionment. i : 

-When this subject was last under. consideration, the 
Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Tazewxs1, ] devising and in- 
tending to support the unjust provisions of the bill by 
metaphysical subtleties and the. abstruse principles of. 
mathematics, warned the Senate to beware of any attempts 
on the part of those opposed: tothe bill to carry their 
points by similar subtleties and -abstrusities; and he did 
distinctly insinuate his suspicions that I should resort to 
the differential calculus for that purpose. - 

Now, Iam entirely innocent of any such designs, and, 
if I had them, I want the science to make any application 
of this calculus to the subject of this apportionment. In 
fact, I know very little of the differential calculus, and’ 
less of the integral. 

Fortunately for us, a knowledge of this calculus is by 
no means necessary to our purpose; common arithmetic, 
addition, subtraction, multiplication, and division, are suf- 
ficient to enable us to prove, beyond all doubt, that the 
bill deprives a part of the States of ten representatives, 
which fairly belong to them; or that it gives to other 
States eleven representatives to which they have no just 
claim. But, sir, it isthe Senator from Virginia who is 
endeavoring to avail himself of the principles of this cal- 
culus, to sustain the unjust principles of this bill, by 
making use of ten fractional representatives, which he 
seems to consider as infinitesimal, evanescent quantities, 
until the favored States obtain their full proportion.of a 
House of 250; and then causing them to vanish from the 
equation, as being no longer necessary to his purpose. 
‘The Senator from Pennsylvania considers these fractions 
as ideal; of course, their representatives must’ be ideal, 
and can the more easily be made to vanish; but ideal, or 
evanescent as they may be, they must stand up to be 
counted as a part of a House of 250-before they vanish, 
and leave a House of but 240. - 

‘rhe learned Bishop Berkley had but a mean opinion of 
infinitely small and evancscent quantities, by means of 
which Newton and Leibnitz extended the bounds of sci- 
ence, and opened a new world to the mathematician and 
philosopher: and in derision he called them the ghosts of 
departed ratios. Had he called them the ratios of depart- 
ed magnitudes, he would have come much nearer to the 
truth. i : 

The beauty of the analysis of infinitely small quantities 
is, that, as ratios, they may be all-powerful; as magnitudes 
under certain circumstances, of no account; so that, after 
giving the most important results as ratios, if in the pro- 
cess of calculation they are found inconvenient or unac- 
commodating as magnitudes, they are made to vanish 
from the equation, and that without impairing the trith 
of the solutions obtained. So the Senator from Virginia, 
not willing to give these ten fractional representatives 
to the injured States, rejects them. ‘hese quasi-repre~ 
sentatives, these infinitesimal, evanescent representatives, 
these ideal representatives, these ghosts of representatives, 
after being counted in order to give the favored States their 
full proportion of a House of 250, are dismissed the service. 
parallel ends; the principles of the differential 
calculus do not serve the purposes of the Senator; for, by 
causing these ten representatives toWisappear, he destroys 


by dividing the third term by the first, we obtain the|his whole equation; when these ten ghosts of representa- 
fourth proportional--such is the process of calculation for | tives vanish, they carry off with them eleven others, which 
every State; and the common divisor represents the whole | were created by their aid, and which cannot exist with- 
population, and unity the whole representation, in every [out their support, ` Biet 
case. In these calculations we cannot lose sight for aj 1f the Senator from Virginia will consider the whole 
moment of the aggregate population of the United States;|popalation and the whole representation as constant 
and, although the constitution says nothing of this aggre-| quantities, which they are, and the population of the 
gate population, it is impossible to proceed a single step |States respectively as the increasing. or decreasing, the 
inthe apportionment, without regarding it as the first ele- | variable or flowing quantities, and’ give to those having 
ment in the calculation. In resisting this new doctrine [the larger fractions those ten representatives, as the pro- 
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answered in the affirmative, the next would be, whether, 
in apportioning representatives. among the States ‘ac- 
cording to their respective numbers,” equality among the 
States did not require that one common divisor should be 
applied to each and every State; and that, whether the 
representative population was more or less, each State 
would be alike liable to lose or gain by the large or small 
fraction falling within that State. Could they, by any fair 
construction, do otherwise’ than answer these questions affir- 
matively? Any other construction—any project which 
shall apply more than a single divisor to fix the apportion- 
ment of representatives, is arbitrary; and if it shall not, in 
this instance, operate to do injustice, as a general rule, it 
must be bad: If the Senate shall adopt an arbitrary prin- 
ciple, under the pretext of making representation more 
equal, and of this equality there is strong reason to doubt, 
for if you will calculate how much the representation will 
be increased if you give to all the other States the same 
ratio that the bill of the committee gives to the State of 
Delaware, you will perceive a great inequality in this 
bill--if, I say, the Senate shall adopt añ arbitrary princi- 
ple, under the pretext that representation will be made 
more equal as to the relative population of the States, at 
what point shall we stop? If we give Delaware two 
representatives for her 75,417 representative population, 
while we give another State only one representative for 
every 50,000, may we not hereafter take different num- 
bers for a divisor, so as to raise or depress the representa- 
tion of any State agreeably to the wishes of a majority of 
Congress? 

The most ingenious and refined subtlety may be cover- 
ed by a veil so light as scarcely to be perceptible; so does 
the report of your committee cover the arbitrary princi- 
ple which lurks in the bill. The merest fallacy may as- 
sume the appearance of an established fact; but it cannot 
be done in few words; it must be spread over a broad sur- 
face—hidden in the close columns of a newspaper, and, 
making a solid page of brevier, it cannot be easily detect- 
ed by the general reader. But the simple truth of a plain 
proposition needs little labor or elucidation. The argu- 
ment in this case is embraced in a nutshell. 

The constitution says, ‘‘ Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States according to their re- 
spective numbers.” By the rule adopted in your report, 
to the State of Delaware you give two representatives 
for a representative population of 75,417. Apply the 
same rule to the State. of New York, and, for her repre- 
sentative population of 1,918,553, she must have fifty 
representatives, with a fraction of 6,750 without a re- 
presentative. Apply it to Pennsylvania, or any other 
State, and the result has the same inequality. It does 
not, in fact, apportion the representatives among the 
several States ‘* according to their respective numbers,” 
nor can it so apportion them, when the same divisor is 
not applied to all of the States. Apply the same rule to 
the population of the whole Union as this bill applies to 
the State of Delaware, and we shall have a House of 
Representatives consisting of 316 members, with a frac- 
tion remaining of 21,358. 

If the divisor adopted in the bill which has passed the 
House of Representatives be not the best that could have 
been chosen; if it operates injuriously, by leaving large 
fractions to some of the small States; why have not all 
the Senators, representing small States, favored some 
proposition, on the long-established and true principles 
of apportionment, which will make the bill more just 
and equal?. My proposition to take 44,000 as a divisor, 
would have given to all of the old States their present 
number of representatives; it would have added one to 
Vermont, and would not have increased the House of 
Representatives beyond what the present bill. proposes. 
Yet that proposition was voted down, and voted down, too, 
T believe, by Senators from some of the small States. I 


per corrections to these flowing. quantities, or fluents, he 
will occupy the whole space; fill up the area, and obtain a 
complete House of 250, if not upon the principles of the 
integral calculus, at least upon the principles of arith- 
metic, upon the principles of justice, and upon the prin- 
ciples of the constitution. 

As to constituting a House of 251, I have but an obser- 
‘vation or two to make: the basis of calculation adopted in 
passing the bill was 250; by applying a common divisor, 
and rejecting the fractions, it was reduced to 240; by 
giving the ten rejected representatives to the States hav- 
ing the larger fractions, the original basis of the calculation 
is restored: but it turns out that eleven of the States have 
fractions greater than a moiety of the common divisor. 
The probability was, that there should have been as many 
fractions above as under the common divisor; this is 
the case in the calculation for a House of 256; as many 
are gained as lost by fractions, which gives this number a 
decided advantage, and which I should prefer, but that is 
too large. As the number 251 is adding buta single mem- 
ber to the House of 250, proposed as the original basis of 
the calculation, it’can create no inconvenience, and I trust 
will meet with no serious opposition.* 

Mr. HILL said, although the passage of the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee would be advantageous 
to the State which I have the honor in-part to represent, 
and will give her an additional member in the House of 
Representatives, my oath to support the constitution of 
the United States forbids my vote for this bill. It is for 
me a sufficient objection that the proposition’ involves an 
arbitrary principle—that it applies a different rule to one 
State from that applied to another State—that, in the 
language of Washington’s veto of 1792, it furnishes ‘¢ no 
proportion or divisor, which, applied to the respective 
numbers of the States, will yield the number and allot- 
ment of representatives proposed by the bill.” 

In three lines, Washington has presented a more con- 
clusive argument against the amendment, than has been 
furnished in the whole course of a long and protracted 
debate on the other side; and his foundation has not been 
shaken even by the elaborate, and ingenious, and plausi- 
ble report of the committee. 

I have often remarked that professional advocates, it is 
to be presumed from the best motives in the world, ac- 
quire the habit of Iaboring most intensely on the weakest 
points; that they leave those, whose opinions are to be 
affected by their arguments, to be a long time in arriving 
ata plain conclusion, which good common sense would 
lay hold of at the first blush. This habit of laboring the 
weaker points probably results from the fact that the ad- 
vocate engaged in a suit where his client has not a single 
strong point, is often forced by the strong law of neces- 
sity to substitute fallacy for fact. An excellent argument 
may be made, if the premises are only granted; and some 
there are who will not only assume true for false premises, 
but will likewise assume that these premises are admit- 
ted. 

Permit me to say, sir, that a single hour’s discussion in 
one of our common juries of intelligent farmers would 
have brought any twelve sensible men to unite on the 
question, whether fractions cught or ought not to be re- 
presented in the House of Representatives. And they 
would have arrived at this result by the simplest process 
that canbe imagined. They would have first asked them- 
selves the question, whether all the sovereign States of 
the Union did not unite in a compact of Government for 
certain specified objects, on equal terms. This question 


* If no more than ten representatives be given to the States having 
the larger fractions, Alabama could not receive one; giving her one 
must be considered as a concession, which could not have been made 
had it been opposed. Adding one representative to a House of 250 is 
changing the basis of calculation, making a new common divisor neces- 
sary, which would give results different from those obtained for a 
House of 250, 
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‘shall. have discharged my duty to my State when-T vote, 
for any. proposition which’shall give her the present re- 
presentation on the only. fair. principle, -or which, if her 
representation be reduced, shall give her a small fraction. 
‘But I can never. consent that the number of her repre- 
sentatives shall be increased by so palpable a violation of 


the constitution as'the application of. one rule to her and}. 


another rule to the other States. 

‘The question being then taken, the amendment was 
agreed to, as follows:, 

YEAS.—Messrs. B 
Clayton, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Hayne, Holmes, John- 

. ston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Waggaman, Webster, —22. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Btown, Clay, Dallas; Dudley, Ellis, 
Frelinghuysen, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill; Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, T azewell, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.--22. 

The numbers being equal, the VICE PRESIDENT 
stated that, after having paid the utmost attention to the 
debate, he had come to the conclusion that the bill, as it 
came from the House, was unconstitutional, and he should 
therefore feel constrained, under a sense of the deep re- 
sponsibility of his situation, to give bis vote in favor of 
the amendment. The amendment was therefore decided 
in the affirmative by the casting vote of the Chair. 

Mr. WEBSTER remarked that the vote was decisive 
of the opinion of the Scnate in regard to the amendment. 
A Senator from Delaware, who was absent, [Mr. Nau- 
DAIN, ] was in favor of the amendment, and he was au- 
thorized to say that a Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Pornpexren,} not in his seat when the question, was 
taken, would have voted for the amendment. 

Mr. HAYNE said he was in favor of fixing the number 
of the House of Representatives, if possible, at 240, bė- 
cause it was the number which the House had adopted. But 
as 241 would give more equality, and save the State of 
Kentucky from a large fraction, he would move to fill the 
blank with that number. The effect of the application of 
this number to the amendment would be to take one mem- 
ber from New York and give it to Vermont, and to trans- 
fer one member from Pennsylvania to Delaware. 

_ Mr. BELL moved to fill the blank with the number 246. 

Mr. WEBSTER was indifferent as to the number which 
should be adopted here. If the House sce fit to adopt 
the principle of the amendment, he was perfectly willing 
to take any number which they might prefer. He him- 
self preferred 251, but he would go down to 241, or as 
high.as 254, if the‘ gentlemen from Virginia wish it. I 
know 254 would give another representative to Vir- 
ginta, and he would vote for that number if the Sena- 
tors from Virginia proposed it. He should move 251. 

Mr. HAYNE said he should feel embarrassed in his 
vote, if the question was first taken on the highest.num- 
ber proposed. He proposed the number nearest to that 
which the House had proposed, and hoped the question 
would be first taken on the lowest number. 

Mr. MOORE objected to this suggestion, and spoke in 
favor of the highest number. He would prefer the bill 
from the House to the amendment, if 241 was adopted, for 
that number would throw a large fraction upon Alabama. 

Mr. CHAMBERS was.willing, he said, that the number 
should be fixed by the House of Representatives. ‘ 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to fill the blank with 256, which 
would, he said, save all the old States from any positive 
losses, and would not-be too large a House. 

After some further conversation, the question was taken 
on the highest number, 256, and decided in the negative, 
as follows: à . ESA hes 

YLEAS.-~Messrs. Bell; Benton, Clay, Clayton, Dicket- 
son, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Moore, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins, —19. : 
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ell; Benton, Buckner, Chambers, |. 


= NAYS.—Measrs:> ; 
Foot, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Kanes. 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Robinson, Smith, 
Tipton; Tomlinson, Troup, Tylna y a e DAT o 
| The question was taken on filling the blank with 231, . 
and agreed to—yeas.27, nays lect. = 50 e 
On motion.of Mr. WEBSTER, the blanks- were then 
filled so as-to.give each State the: number of representa- 
tives to which it will bé entitled. in a House of 251: mem- 
bers, as follows: - Meee ie Cus a ve uot Jee 
Maine, 8; New Hampshire, 6; Vermont, 6; ‘Massachu- 
setts, 13; Rhode ‘Island, 2; Connecticut, 6; New York, 
40; New Jersey, 7; Pennsylvania, 28; Delaware, 25 Mary- 
land, 9; Virginia, 21; North Carolina, 13; South Carolina, i 
10;. Georgia, 9; Kentucky, 13; Tennessee, 13; Ohio, 20; 
Louisiana, 4; Indiana, 7; Alabama, 6; Missouri, 3; Mis- | 
sissippi, 2; Illinois, 3. a te 1 
The amendments were then reported, and concurred in. 
The question then being on ordering the amendments 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time, it 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 
YEAS.——Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clayton, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Hayne, Holmés, John- 
ston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Waggaman, 
Webster.—23. ee : ‘ 7 
NAYS.-—Messrs. Brown, Clay, Dudley, Ellis, Freling- 
huysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Robinson, Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, 
Tyler, White, Wilkins.--20. : 
Mr. POINDEXTER introduced, on leave, a-joint reso- 
lution for the employment of H. Greenough’ to execute 
a statue of Washington, in marble, to be placed in the 


Brown, ‘Chambers, Padley, 
King, Knight, 
: Tazewell, 


rotundo. , ‘ 


THURSDAY, APRIL 26. ; 
APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


The apportionment bill was read a third time; and the 
question being on its passage, f 
Mr. POINDEXTER stated that he had been induced 
to vote for this bill, because he considered it to be pre- 
ferable to that which came from the House. He looked 
on the Senate bill as preserving the federative principle, 
and as more nearly approaching to equity than the bill 
from the House. Still, although he had thus voted, he 
entertained some doubts as to the propriety of the amend. 
ment of the committee, and he begged to be distinctly 
understood as not pledging himself to any particular 
course, in case the House should refuse to sanction the 
principle, and should return the billto the Senate. He 
reserved to himself the privilege of voting, after deeper 
reficction, as the convictions of his. mind should direct 
him, without being in any way trammelled by the vote 

which he had given, and was now about to give. 

The question. on the passage of the bill was then put, 
and decided in the affirmative, as follows: í 
YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clayton, 

Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Webster.—20. 0... 
NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Dallas, Dudley, Ellis, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup; Tyler, White, 
Wilkins.—-18. Tou j 
The Senate then proceeded to the:consideratión of exe- 
cutive business, and, when the doors were-reopened, 
Adjourned. Oey 


s ; FRIDAY, APRIL 27. 

~ A resolution offered yesterday by Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN» 
instructing the Committee on the Library to purchase, for 
the Senate chamber, Rembrandt Peale’s original painting 


` 
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of the portrait of General Washington, was.taken up, dnd 
read a second times 6p. By peat eh 
Mr.: KING expressed -a wish that the resolution should 
be modified so as tọ make.it an instruction to the commit- 
tee to. inguiré into the expediency of making the. pur- 
chase, ‘and to report to the Senate. D TS oe 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN stated that the instruction to 
purchase was not absolute, but left it to the committee. to 
judge of the state of the painting, and the reasonableness 
of the price. He stated tliat the subject was, some years 
ago, before Congress; that the House had passed a reso- 


that advanced. period `of life, would Congress consent to 


-| end the old. soldier, hobbling with his cane, from Maine 


to Missouri, to cultivate his little tract.of unimproved ter- 
ritory? He must either do this; or fall into the grasp of 
the speculator, who. would wring his little recompense 
from him, and give him scarcely a quarter of its value. 
He thought that at least a little change should be given 
them to pay their toll at the gate through which they would 
soon have to: pass, or to bribe : ` 
“ The grim ferryman that puets tel of.” 
He further drew a distinction between the dangers.of the 


lution, which was not acted on in the Senate, for want of! revolutionary war, and those of Indian warfare. Inthe 


time. He thought it desirable now for the Senate to pur- 
chase it. j > ` 
Mr. SMITH. Where will you put it? è 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN replied that there would be 
no great difficulty in finding a place for a picture four feet 
“by two, .He then read the. flattering testimonials borne 


former, the -soldiers fought with a. halter round their 
necks; if successful, they are engaged in ‘revolution; if 
unsuccessful,it was rebellion. In one case, ignominious 
death awaited defeat; while in the wars with the Indians 
there might be death, but it was death without dishonor. 
Mr. EWING. opposed the proposition of the Senator 


to the spirit and accuracy of the likeness, by Judges Mar-| from Hlinois, ch efly for the reason that it would not ex- 
shall,, Washington, Tilghman, Peters, and others, who] tend to the objects of their munificence the benefits which 


were intimately acquainted with General Washington. He 
hoped that there would be no-serious opposition, and mo- 
dified his resolution so as to make it merely an inquiry 
into.the expediency of purchasing. : 
Mr. SMITH concurred in every thing which had been 
said as to the excellence of the likeness. He had voted 
for the resolution formerly. Buthe knew. of no’place in 
the Senate chamber where the picture could be placed. 


> Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. | If thehonorable Senator] to them in land, remove to and improve it. 


will give me his vote, I will find a place for the picture. 


Congress designed by the bill to bestow upon them; that 
a large part of the gift, if made in land instead of money, 
must fall by the way, and never reach its proper dešti 
nation. at 

Sir, said Mr. E., the surviving officers and soldiers of 
the revohition, who are intendéd to be embraced by this 
bill, are, all of thern, very farin the decline of life. Those 
who.are poor, and need this bounty, cannot, if it be given > 
Those who 
are not bowed down with poverty, but have some of. the 


Mr. HAYNE, added his tribute to the worth of the! comforts of life about. them where they are, will not re- 


portrait. > 
The resolution, as modified, was then agreed to. 
STATUE OF WASHINGTON. 


~ 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the joint resolution | 


introduced by him, authorizing the President to employ 


a suitable person to execute a‘full length pedestrian| aa 
| Whatever price it may command. 


statue of General Washington, in marble, was read a 
second time. . f 

Mr. SMITH considered that ‘the cost of the statue 
would far exceed the appropriation of 5,000 dollars. The 
State of North Carolina had imported a statue of General 
Washington, which cost 10,000 dollars; and an agrecment 
had been made with Mr. Persico, for two colossal statues, 
which were to cost 16,000 ‘dollars. 

After a few words from. Messrs: POINDEXTER, 


WEBSTER, and KING, the resolution was, on motion of| 


Mr. POINDEXTER, referred to the Committee on the 
Library, f l 
REVOLUTIONARY PENSION BILL. 


move. ‘They will not, and they ought not, in their ex- 
treme old age, to abandon the homes which have become 


enara to them, and their descendants who are around 


them, and seek a burial place in a distant land. Conse- 
quently, if land instead of money be given, it will not be 
occupied or retained by the soldier, but set to sale at 
It cannot bring the 
minimum price-of the public lands which are constantly in 
the market—to get-purchasers, they must sell for less than 
that price; thus, the nominal value ofthe gift would pass 
from the treasury‘of the nation, and less than that value 
reach its-proper destination—the difference falling: into 
the hands of speculators. I, therefore, said Mr. E., op- 
pose the motion to recommit with these instructions, 

But the merits of this bill, and of the amendments which 
have been proposed, to include the soldiers and rangers 
who fought in the Indian wars prior to 1795, are, on this 
motion, brought into discussion. 1 have already made 
known my purpose to support this bill; and there is no 
one more deeply impressed than 1 with the debt.of gra- 


On motion of Mr. FOOT, the Senate then proceeded] titude which we owe to all who, in any manner, contributed 
to consider the bill supplementary to an act for the relief| to the achievement of our independence: but I do not at 


of thé surviving officers and soldiers of the revolution. 

A motion had been made to amend the bill by extend- 
ing its provisions to the officers and soldiers who had 
served in the West under Wayne, Clarke, Harmar, Ham- 
tramek, and St: Clair; and the question pending was on 
a motion by Mr. Warts to amend the amendment. by 
enlarging its provisions soas to embrace any tribe of In- 
dians who were in the service of the United States before 
the year 1792. 


all detract from their merits, when I say that the courage 
and enterprise of those who fought our early battles 
against the savages of the West, were as great—their task 
as arduous, and the dangers they encountered as immi- 
nent. They fought against mighty odds-~a feeble band 
against an overwheming force. The chances of battle 
were great against them; and if captured, a death, not, it 
is true, of ignominy, but of torture, awaited them: and he 
who left bis home to fight in its defence, looked back 


Mr. ROBINSON now moved to recommit the bill, with} upon. it with trepidation; for though he left it in safety to- 
instructions to report a bill providing for the payment of! day, he might return to-morrow and find it in ashes-—its 


all the pensions given by this bill, in lands, &c. 
Messrs. FOOT, GRUNDY, BELL, MANGUM, HILL, 
and WHITE, addressed the committee, recapitulating ar- 
gaments which had been before given in favor of, and 
against the bill. 
Mr. HOLMES spoke to the immediate proposition to 
give: lands instead of money to the pensioners. 


inmates massacred or led into captivity. 

But, among those who fought the battles of the West, 
do I esteem the solitary rangers as first, for the merit 
and importance of their services, and most of all entitled 
to the gratitude of the frontier inhabitants. They went 
forth, not against a known and open, but a-lurking and 


He re-) secret foe, in a country occupied by an enemiy—a nume- 
minded the supporters of the proposition that nearly all| rous, brave, and subtle. enemy. 


They marched, not like 


these individuals must be at least.seventy years of age. At|the soldier, to the field of battle, shoulder to shoulder, 
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‘with their companions in arms, fired by.a common spirit, 
and firm in:the: Confidence of mutual support; but-each 
alone, imithe midst:of ‘dangers, self-depéndent’ and: self- 
sustained, ‘résting -upon his own inherent courage ahd-his 
native energies. J, perhaps, appreciate them the more 


because my lot was cast, in very-early life, in a* situation) 


in which I,-or rather those about me, kew and felt:the 
benefit of their protection. : tag Se 


“Phe earliest scenes of which my memory retains. atrace, |- 


werein a small garrison on the frontier, just before the 
close of the war which terminated with the ‘victory of 
_ Wayne, and the treaty of Grenville. + There was a line of 

petty. forts, commencing at Marietta, and: extending up 


the. Muskingum river to a place calléd the‘rouna bottom. f- 


A band of Indians eluded the vigilance of the rangers, who 
were too few in numbers for the protection of the exten- 
sive line of ‘frontier which they had to-guard. ‘The last 
named station was surprised and cut off: — All but three 
persons were massacred.’ One only escaped, and that one 
alarmed the ngighboring garrisons, one of which was sur- 
rounded, but, being on its guard, savas not actually assail- 
ed.. I remember ‘something of the general agitation, the 
pervading feeling of excitation in which even the child, 
unconscious of danger, instinctively participated. I re- 
member, tuo, the joy which the regular but unfrequent 
return of the adventurous spy brought to the hearts and 
homes of those whom he guarded. . And, ‘sir, many a 
peril was braved, and many a deed of dari ng was achieved, 
by these adventurous men, unseen of all but the actor, 
and unnoticed in the-annals of the times--deeds worthy to 
add wreaths to the brow of the proudest hero of ancient 
or modern days. - One Iwill narrate: ` i 
- A young ranger upon a scout had exhausted his rations; 
and, being distant from a place where he could obtain a sup- 
ply, went to a spring-lick where deer resort, and placed 
himself behind a blind near by, watching for game. ‘Ina 
short time, four Indians, armed with their rifles, came within 
pistol shot, and stopped, without having discovered him. 
His resolution was instantly taken: he fired, and brouglit 
down his man, and sprang from his ambush and fled. The 
three remaining Indians fired, but, in the hurry and agi- 
tation of the moment, fired without aim, and missed their 
mark. One of them, with a readiness of thought pecu- 
liar to his race, snatched up the rifle ofhis fullen comrade, 
took better.aim, and fired. The ball passed between the 
body. and-arm of the ranger, and shivered his powder- 
horn to splinters, but he escaped untouched, outran his 
pursuers, and reached the settlement in safety. The au- 
thor of this bold deed does not, it is true, ike many of! 
his companions ii- arms, desire the bounty, or need even 
the justice of his country. Brave aud adventurous in 
youth, honored in age, he is now the Governor of Ohio. 

Mr. BIBB gave a description of the dangers of the In- 
dian warfare, and was succeeded by Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. HAYNE then obtained the floor, and conimenced 
a speech, in which he took a view not only of the present 
bill, but of the pension system generally. He went into 
a history of the system: in this country, and contended 
that, from a correct and proper beginning, it had spread 
itself into an unconstitutional and dangerous extent. Af- 
ter speaking for some time, he gave way for a motion to 
adjourn; and 

The Senate adjourned to Monday. 


; 22 MONDAY, APRIL 30, j 
SECOND AUDITOR AND COMPTROLLER. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Finance, to which 
was referred the resolution of the 30th of March last, 
instructing an inquiry to be made imto the éxpediency of 
abolishing the offices of Second. Auditor and- Second 
Comptroller, made a report, which was ordered to be 
printed. a ; f : i 


: [Fhis report states that, iù the opinion of the commit ~ 
tee, the abolition of-thése offices would beʻinexpedient 
and productive of injury to the:public service. Jor" 

“After transacting‘some minor business,’ the Senate went 
into.the consideration ‘of -executive ‘busines 


Mr. DICKERSON, from. the -Committee 
tures; reported a bill to regulate the. duties. on, 
which was read, and ordered-to a second réading. 
: : PUBLIC LANDS. oce pS 
Mr. KING called the attention of the Senate tothe bill 
reported by the Committee on Manufactures, to appro: 
priate, for a limited time, the proceeds of the public lands, 
and the report accompanying it, which had béén laid on 
the table some days-ago. He:wished the Senate would 
now take up this bill fér the purpose of-referring it to.the: 
Committee ‘on Public Lands.» With. this view, he moved 
to. postpone the previous’orders:of- the day, for the pur- 


n im 


ports; 


pose of taking up this bilt = > 


Mr CLAY made a few remarks.on the anomalous cha- - 


‘racter of this proceeding. ‘It appeared ‘to him to bean 
extraordinary course. 


It had-been usual, when any mea- 
sure of importance was reported bya committee, to give 
the chairman of such committee an opportunity to give the 
views of the committee, and: such explanations as. were 
necessary for a full understanding of the measure. Now, 
here was one of the majority by whom the bill was laid:on - | 
tlie table, moving to.-take it up, not ‘for “the purpose of 
explanation and exposition, but to refer it te another com- 
mittee; before any elucidation. of the‘detdils of the bill 
could be made. He referred to the ‘singular’ history of 
this affair. When it was moved'to refer the ‘subject to 
the Committee -an` Manufactures; the members of ‘that 
committee had protested, solemnly protested, against such 
reference, and had earnestly requested that it might be 
sent to the Committee on Public, Lands, as the proper 
committee. No, said the gentlemen on the othér side; 
you must take the subject into your hands; you must de- 
liberate upon ‘it, and present a project to Congréss: and 
the country. “Reluctantly they consented. to“ assume this 
duty. The labor was great, but they encountered’: it: 
Possessing but a partial knowledge of the subject, they 
did not feel disposed to go into this Jaborious- investiga. 
tion. - But it-was: givén. to them: by the Senate. They 
took it in hand, and went on with it as well as they could; 
spurred and hurried on from time to time, picking up 
their information in the best possible manner, they made 
their way, and determined, at last, to make tbe report 
which had gone forth to the world. Now, a motion was 
made to wrest the subject from those hands. to which it 
had been committed by the vote of a majority ofthe Ses 
nate, and, without the presentment of a single objection 
to the details of the measure, or any counter project, to 
send it to the Committee on Public Lands. ‘The Senate 
had, unquestionably, the power to send the subject to any 
committee; and. he would bow with all deference to’ the 
decision of the Senate. “Butif the course now. indicated 
were taken,-and the subject, unheard, and without any 
explanation from the committee, were sent to the Com- 
mittee on Public. Lands, it would be a course without 
precedent, as far as his experience would enable him to 
judge. Still, the Senate had the power to give this direc- 
tion, and he would-bow. to the decision‘of that body. 

Mr: KING made an observation or two in defence of his 
motion. : He said that he had merely proposed to take up 
what the Senator from Kentucky complained had not 
been done. before. If thé Senate should agree to take 
up the bill, he then intended to move its reference to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The Senator from Kentucky 


871  ° GALES & SEATON'S REGISTER 872 


SERATE] o obni eia General Appropriation Bile = + [May 1, 1832.. 


had himself admitted that thé. Committee on Manufactures! report from:the Land Committee shall be produced, the 
did not possess the knowledge requisite to enable them} chairman of some other committee may rise in his place, 
to act on this subjeet.”. Why, then, did the Senator shrink, and tell us he can give us new views by sending it to his 
from. this: reference?.. The. subject had been originally | committee. He will have the same claim to your favor 
brought forward, ‘and referred to the Committee on’ Ma-|that the chairman of the Land Committee now has. 
‘nufactures, asa.branchof the inquiry relative to the pub-| Where, then, isthe thing to end? 
lic revenue, It had not been thought proper to separate| . He took. exception to the remark of the chairman of 
this from the other parts of the subject. At the'time the! the Land Committee, when he said this second reference 
reference was made, he felt that ‘they: were sending the} was necessary to a full and fair examination. He asked if ` 
subject to those who felt but little interest in the disposi-/this report is not fair. The- ċhairman of the Land Com- 
tionof these lands, and the reference would not have been| mittee, and those who voted with him, would. take no ex- 
made où any other ground than. that it was part of the|cuse from the Committee on Manufactures--they would 
general subject of inquiry. The report would be found} have them examine the subject, and now they were told 
defective on most points. . It- was calculated to deceive, | it must be before another committee, to ensure a fair ex- 
not. intentionally, he admitted, but. because the subject|amination. And how, Mr. C. asked, was this fair examina- 
was not understood; it was'the result of the limited know-|tion te be ensured? Why, by sending it to a commit- 
ledge of the subject: possessed’ by the committee. Hejtee of five, of whom four were of the new States. 
asked if it was proper, after the circulation of thousands) The fairness intended, then, was neither more nor less 
of. these reports, full of erroneous-statements ‘and princi-| than to increase the advantage to the new States. Now 
ples,.thatresistance should’be madeto an effort to correct| this was, in his estimation, precisely the last thing the Se- 
these errors in the public judgment. He hoped that there] nate should do. . The most objectionable feature in the 
was no objection td the publication of á counter report;| project reported, was the unjust inequality in the distri- 
and he pledged himself, if he could not show the fallacy | bution. What claim had the new States to receive a tenth 
of the.sentiments in this report, ‘to abide the penalty of} of the property belonging to all the States equally, and 
failure. | He: stated, that when the subject should again) then come in to share an equal proportion: of the remain- 
come up, there would be sufficient time to go into the|/ing.nine-tenths? The public lands belonged to all the 
necessary explanations and views which the Senator from] States; it was common treasure; and yet you propose to 
Kentucky desired.to present to the Senate. divide this common find, by first giving a clear tenth of 
The motion to postpone the other orders’ was then car-|the whole to the new States, and then allowing them a 
ried in the affirmative. full share of the residue. There is no shadow of right in 
The bill was then read a second time by its title. this; and if the new States pressed this matter, the other 
. Mr. KING then moved to refer the bill and report toj States must in their turn demand the extent of their just 
the Committee on Public Lands. : claims. He was aware it was offcred in a spirit of com- 
Mr. MILLER demanded a division of the question. | promise, and in deference to the extravagant notions which 
He did not see any benefit which could result from a`re-| some of our brethren in the new States had encouraged. 
ference of the report. In any question touching the honest prejudices of the 
- Mr. KING withdrew so much of the motion as had re-| people of the country, he was prepared to make conces- 
ference to the report. sions to such prejudices. Considerations of pecuniary 
< The motion then being to refer the. bill to the Commit-| profit ought to yield. to the higher considerations of har- 
tee-en. Public Lands, mony and tranquillity. Butin all matters of compromise 
. Mr. CHAMBERS ‘expréssed his surprise at the novel] there’ were two parties, and each must advance toward a 
proposition to refer the report and proceedings of onej middle ground. The proposition in the report had gone 
committee to the consideration.of another. ‘There was] far, very far, to meet the prejudices, and pay tribute to 
no superiority acknowledged in the one: committee over} the excited expectations of the new States, and it might 
another. The chairman of the Public Land Committee|be well worthy their consideration whether it would be 
[Mr. Krxe] could not seriously ask the Senate to act upon] prudent to reject the tender, and throw the question back 
the assumption that his committee was more intelligent, or| to the positive rights of the parties. 
more capable of understanding this question. Although} Mr. FOOT, inorder to make way for other important 
in no spirit of reproach to that committee, he avowed his/bills—the appropriation bill—the pension bill—which 
decided conviction that no report ever made in the Senate| were waiting for the action of the Senate, moved to lay 
was more fully evincive of large, liberal, and- intelligent) the bill on the table; which was agreed to as follows: 
views; than the one made by the Committee on Manufac-| YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Brown, Chambers, Dallas, Dick- 
tures. - ‘The argument of the more intimate acquaintance | erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, 
of ithe Land Committee with the general subject would| Hayne, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Miller, Prentiss, Robbins, 
have appliéd with: great force on the first commitment. | Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Troup, 
The committee to whom it.was sent had resisted its-refer-| Tyler, Wilkins\~-25, $ ae ; 
ence to them on that ground. But the Senate would take] NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Clay, Clayton, Ellis, Grundy, 
no denial--they must, they should examine the subject, | Hendricks, Kane, King, Mangum, Marey, Moore, Robin- 
and acquaint themselves with it. _ They had done. so, andj son, Tipton, White.—14. ' 
they had mastered it. The Senate have their labors be-| > So the motion was laid on the table. 


y roti ‘ y th ; ; ; 
fore them, proving. that the committee has pursued the GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


subject in all its connexions and relations to the great ; 4 : : 
interests of the country, and all the States, both new and}. The message of the House of Representatives, stating 
- : $ its concurrence in some, and disagreement to others of the 


old. : i ; ENE 
Senate’s admendments to the general appropriation bill, 


- It is now said by the chairman of the Land Committee, 
that ‘other views of this subject may be had by recommit-| was taken up; and several of the amendments having been 
ting it to his committee. How isit ascertained that thej disposed of, by receding in some cases, and insisting on 
Senate arè not satisfied. witli the views taken? Have-the|the amendments in others, the disagreement of the House 
Senate: passed:.any opinion? They have not heard the ar-| to the Senate’s amendment striking out the appropriation 
guments to. be urged for and against it. All that the Sena- for the outfit of a minister to France came up. 
tor from-Alabama has. to say on the subject car be-given|. Mr. SMITH moved to recede from the amendment. 
om the- foor in:the-usual. mode: - But if this practice isto) A debate ensued, in which the motion was supported by 
be commenged, musti not be carried out? When the| Messrs. SMITH, FORSYTH, TYLER, and MANGUM, 
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and was opposed by- Messrs: CLAYTON, TAZEWELL 
HOLMES, CHAMBERS, and MILLER: | motes 
‘The question being taken on the motion to recede, 
decided as follows: oe : z 2 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dallas, Dick- 

` erson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hil; 
Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Robinson; Smith, 

Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White; Williams.—23. 
NAYS.--Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, John- 
ston, Miller, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Sils- 
bee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Waggaman.—21. 

So the Senate agreed to recede from their amendment: 
Adjourned. f ~ : 


Wennespax, May 2. 
CODE OF LAWS FOR THE DISTRICT. 

The resolution offered yesterday by Mr. CHAMBERS, 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia, referring 
it to a committee, consisting of two members of the. Se- 
nate, and one member of the House of Representatives, 
to prepare a system of laws for the District of Columbia, 
being taken up, - 

Mr. CHAMBERS made a brief explanation of the 
views of the committee. It was proper to say that the se- 
lection of but one member of the House to be on the com- 
mittee was made at the express desire of members of the 
committee of the House, and therefore should not be 
deemed disrespectful to the House. He reminded the 
Senate of the peculiar situation of the District, and the 


great difficulty of preparing a just and cquitable system, | 


involving, as it must, so many considerations, such a vari- 


ety of facts, and requiring such a minute knowledge of 
It was not to be expected that any. 


the existing laws. 
member of Congress, during the session, could be pre- 
pared with such a system as would be satisfactory. Expe- 
rience had shown the necessity for such a system. A code 
had been prepared, but it was not generally understood, 
or had not been sufficiently examined, and a reinvestiga- 
tion of the subject was indispensable. The> District «at 
this moment was governed partly by the Maryland, partly 
by the Virginia system, without the advantage of such 


improvements as the altered state of society seemed to 


demand. 
The resolution was then agreed to. 
TONNAGE, &e. 
Mr. HOLMES rose to make a new call for information 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, although he express- 


ed himself, judging from the past, that the effort would 
be a fruitless one, 


which bad occurred in the furnishing of that commercial 


information which is indispensable to enable Congress to 
come to an accurate understanding of our condition as re- 


gards our commercial intercourse, the state of our tonnage 
and our trade. In introducing his remarks, he touched 
upon the inaccuracy of some of the official information laid 
before Congress; in particular, to the errors in the period- 
ical statement of public officers, salaries, &c. He ob- 
served by this book, that our minister to Colombia had 
but 4,500 dollars. a year, while his secretary had 9,000 
dollars a year! And he did not know that it would not 
be a proper motion to send back the work to the Depart- 
ment of State, with directions to revise and correct it, 
and print an accurate statement before the next session 
of Congress, =. 

He then referred to a call made at the last session on the 
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish. to this House, by 


the first Monday in December,-a full statement -of our. 


exports and imports, tonnage, &c. The existing law re- 
quired the collectors of the different ports to furnish re- 


He referred especially to the neglect 


which could have existed in. the communication of: those 
- [facts to Congress by the time specified in the resolution., 
was|Congress could then have acted understandingly on the | 
~|great subjects which have been thrown before them. It 

was notorious that-these returns had been made to Con- 


ress with great irregularity; and Mr. H. referred to the 


journals to'show at what periods of the ‘different séssions 
they had' come in. The present adminis(ration. had now 


disclaimed any éxpectation of. doing any thing better than © 
their predecessors; but ön this point they had fallen much 
below those who had been:in power beforè them: © Their 
omissions were rare, but: the omissions now ‘were, almost 
annual. An account of our exports and imports was never 
more necessary than at this moment,. Statistical informa- 
tion in reference to our commerce was of the utmost im- 
portance, to enable Congress to understand the subject of 
the operation of the colonial trade; and the difference be- 
tween our exports and imports required to be well known 
before the Senate. should be called upon to legislate on 
the bill to recharter the Bank of the United States, the 
intimate bearing of these subjects on each other being 
very obvious.. 3 j 

“It was desirable to understand if, during the last year or 
two, there had not-been. a dangerous, a ruinous excess of 
our imports over our exports; and whether, if such was 
the case, the refusa? to recharter the bunk. would not be a 
measure of most destructive operation on our national 
prosperity. He then proceeded to show what was the 
difference between our imports and. exports, in reference 
to our trade with Great Britain, and the European and 
other ports belonging to her, as that was the only infor- 
mation which was before the Senate. 1n.1831, he. stated 
that the imports were forty-four millions and a fraction, 
and the exports thirty-three millions and a fraction, leav- 
ing an excess of imports of about tèn millions. The ex- 
cess of imports, in the last two years, he stated at upwards 
of thirteen millions. This statement he adduced as evi- 
dence to show the importance of a more extended know- 
ledge of the subject. He thought it important that Con- 
gress should understand how the proportion of our imports 
to our exports stood with uther countries as well as Great 
Britain. There was not a shrewd and intelligent mer- 
chant in the country who did not foresee and, dread the~ 
consequence of this disparity between our exports.and - 
imports. : eee : 3 

He had determined, notwithstanding the illsuccess of his 
‘former efforts, to make.a new attempt to obtain this infor- 
mation. He had been told that ‘some ‘of the collectors, . 
regardless of the requisitions of the law, had failed to 
make their quarterly returns to the department; and that 
to this circumstance the failure was attributable. He 
thought, however, that if the Secretary of the Treasury 
was able, from the materials in his. possession, to make 
out the statistical view which he had presented on the sub- 
ject of our trade with Great Britain, he might also have 
communicated the residue of the information which was 
desired. The fault lay entirely, he presumed, with those 
who administered the laws. If the collectors did not send 
their returns within five days after the expiration of the 
time, a peremptory direction might be sent from the de- 
partment, which would ensure*obedience. ` 

Mr. H. concluded his remarks with offering a resolu- 
tion, calling on the Secretary of the Treasury. to inform. 
the Senate what collectors had failed in the performance 
of the duties imposed upon them by law; what steps. had 
been taken to compel obedience, &c. : ; 


PENSION BILL. ` 


` The Senate then resumed.the consideration.of the un- 
finished business, being the bill supplementary to an. act 
for the relief of the surviving officers and soldiers of the 


turns on their parts, quarterly, to the department; and if| revolution. 


this bad been faithfully complied with, he saw no difficulty 


_ Mr, HAYNE then continued, and. concluded the obser 
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vations on the ‘character: and--tende: 
he.commenced on Friday, = = >.> 
oe APPROPRIATION BILL. ae: 
SMITH, the Senate took up the mes- 
_ Sage’ from’ use, accompanying the general appro- 
přiation bill, atid receded from those amendments to which 
the House had disagreed and insisted. `` 
oe “TONNAGE, &e. 
The. CHAIR laid before the Senate a communication 
from'the. Secretary of the Treasury, containing accounts 
of the exports and imports, tonnage, &e.> ~; a 
[This-was the:report to which Mr. Hoxmes had. refer- 
red:in'the:earlier partiof the day.] ~ : 
-On motion of Mr. HOLMES, 1,500 extra copies of this 
report were: ofdered to be printed. for the-use of the Se- 
nates. Sette CEP i oa ee 


~ 


Loe THURSDAY, Mays. 


“Mr. HAYNE offered. a resolution, of which he asked 
the present consideration, directing the Secretary of the 
Senate to cause.to be prepared, for the use of the Senate, 
a comparative statement showing the rates of duties im- | 
posed by existing laws onthe articles embraced in .the 
draught of a bill: submitted to the Senate by the Secretary 

- of the Treasury, aiid also: by the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. . : 

Mr. GHAMBERS inquired what time would probably 
be consumed in the preparation of the statement. ` 
. Mr. HAYNE replied, not more than two or three days. | 

The resolution was agreed to. 

'The Senate then took up the report made some days 
since, by the Committee on Finance, on the subject of | 
the abolition of the offices of Second Acditor and = 


_ Mr: HOLMES stated that, since he had offered the. re- 
‘soltition, the information to which ‘it referred had been 
received from the Secretary of the Treasury. He had 


not been ‘able to examine it to satisfy himself that it con- 
tained allthe information called for; and as it had gone to 


~ On moti 
to take up the bill-to establish c 


ertain post- roads, and: 
discontinue others.. j get i 
' 7 After the various amendments to 
through, - 208 5 7 2 Ete 
+> Mr: BIBB moved further to- amend the bill, by inserting 
‘@hadditional section, as follows: - $ S 
-o ynd be it-further enacted, That, from-and after the ist 
day of. July next, no. postage shall be charged on. news- 
papers, and that so much of any act or acts of the Con- 
gress.of the United ‘States as imposed-a tax of postage on 
wapapers ‘shall be, and thesame is hereby, repealed 
“thé: day aforesaid. ent hae ga 
lien tose, and:addressed the Senate. in istup- 
sition-he-had laid, before them, demun- 
portance “and utility of the measure 


the bill had been gone 
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ontemplated, and. the perfect ability of the Post ‘Office 
Department to sustainitself in case of its being carried into 


effect... He was not onë of. those disposed either to in- 
crease: the expense of that department, or to diminish its 


usefulness. . He was for making the post office sustain 
itself from-its own resources, ‘without being a charge to 
the treasury, while, at the same time, its accommodations 
to the public, being carried to a liberal extent, should bear 
as lightly in the shape of a tax‘as the nature of the case 
would admit. The amendment he had just offered, he 
would undertake to say, would do-more good, and diffuse 
valuable information ‘over the ‘United States toa greater 
extent than any proposition that had ever. been laid before 
Congress, respecting this department of the. Government. 
If it were true that the foundations of this. Government 
rested on public opinion, the free circulation of cheap 
newspaper information throughout the whole Union was 
an object of the last importance. He considered the vital 
principles of the Government materially concerned in the 
success of the proposition, which looked to the dissemi- 
nation of correct information in so cheap a form as, to bring 
it within the reach of every individual in the community. 
Ifyou will look at the papers printed in this city, said Mr. 
B., and the curtailed information which the nature of the 
case compels them to circulate, you will at once see the 
importance of the plan proposed. They publish, said’ 
Mr. B., an abstract of the proceedings of Congress in their 
daily papers, and the country papers are frequently struck 
off- containing no part of those proceedings. He was in- 
formed that the cost of the postage on a daily newspaper 
amounted to five dollars per annum. Now this, added to 
the price of the paper, diminished the circulation to a very 
greàt extent. There was another disadvantage attending 
the present system, It was a melancholy fact that the 
presses of this country were pensionedto a certain extent, 
and, without Government patronage, daily papers could 
not be supported at the seat of Government. This showed 
the necessity of adopting the plan proposed; that, by 4 
free and cheap Circulation of newspaper intelligence, an 
impartial and independent press might be fostered and 
established on so firm a basis as to be wholly free from the 
influence of the Government. He spoke with.no diste- 
spect to the present Executive, nor did he apply his re- 
marks to times present more than to times past. The 
evil had existed and would exist, and was consequent upon 
the preference of the public for country papers instead of 
daily, because of the vast expense of postage on the latter, 

Mr. B. next went on to show the ability of the Post 
Office Department to sustain, from its own resources, the 
measure proposed. 

if you look, said he, at the documents from the Post 
Office Department on the file of the Senate, you will find 
that it had a surplus fund: up to 30th June, 1831, of 
$210,412. -The following calculation, then, may be safely 
revenue above expenditures,’ from 
‘Ast July, 1831, to lst July, 1832, according tothe res 


¿port of $75,000 for the half year, -~ - $150,000 
Progressive. increase. of receipts, as per re- f 

E a ee - - - 140,228 
Leaving a surplus on the 1st of July, 1832, of. $507,630 


This is surplus which will be at the disposal of the de- 
partment on the Ist of July, 1832, when the proposition 
under consideration is to take effect. But the routes pro- 
posed by-this bildo not take effect until Ist January, 


~The question then recurs, said Mr. B., what will-be the 
diminution of the revenue of the post office by taking off the 
tax on newspapers? From the report of the Postmaster Ge- 
neral, it appears that the whole of the tax annually levied 
on the transmission of newspapers amounts to -about two 
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hundred thousand dollars; only one balf of which accrues to] on his paper, and in this way the Government is indemnified 
the treasury of the post.cffice, the other half being retained | for the cost of transporting them by- mail. T he gentleman * 
by the deputy’ postmasters for their fees. Now, if he (Mr. was mistaken.in: supposing there would be so large a sur- 
B.] had not ‘egregiously. erred, and the Postmaster Geneé-| plus fiind as, sixty-two thousand: dollars coming into the 
ral had. not erred, then ‘there will be, when this amend-| department the next year; for, ‘at first, in consequence of 
ment goes into operation, a fund of-half a million of dollars) the extraordinary expenditure.created by the new routes, 
at the disposal of the department, leaving, after subtract-| nearly the whole of it would be expended... According to 
ing the tax of $100,000 on. newspapers, 400,000, dollars| the proposition of the gentleman. fro: Kentucky, said 
of the surplus fund yet undisposed of to maintain the in-] Mr. G.;'we shall subtract from the revenue: ofthe depart. 
creased expense of the new post routes by. this bill, and] ment the sum of one hundred thousand dollars.by. taking 
enable the Postmaster General to extend the facilities af| off the postage from newspapers; and by the new routes: 
the public accommodation... There was no danger of| established by the bill, we have imposed on it an addition- 
trenching on the post office fund—there would not be thej al expense of one hundred thousand dollars. Here, then, 
ossible necessity of dispensing with a single route, or/is at once adifference of two hundred thousand dollars, and 
Leonie. down the usefulness of the department in the|the income of the department is but sixty-two thousand 
slightest degree., No gentleman, he presumed, would deny} dollars over the present expenses. . There was another 
that the cheapening the. price of newspapers, and facii-| view of the subject. ` The principal part of these accom: 
tating their circulation, was a great object, conducing more | mudations were extended to the new States, (and’he be- 
to public utility than any other proposed in the bill. Js it}heved it was the first bill that ever passed Congress in 
of no importance that, living in a republican Government, | which the West had the advantage.) New England bad 
with a constitution, one great article of which guaranties} but a smalt increase of. post routes, and there was but lit- 
the freedom of the press, we should execute that ar-|tle additional accommodation to the South, both these sec- 
ticle by doing every thing. in our power to favor a free | tions of country having been already proyided for., Then, 
and independent press? It was trae the liberty of the} these new routes, being principally inthe: West, would be 
press might be abused, but in this, as in all other human | unproductive, because there was but little money in the 
affairs, we must lake the bitter with the sweet, and not] part of the country through which they are to run: Hê’ 
throw away the good because bad may accompany it. 1} hoped, under all the circumstances, the Senate would not 
am one of those, said Mr. B., who will take the freedom] prematurely adopt this amendment; that they would per- 
of the press, with all its licentiousness, rather than suffer] mit the subject to be first considered by the committee, 
the people to want for information, for 1 bcheve that it is}and examined as to how.and when it could safely be carri- 
only when not correctly informed that the people were|ed into effect. He would tell gentlemen distinctly, that, ` 
liable to err, n pos . if the proposition was adopted now, the-departmentwould . 
Mr. GRUNDY regretted very much that the gentleman | not be able to- sustain itself for the next-year. Mr.. G. 
from Kentucky had made his proposition at this time. The | then asked for the yeas and nays onthe questions which 
subject had been before the Post Office Committee; had] were ordered. 7 at ic ERE Rake 
been much canvassed, :and' they had come to the conclu-| -Mre FOOT, foreseeing that this proposition would lead 
sion that no proposition should be made to the Senate on | to discussion, and being desirous to: take up the pension 
the subject until it should be ascertained what amount of] bill, moved to lay this bill on the table, but: the motion was 
expenditure would be produced by the bill belore them. | rejected-—yeas 15, nays 16. os 
Ithad been the intention of the coumiitice tu present this} “Mr, CLAYTON next addressed the Senate in support 
subject fo the Senate at a proper time; and it was the] of the amendment. He considered the proposition as one 
opinion of some of its members that newspaper postage | of great importance, calculated to produce the most bene» 
ought tobe reduced, while others of the committee, whose | ficial results; and he tendered his thanks to the Senator 
opinions were entitled to some weight, thought there | from Kentucky for having made. it, . In the few.remarks: 
should be a reduction of the postage on letters also. Buti he was about to make in support of-the proposition, he. 
was it right to encumber this General Post Office bill, so] should say but little in reference. to that! part of the dis. 
voluminous iù its details, with a separate and distinct pro-| cussion between the gentleman from. Kentucky and the . 
position? Was not the plan of the gentleman from Ken- gentleman from Tennessee, which related to the ability of. 
tucky of sufficient importance tobe brought forward. in| the department to sustain-itself from its own resources, 
a bill by itself? ‘Phere was one thing that both he and | after.the postage. on newspapers should be abolished, þe- 
the Senator from Kentucky concurred in. They both} cause he did not deem that a matter of sufficient import-. 
thought that the Post Office. Department ought to sustain | ance. Both gentlemen bad. said that the General Post 
itself from its own resources. Now, said Mr. G., if you | Office ought to sustain itself from its own resources, without 
take off the revenue derived from the postage of newspa- | becoming in any degree a charge on the treasury. _ Now, 
pers, the bankruptey of the department would be hazard-] this was the language of the Postmaster General himself, 
ed; for, taking mto consideration the expenses ciated by |in his communication to the other House, and it appeared ` 
the new routes established by the present bill, there}to be the sentiment throughout the country that thig 
would probably be no surplus income as at present. This|should be the case. But it was not. true, that the Post 
proposition could not cost less than from one hundred | Office Department had sustained itself since : Mr. Barry 
thousand to two hundred thousand dollars, If you put it] came into office. That it. was not so, was susceptible of 
at the lowest rate, and make ita horse mail once a week, | mathematical demonstration. “There: was ‘in that depart- 
it will not cost less than one hundred thousand dolars; but | ment when. Mr- MeLean went out of office, a surplus fund 
was it expected that those accommodated by this amend- of two hundred and eighty-nine thousand ‘dollars, which 
ment would be ‘satisfied with a horse mail once a week? | was now reduced, as appeared by the report, to two hun- 
Mr. G. did not now intend to give any opinion with regard | dred and ten thousand dollars; and this, said Mr. C., would 
to the propriety of taking the postage entirely off from have been all.gone, had it not been for the assistance. ren- 
newspapers. ‘He knew the importance of inculcating|dered the department by the treasury; for, if you will 
cheaply valuable information through the country, and the {look at your appropriation bills, you will find that the 
measure proposed might, in time, be safely adopted, but! sums appropriated for’ the salaries of the officers of the dẹ- 
now, he believed, it was premature to.attempt it. It. was partment from year to year would have absorbed more 
said thatin England newspapers are transmitted free by the | than that sum, -It did not appear, then, from the docu 
Government; but letit be remembered that every printer of ments, that the post: office had. sustained itself from 
a newspaper first puts down his money in the shape of atax |its own resources. The danger that this diminution of the 
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‘opposed by those who stood up for the liberty of the 
press, as oppressive and impolitic, and. was finally . re- 
jected. [Mr. C- then, read from one of the English fe- 
views an article on the subject, in which the writer, after 
exposing the oppression and injustice of the existing tax, 
ends by recommending an ad valorem duty on every bews- 
paper issued from the press.] This, said Mr. C., was consi- 
dered there as the most equitable system of taxation; but 
the very one to which we adhere, and which never was 
justified, except for the exigencies of war, is viewed in 
England as the most obnoxious ofall. 

Mr. C. held it as essentially necessary for the preserva- 
tion ofa free press that it should be free from the shackles 
of Executive influence and Executive patronage. Place, 
said-he, by the adoption of the amendment before you, 
the whole press of the country on the same footing, and 
the most effectual measures are taken to remedy and pre- 
vent the evil. It could not be denied that a pensioned 
press was supported throughout the country, and pledged 
to sustain the party in power. Such were the declara- 
tions of the Senator from Kentucky, who belonged to 
that party.. He would take them on his assertions, and 
put it to the Senate whether it was not time to arrest the 
abuse. He would not consume the time of the Senate by 
reading the celebrated report of the Retrenchment Com- 
mittee, inswhich the subsidizing of the press is so strongly 
reprobated, but he would merely ask gentlemen’s atten- 
tion to it, and call upon them to adopt the amendment as 
the most effectual mode of suppressing the abuses the re- 
port complained of. The gentleman from Kentucky had 
said, that, owing to the heavy tax on the postage of news- 
papers, a press could not be sustained here, at the seat of 
Government, without the patronage of the Government. 
This, indeed, was a melancholy truth, and it was equally 
true that a press always would be sustained here by that 
very patronage. Inthe recess of Congress, those who 
have the franking privilege will, at all times, as they always 
have, exercise it for the purpose of keeping themselves 
in power. . It is not to be doubted, that, last summer, 
thousands and tens of thousands of the Globe were frank- 
ed all over the country; and did not that give to that paper 
an advantage over all others? - Nine thousand postmasters 
are now scattered throughout the Union, each of whom 
has the privilege of sending without charge any news- 
papers which sustain in power those at whose will and 
pleasure these post offices are held. How many secreta- 
ries, auditors, comptrollers, and officers in the post office 
here, exercise this franking privilege, every year, to keep 
themselves in power? In England, the crown is exempt 
from taxation; but the privilege is odious there. Destroy 
the monopoly which is here enjoyed by the pensioned 
press, by putting all the papers of the country on an equal 


tax on the literature of the’ country, proposed by the 
Senator ‘from Kentucky, ‘will become a charge on. the 
treasury, is urged. as a strong objection, without any force. 
We are. engaged now; said Mr: C., in plans for the re- 
duction ofthe revenue down to the wants of the Govern- 
ment: “We all agree that-the revenue at present is more 
-than is necessary; and we all agree that it ought to be re- 
‘duced. Now it seems to be a question of peculiar pro- 
priety, while we are considering on what ‘objects of gene- 
ral use the taxes can most advantageously be reduced, 
that we should take into consideration the tax on news- 
‘papers, from which the people derive their principal 
information relative to thé progress of public affairs. 
It isa matter of no importance to me, while you draw 
money from me for support of the Government, whether 
you draw it in the form. of a tax on newspapers, or any 
other article; but to the great mass of the people it is 
otherwise. This was a tax, said Mr. C., which fell un- 
justly on the poor. man as well as the rich; for, in effect, 
the:tax on. newspapers was a tax of fifty per cent. on the 
value of the article. It operated more unjustly than the 
stamp duty in England on newspapers, to which the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee referred, and which was so celebrated 
as one of the six acts that rendered the Castlereagh ad- 
ministration so unpopular. In England there was a cer- 
tain duty on newspapers, and a: certain duty on every ad- 
-yertisement inserted in them. ‘He had a copy of the Lon- 
don Courier, containing a statement made by order of the 
‘House of Commons, from which the whole amount of the 
duties could be correctly ascertained. 

(Mr. C. here read the statement, by which it appeared 
that the whole amount of duties levied in England on 
newspapers, pamphlets, and advertisements, was two mil- 
lion nine hundred and forty-seven thousand eight hun- 
dred and eighty-eight dollars. } : 

` This, said Mr. C., is the whole amount of the tax on the 
press, imposed by one of the celebrated six acts of the 
Castlereagh administration, that had. been denounced in 
the British House of Commons as one of the most tyran- 
tical, most oppressive, and most destructive to the liber- 
ties of the press, since the act for the censorship of the 
press, which was abolished in 1694. It was, by Mr. Hume, 
in the House of Commons, lately denounced as not less 
tyrannical than those ordinances for which Charles X was 
hurled from his throne. You see, said Mr. C., the amount 
of tax; and is it not strange that a people groaning under 
so intolerable a load of taxation, should have complained 
of a tax of only three millions, comparatively so trifling, 
considering the number and amount of the burdens im- 
posed'on them? _Mr. C: observed that, of the whole sum 
of nearly three millions of dollars raised in England, only 
about five hundred thousand pounds were obtained by the 
-stamp tax,on newspapers alone; and to show the gentleman | footing, and you will do more to remedy the evil than you 
from Tennessee whatlittle merit there was inthe example| can do in any other way. Mr, C. had before referred to 
which-had been referred to by that gentleman, he = the unpopularity of Lord Castlereagh’s administration; 
| 


his attention to the odium with which that example had/and he knew no better cause for his lordship’s cutting his” 
ever been regarded, small as the tax appeared-when com-| own throat, than the just odium consequent upon the 
pared with other taxes there, and to the bitter. hostility; celebrated ‘six acts” of 1819, of which that to tax the press 
with which it was constantly assailed in England by every | is one; and he would now refer to what was said in Parlia- 
‘peal friend to the freedom of the press in that country. ‘ment, in debate, by Mr. Banks, one of its supporters. 
(Mr. C. then proceeded to comment on the injustice} As a specimen of the mode of argument by which 
‘and inequality of the tax in this country, in proportion taj that bill was sustained, 1 give you his words: 
| the value of the article, giving his objections to the im-, . ** Itwas the duty of Parliament—a pressing and impera- 
position of a tax, only one half of which went into the/ tive duty—-to lay the axe at the root of the evil, to sup- 
revenue, while the other half went to compensate the; press the press—he meant the abuse of the press—an 
_ deputy postmasters for collecting it. It was onerous on| abuse which, if not suppressed, would, ere long, over- 
- the literature of the country, he said, if we consider the) throw every establishment in the country. One great 
amountof the tax, deemed so-trifling by the Senator from | source of the evil was the extent to which the general 
‘Tennessee; but; ‘as regarded the principle, he wouldmuch/ education of the lower classes had been carried, and 
prefer. thé British: plan of taxation.] oe | which certainly tended to the establishment of a state of 
Ithad been récently proposed in England to adopt our society not contemplated in former times. To enlarge 
system, and tax the. postage on each newspaper; but the] the understanding of the people--to give them capaci- 
measure, which was really’ advocated by no party, was| ties for the reception of knowledge, was worse than use- 
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less, unless especial care was taken what kind of know- 
ledge was communicated to them.” | a . . 
Proceeding to point out- erroneous knowledge as the 
evil resulting from the liberty of the press, he says: ~ 
‘© This is the mischief, and it behooves the Legislature 
to take great care what issues from the press, at a period 
when the people at large were so capable of comprehend- 
ing the information, salutary or pernicious, that was im- 
parted to them. The existing situation of things had 
never before been known in any age of country.” 
Now, said Mr. C., there was nothing parallel to this- in 
this country, and the only question was, on what princi- 
ple the tax on newspapers, so heavy at it was, could ‘be 
Justified, unless it was for the exigencies incident toa state 
of war, in which case, he admitted, extraordinary taxes must 
be levied. All agreed that our revenue is more than is 
wanted; and will you, said he, establish the principle that 
it is right to draw revenue from such a source, unless for 
the emergencies of the Government? Look tothe princi- 
ple involved, said he, for the day may come when more 
dangers will result from it than from the celebrated stamp 
tax before referred to. Let us look at things as they exist, 
and see the connexion between the post office and the 
press, and how that department possesses the power to 
control and corrupt it. Without calling the attention of 
the Senate to any particular case, it was sufficient for his 
purpose to point out in what way the department pos- 
sessed this power. Tirst, by appointing printers to office. 
This was not now unfashionable, though contrary to the 
principles of the Jeffersonian school. He found, in look- 
ing into the memoirs of that great man, that, on the 14th 
May, 1801, in a letter to Mr. Macon, he says: A very 
early recommendation had~been given to the Postmaster 
General to employ no printer in any of his offices,” and 
he elsewhere directs that no printer shall have any con- 
nexion with the post office-~** not even so much as to carry 
the mail.” That was-the Jeffersonian creed. The depart- 
ment then had this power of appointing printers to office. 
Other gentlemen could tell how many printers had re- 
ceived appointments; he could not, and he did not wish 
to meddle with the question; it was cnough that the de- 
partment had the power. Secondly, the department could 
give great advantages to its friends over its foes ina variety 
of ways. The chief of the department makes all mail con- 
tracts, after publicly advertising the contracts to the low- 
est bidder. Now, if you will look at the report of the 
committee of the Senate of the last session, you will 
find that there were no less than eighty-three contracts, 
in which the worst bids for the Government were ac- 
cepted. i 
It might be worth while for one anxious to learn how 
the department possessed the power to do mischief, to 
look at the reports pf the select committee of the Senate 
last year, stating the facts they obtained before they re- 
sisted in their inquiry, under the pretext that they could 
disclose impeachable matter, and inquire why A or B 
were preferred to C or D. Ina great majority of cases, 
says the department, the lowest bids were refused, be- 
cause the partics making them were not sufficiently 
known, or sufficiently recommended.” But £ will put it 
to the Senate, if there is a better mode of favoring’ favor- 
ites than this. An allegation of that kind is one that can 
always easily be made, and hardly be put down. Aman may 
have fifty letters from the most respectable persons, and 
yet be told that he is not sufficiently known or recom- 
mended, ‘The department may also grant extra pay to 
favorite contractors. Mr. C. then referred to another 
mode in which the department was liable to commit 
abuses. 


of the funds of the department, and were never known. 
But last year, the committee did getsome information: with 
respectto them. They heard that they varied from thirty 


- | thousand to one hundred thousand dollars. Mr. C. then ` 


read fromthe report showing what theincidental expenses 
of the department were; and went on to show how the 
department had it in its power to make an improper use 
of this fund. -By looking at this. statement, it would be 
found that thousands were paid away.to agents employed 
by the department in riding through the Union, for what 
purpose he knew not, nor had the committee any informa- 
tion on the subject... But there was another way in which 
some of this money had.been expended. He recollected 
seeing it stated, last summer, that a printer named. Sha-: 
drach Penn had been sending two or three bushels of docu- 
ments through the. Western country, in defence of the 
Post Office Department; and, on looking at the’ report, 
he found that the man had not been working for nothing; 
he had been paid, out of this incidental fund, about twelve 
thousand dollars; and for what? They say for printing 
blanks for the department--may be- so. It might all. be 
right; for he did not pretend to say that the matter was 
not susceptible of satisfactory explanation; though it is said 
this man edits a paper in Louisville, Kentucky, strongly 
supporting the hand that feeds him: he had merely called 
the attention of the Senate to this and the like cases, to 
show that this department possessed the power to subsi- 
dize and pension the press more than any other depart- 
ment in the Government. While there were constant 
struggles in our legislative halls to control and prevent the 
expenditures of money, the Post Office Department had 
the power to make these. incidental expenditures without, 
control, and without being subject toany check whatever. | 
Mr. C. then entered into various arguments in support of 
the amendment, showing the benefits that would result 
from the free and cheap circulation of intelligence, and 
the abuses that would be corrected by taking away the - 
power of giving a favored paper the advantage in its cir- 
culation. By adopting the amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky, all the papers would be put on one foot- 
ing, and the press which is acting on principle will be as 
fairly sustained as the press that is pensioned. He had 
referred to. Mr. Jefferson; and so long as his doctrines 
were considered as orthodox, they would sustain the 
gentleman from Kentucky in the measure he had pro- 
posed. ‘here were party considerations which he would 
not enter into; but there were ‘others, not connected with 
party, that he felt it his duty to call to the attention of the 
Senate. . Mr. C. here enlarged onthe unequal operation 
of the tax on newspapers, favoring large cities, to the pre- 
judice of the smaller towns and villages; and showed that 
the farmers, the yeomanry of the country, were the pec- 
ple, above all others, that the Legislature ought to be the 
most anxious to enlighten. He referred to the message- 
of President Washington, strongly recommending a mea- 
sure similar to the one under consideration; and reviewed 
the calculations and estimates made by Messrs. Biss and 
Gruxoy, in order to show that the funds of the- depart- 
ment ought to be sufficient to sustain it, though he agd- 
mitted that it had been so administered as to sink the 
available funds greatly below their amount on the 4th of 
March, 1829, and below what they would be under a dif- 
ferent management of those funds. At present, the de- 
partment was a charge on the treasury, and it would be so 
while appropriations to the amount of eighty thousand 
dollars were to be. had for the asking, as was-the case last 
year. Under these circumstances, the pretext for defeat- 
ing this most salutary measure was not to be regarded as 


‘There was no detail given, nor ever had been, jof aiy weight. The only question ought tobe whether the 


of the incidental expenses of that department. You have, press of the country was a proper subject of taxation in 
said he, their ‘contingent expenses,” for which you jthis form, and at this period, when an extensive reduction 


make annual appropriations; but their ‘incidental ex- lof the revenue was determined upon. 


penses” were not defrayed out of appropriations, but out ton, even while earnestly recommending measures for the 
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increase of the revenue, had pressed upon Congress the 

abolition of. the postage. — . ; : 
Mr. FOOT then submitted the following amendment: 
And that the following rates of postage shall be charged 

upona single letter or sheet, not exceeding 40 miles 8 cts. 


Over 40, not exceeding 10 
80, do 150 124 

150,- do 300 17 

300, do 500 20 

500, 25 


in lieu of the present rates of postage, being the same rates 
of postage as existed by law priorto the year 1816. 

Mr. F. said he would make but one remark in re- 
lation to the proposition he had submitted. It would be 
recollected that the. rates. of postage on letters were 
raised to the present amount. lt was his object to re- 
duce them now to what they stood at that time. The 
present rates, he said, were war rates; for they had been 
raised to their present height to help out the expenses 
growing out of the war; and asthere was now no reason 
for retaining this high tax, he thought a part of it ought 
to be taken off. The tax on letters, he said, operated as 
heavily as the tax on newspapers. It was peculiarly 
severe.on the people in the section of the country he 
came from, who corresponded toa considerable extent 
-with their relatives, so many of whom had emigrated to 
the Western country. 

‘Fripsay, Max 4. 
FRENCH COLLEGE. 


Mr. BENTON moved to postpone the previous orders, 
and take up the bill to grant a township of land to the 
French college at St. Louis; which was agreed to. } 

Mr. POINDEXTER objected to the bill, because it 
went to sustain a French establishment; and it had been 
the policy of Mr. Jefferson, and it was a wise policy, to 
endeavor to amalgamate the French population in lan- 
guage, habits, and laws, with the population of American 
origin. He did not therefore see the propriety of grant- 
ing lands toa foreign establishment, by means of which 
that policy would be thwarted. 

On his motion, the bill was then laid on the table. 

TARIFF AND POBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. DICKERSON gave notice that the Committee on 
Manufactures having reported on all the great subjects 
referred to them, and having given full time for the Se- 
nate to examine their several reports, he should ask the 
Senate, on Tuesday next, to enter into the consideration 
of the bill to divide the proceeds of the public lands, or 
the other bills, whichever the Senate might deem most 
advisable. 

. Mr. KING asked if the Senator from New Jersey pro- 
posed to take up the bill relative to the public lands with 
a view-to refer it to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DICKERSON said it was not his intention to make 
such a motion. He would be happy to have the views of 
the Committee on Public Lands upon the subject, and he 
hoped that the members of that committee would favor the 
Senate with them in some form. 

Mr. KING replied that, in such a case, he should em- 


brace the first opportunity to move that the bill be taken} 
up, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, in} 
order that a fair report might be made on the subject. | 


He hoped such an opportunity would offer before Tuesday. 


one of the subjects which had so generally and deeply 
agitated the country had yet been disposed of; indeed, there 
seemed to be nothing like even an approximation to a con- 
clysion.. ‘The committee having discharged their onerous 
duties, and relieved themselves of their responsibility, he 
was glad to hear the chairman express his willingness to 
take up any one of the bills for discussion. He hoped 
that one of them would be taken up, discussed, and gone 
through, in order to quiet, as far as possible, as far as a 
decision of that body could quiet, the disturbed feeling of 
the country. He was willing to take up either of the 
subjects. So was the chairman, and so was-every mem- 
ber of the committee: and it had been stated that if there 
was a disposition on the part of the Senate, the lands bill 
would be taken up. Nothing had'as yet been done in the 
way of examination of that bill. The Senate, in its cor- 
porate capacity, had. not acted on it, or even looked into 
it. Yet the gentleman from Alabama took fire at the sug- 
gestion of the chairman, and stated his desire to have a 
fair report on the subject. What was this but to impute 
unfairness to what had not been examined? To whom was 
the report unfair? In what was it unfair? Was it unfair 
to the new States? Was it unfair to the old States? To 
whom was it unfair? It was always easier to make than 
to substantiate accusation. He wished the Senator from Ala- 
bama would point out where the report was unfair. If he 
could do that, then there would be just reason for com- 
plaint. © But against this indiscriminating warfare on a 
measure which had been reported on the responsibility 
of a committee of the Senate, he must enter his solemn 
protest. 

He wished to sce the bill relative to the tariff reported 
by the Committee on Manufactures, by the side of the 
draught communicated by the Executive Department. He 
desired, he ardently wished, and, were it proper to say 
so, he would challenge a comparison between the two 
projects. In reference to the lands bill, he did not see 
that, for the purpose of having the views of the Committee 
on Public Lands, it was necessary to refer it to them in a 
formal manner. He had no recollection of such a course in 
parliamentary history, where a bill reported by a standing 
committee was thus taken out of their hands, and referred 
to a different committee--and for what? ‘hat the other 
committee might present different and opposite views of 
the subject. What then would follow? If this second 
committee presented other views, the subject might be 
sent to a third committee. What did gentlemen intend 
to do? What course did they mean to pursue as to the 
disposal of this great national property? The Committee 
on Public Lands were fully competent to present their 
views on the subject. Did they wish to reduce the price 
of public lands? ` Let them propose it. Did they wish to 
surrender them tothe States? Let them propose it. These 
propositions would be in no way incompatible with the con- 
sideration of the report. If they desired to amend the bill, 
let them prepare their amendment, and lay it on the table; 
let. be printed and seen. If they had an argumentative re- 
port, let it. be prepared, exhibited, and circulated. He 
was willing to vote for the printing of 10,Q00, 20,000, any 
number of such a document, when it should be presented. 
But he could not sit still in his place, and hear the reitera- 
tion, again and again, that the Committee on Manufactures 
had presented an unfair report. R 

Mr. KING moved that the Senate now take up the bill, 
in order to refer it to the Committée on Public Lands, but 


Mr. CLAY said that there hid been many important) the motion was negatived—yeas 17, nays 21. 


duties confided to the Committee on Manufactures. They 
were duties of an arduous character, not sought for by the 
committee, and entered upon by them with great reluc- 
tance. At.the order of the Senate, however, they had 
gone into, the consideration of the several subjects, and 
had reported bills on three important points. 
nearly six-months had now elapsed of the session, and no 
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The Senate then again took up the bill to estublish cer- 
tain post roads and discontinue others. ; 

Mr. FOOT then withdrew his amendment concerning 
the reduction of letter postage, as he did not wish to em- 
barrass the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 
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Mr. GRUNDY resumed his. opposition to the amend- 
ment; and spoke for nearly two hours, to show the inabi- 
lity of the department to meet the loss of revenue which 
must be the consequence of -the adoption of the amend- 
ment. He stated that he had underrated the additional 
expenditure which would be caused to the department by 
the passage of this bill. He had observed, yesterday, 
that the amount might be taken at not less than a horse 
mail once a week for each of the 20,000 miles, and that, 
estimating the expense of this mail at five dollars a mile, 
the aggregate would be 100,000 dollars added to the an- 
nual expenditure. -En reference to the report of the de- 
partment, he found that a horse mail had always -cost 
eleven dollars instead of five dollars a mile, consequently 
the additional expenditure caused by the bill would be 
220,000 instead. of 100,000 dollars. He thought that the 
proposition was of too much importance to be engrafted 
on this bill, and that it should be presented in a distinct 
form and a separate bill. He repeated his objections to 
an abolition of the postage on foreign papers, as it would 
destroy those village journals which are supported by the 
domestic industry of the State, and would bring bank- 
ruptey on the department. 

Mr. HOLMES said he felt some commiseration for the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee, (Mr. Grunovy,} for he appeared 
to argue all along as if he was conscious that he was on 
the wrong side. I never knew him, said Mr. H., labor so 
hard to make out even a plausible case. He went round 
and round the subject, as though afraid to touch it, and 
in this he proved his prudence, for, in truth, the wider 
he was from it, the better bis speech. But, after all, said 
Mr. H., it was a very good speech, and ought to be pre- 
served, from motives of economy—for it will fit any other 
subject as well as this, to say the least. Now, sir, to 
have such a speech on hand, when time presses, or ideas 
are scarce, is a stock in trade, a reserved tund, which may 

. serve to save a man from bankruptcy. And should we 
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and the income of new routes, and the. surplus on hand, it 
seems strange, indeed, that this paltry sum cannot be'spar- 
ed. Indeed, you admitasurplus now of $210,000; and pray, 
why notspare half of thig?.. itis said that the new routes pro- 
posed by this bill will cost $60,000. Be itso, and you will 
then have a surplus quite:sufficient. But your new routes 
will not commence until January, 1833, and no expense 
consequently forthe first six months—and will these new 
routes yield no profits? Sir, take the Senator’s own’ pre- 
mises, and the newspaper postage is totally unnecessary. 

But. the Senator assumes that to-repeal the postage is 
to tax the people—a very extraordinary proposition, and 
one which would extort a smile from a very grave sort of 
aman. -From what sort.of premises, or by what kind of 
calculation, he comes to this conclusion, I am utterly at a 
loss to perceive. Every man who pays one cent on each 
paper coming from any place within the State, or within 
one hundred miles, knows full well that for two papers each. 
week he pays a tax of $1 04 per year, and for more re- 
mote papers $1 56 per year. Now, if this transportation 
costs nothing, why does he not gain annually $1 04 in the 
one case, and $1°36 in the other? Will the editors of 
newspapers charge these sums to their customers, and 
pocket this gain to themselves? Not so. Repeal the 
postage, and more papers will be taken, the demand will 
increase with the facility, a competition among printers 
will keep down the prices, they can afford to sell cheaper 
because they sell more; and whoever takes a newspaper 
will save the whole amount of the postage. Now, among 
people in the country, this is no small affair. A farmer 
can pay for his paper in wood, lumber, and provisions, 
which he can well spare, without feeling it. Butthe post- 
age is cash, and many can more easily pay two dollars for 
their paper than one dollar for the postage. I appeal to 
every man who takes a village or country paper, for the 
truth of what T have stated. ' 

But the Senator contends that if you vepeal this postage 


have it again, before the session closes, in some form or]you encourage papers from abroad, or foreign’ pa- 


other, it will not be matter of surprise. 
the Scnator appearing to be not so much to prove that 
the repeal of the postage on newspapers would be impro- 
per, as to sustain the Post Office Department against cer- 
tain charges under which it has labored since an examina- 
tion of last session. 

The Senator even upbraids us for attempting to dimin- 
ish the funds of a department, which last winter we stated 
to be on the verge of bankruptcy. It may be that this 
department has profited by the scrutiny of last winter, and 
has consequently indulged in less prodigality. It may be 
that new facilities have produced additional income. But 
be its management what it may; let its funds be inade- 
quate to its purposes, still, if this tax on newspapers is un- 
equal, unjust, and impolitic, repeal it, I say, and supply 
the deficiency from the treasury. 

But is not this reproach upon us, even if just, a two- 


edged sword, cutting the advocates as well as the oppos-! 


ers of this department? The Senator states that the mi- 
nority of the Committce of Inquiry (the Senator from 
Delaware, and myself) insisted that the funds of the le- 
partment were inadequate, and had been wantonly wasted. 
We reply that the majority of the committee, and espe- 
cially the Senator from tennessee, insisted, and strenuously 
urged, that they were ample and superabundant, and he 
is now afraid to dispense with $106,000, lest this very 
flourishing department should become bankrupt. If this 
sum cannot be dispensed with, when there was a surplus 
fund, on Mr. McLean’s leaving the office, of more than 


three hundred thousand dollars, there has been gross pro- | 


digality somewhere. Besides, while boasting of the flou- 
rishing condition of the Post Office Department, last winter, 
you contrived, nevertheless, to slip into the general ap- 
propriation bill for its benefit about: $20,000 over and 
above the ordinary allowance. With all these facilities, 


The object of |pers, as he terms them, at the expense and discourage. 


ment of those in our own vicinity. Now, how is this? In 
my view, the postage on the former is now less than that 
on the latter. You take a semi-weekly paper from abroad, 
from Washington, for example, and it costs you five dol- 
lars—-you would not take one which would cost less—the 
postage is $1 56 per year. You take one within your own 
State, which would cost you $2 50, or near home, ‘and its 
postage is $L 04; so that the domestic paper pays now the 
highest tax, and in the same proportion would be relieved 
by the repeal. ` 
Apprehending that a repeal of the postage would en- ” 

courage the foreign at the expense of the domestic news- 
paper, the Senator would retain it, as a protection to the 
domestic product. Very wcll! His conclusion would 
be sound were his premises true; and we congratulate the 
friends of the “ American system,” that the Senator has 
come over. It is certainly a great acquisition to their 
‘strength, and indicates, moreover, that the administration 
with whom that Senator stands well, is also inclining this 
way. This is, indeed, a strong indication; for, if the Se- 
nator would discriminate in favor of a State against other 
States or Territories, he would much more aid and en- 
courage domestic against foreign productions. This,is a 
change, as interesting as it is sudden and unexpected. I 
have before me his speech on the tariff, in which he speaks 
of his owi opinions and those of the President, and indi- 
cates that these opinions are different. ‘The President is 
for “a judicious tariff.” Now, a judicious tariff is sup- 
posed to mean whatever shall suit the time or place. That 
'which would be ‘*judicious” north of ‘Mason and Dix- 
'on’s line,” would be very ‘injudicious’” to the south of 
Lit, and so vice versa. Indeed, the President’s notion of “a 
‘judicious tariff”. seems to be that he should be as equivo- 
‘cal and mysterious on the subject as possible, until after 


887 GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 888 


SENATE] i i ‘Postages and the Post Office. - Max 4, 1832. 
TE.] ostag [ 


the next election. We hope, however, that the Seniator’s! to personal partialities and local interests—South Caroli- 
conyersion-is.sincere, and willbe permanent. With bis! na, Calhoun and cotton—--Tennessee, Jackson, cotton and 
talentsand his influence with the people and the Executive, | wool—Missouri, lead and Johnson—Kentucky, Clay and 
his change is certainly matter.of much congratulation. cotton bagging—Virginia, Barbour and tobacco—Penn- 
-Still we must be allowed to. express our belief that in| sylvania, iron'and Wilkins--New York, ‘spoils of victo- 
the present casé-he makes a very bad application of the) ry” of every sort—Massachusetts and other New England 

- protective system. It seems to me it has been proved| States, Clay, cotton factories, and-codfish—-and so on, and 
that the repeal. would be most favorable to the local orjso forth. Sir, without concert, the wheels would stop; 
village papers. I confess that the objection was-more|and without information, general as well as local, you never 
puerile. and, less statesmanlike than any I had ever heard|could act in concert. We have a striking illustration 
from that Senator; that the premises were untrue, and, if| before us,.in the splendid convention now held in this city, 
-true, the conclusion would have been totally unsound. ]of young men, their country’s fondest, brightest hopes. 
Newspaper information should be selected or manufactur-| It is to effect this very concert on'a great national object, 

ed at home, by the neighborhood editors, and served up| that they have assembled from all parts of this vast coun- 
‘to the neighbors as ‘shall suit their. tastes or appetites! | try, to interchange sentiments, mingle feelings, surrender 
One, and. a- principal object. of a newspaper, I hadjattachments, sacrifice prejudices, and compromise con- 
thought, is to convey. news. News must from its nature! flicting interests, for the general good. May the result 
be foreign, or come from abroad. Does the Senator mean | of their labors prove the lasting honor, liberty, and union 
that this also should -be.of domestic growth or manufac-|of our country. 
ture, lest the foreign should pervert or corrupt the minds| Is it not possible, sir, that this aversion to distant news- 
of the people?.. The idea that news should not come to] papers, so sensitively expressed by the Senator from Ten- 

the people from abroad, or, if it does, that it should be first |nessee, may arise from a morbid sensibility? May he not, 

: fashioned, fitted, and pruned by a village editor, before Jat this time, be a little hallucinated?: It may be that, at 
it would be safe for the people to see it, is a caprice so| this time, newspapers at home may serve him better than 
bordering on the ridiculous, that I can hardly treat it|those from abroad. An election, interestiig to him as well 
seriously... z as to us all, is soon to be held in his State, in which it may 

: And as to the political matters usually discussed in news-|be apprehended that a certain ¢ malign. influence” here 
papers, is it. insisted. that these shall be local? Would the | may operate to counteract a wholesome local influence 
~Senator-circulate local or State politics only? Would he|there, to the prejudice of the public interest and welfare. 

“inculcate a clannish spirit, magnifying State rights and in~] If he can be governed at all by such apprehensions, it may 
stitutions, and excluding every thing federal or national? | account, in some measure, for his strange antipathy to dis- 
Why should not his constituents have an equal chance to|tant newspapers, and his very extraordinary fear (against. 

_learn the national doctrines emanating from this city, asjal] reason) that the repeal of the postage will be exclu- 

` the localinterestsand principles of their own State? While | sively prejudicial to those that are local. 

-our Government remains what it is, instruction upon both} The Senator supposes another danger growing out of 
these points is essential to preserve the balance and per-| this repeal; and what is it? The United States’ Bank might 

-petuate the Union. But if his fear of distant newspapers | profit by it to influence ‘the press! Though this bank is 
were well grounded, why not repeal the postage on the} made the “ bugbear,” the ‘raw head and bloody bones” 
domestic, drthase in the vicinity, and let the rest remain? | for almost every thing, yet it would require an extraordi- 
This would be acting up to the argument—here the pro-|nary stretch ofa véry elastic imagination to conceive how 
fession and: practice would concur. But nothing of this|a repeal of the postage on newspapers would give to any 
is proposed, and false alarm is sounded that the small edi-|bank an influence over the press. Jt would seem to me 
tors are in danger, when. the very protection which: they |that the cheaper you make newspapers, the greater their 
want is‘denied them. But do not these editors understand | diffusion, and consequently the less danger of their being 
their own interests? Do. they believe that to repeal the | bought up and perverted, and thus bestowed on the people 
postage is taxing them? Sir, among the local editors, so|to corrupt them. A bank, to corrupt publie opinion by the 
far as-{ can learn, there is but one opinion, and that is in| press, must be able to control the circulation and the con- 
favor ofthe repeal. They know full well that in nosense, |tents. 1f other papers, free from a corrupt influence, are 
shape, or form, can this tax bencfit them. Still this is but{easily and cheaply obtained, most assuredly the polluted 
a small branch of the subject. Itis not the interests of {papers would be in less demand and circulation. 

. editors which we are to consult chicfly. Newspapers! If you would put it in the power of a bank or the Go- 
should be, and without pensions and patronage would be, | vernment to circulate their own information for their own 
valuable, easy, and reasonable. means of instruction, cal-{ purposes, make newspapers generally as scarce. and as dif- 
culated to teach the people their rights, and how to pre-!ficult of attainment as possible. If you would give to 
serve them. Introduce a fair and active competition in ithe public information to pervert or corrupt their minds, 

“the profession, and among the. different partisans, allow-jlet all other information on the same subject be sup- 
-ing no advantage ‚to no one which is withheld from. the | pressed. . . : 
others, and the sources and- channels. of -informationt \-Now, should-a banking corporation, with a capital of 
will become purified -by a wholesome and salutary action | $35,000,000, design to operate upon public opinion, and 
and reaction. oo ‘fto this end purchase the principal presses of the country, 

This would be especially exemplified in the competition | would a cent or a cent and a half postage on each paper 
between distant and neighborhood papers. ‘That both{deter them? No such corrupt design would be imagined, 
have different offices to perform, we have shown. ‘Therebut to accomplish some great purposes. Would this post- 
willand should be localpartialities and interests to be sustain- Jage, the merest trifle to them, be a stumbling-block in the 
ed; and itis no less true that it is the essence of our Govern-| way of their design? The argument of the Senator is 

“ment that these must yield, in a measure, to motives of |this—make newspapers dear, to prevent the wealthy from 

„general policy. Without such views, inculcated by such|purchasing them up to corrupt the people; mine is direct- 

_.ameans, each State would very soon become clannish, and | ly the reverse—make them cheap, and the poor can get 
~vegardless:of all-interest- but her own, and nullification as jthem for themselves untainted--make theim dear, and the 

now- professed in some of the States would be practised | wealthy might then buy them to corrupt the poor, who 

= mall- Confine each State to its own roads and its own poli-;could not get them any other way. The whole of -this 

- ties, and your. Union, would exhibit the most ridiculous |insinuation in regard to the bank is the merest illusion—~. 
absurdity ‘of clashing and discofdant views, cach clinging {the supposition of danger is pitiful, and the remedy is more 
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pitiful still. i 
press from corruption! This is the grave reasoning of a 
grave and reverend Senator! Alas! what next? Sir, when 
the President’s scheme shall have been accomplished, and 
his object realized, and this bank shall be.broken down 
by insinuations. and surmises thrown out against it, here 
and elsewhere, and there shall be erected on its ruins one 
established on the public revenues, the stock taken under 
the favorable direction of the administration, and the offi- 
cers be of Executive appointment, and subject to Execu- 
tive control, we may then begin to apprehend an influ- 
ence, not over the press merely, but operating upon every 


free institution of the country. Sir, when this Bank of 


the United States is brought into view, whether abruptly 
or not, it is not amiss to glance at the whole design, and 
to reflect that some such institution is indispensable, and 
to look at the monster proposed as a substitute. Destroy 
the bank, and erect this substitute on its ruins, and the 
corruption of the press, and every thing else, will be no 
slow process—it will spread like a gangrene, and destroy 
like a pestilence, 

But it is objected that the department cannot afford'to 
dispense with this postage, unless you draw from the trea- 
sury. But you draw from the treasury at any rate. From 
sixty to eighty thousand dollars are annually appropriated 
for this department; yet you object to drawing from the 
treasury. 
than herctofore, let it be remembered that, under former 
administrations of this department, large sums were paid 
into the treasury, which now may be justly withdrawn, 
even upon the hypothesis that the department ought to 
maintain itself, 

But, sir, what is meant? What is the reason that ‘*the 
Post Office Department should maintain itself?’ Suppose 
no tax were necessary for any other purpose of Govern- 
ment; suppose our accruing funds were more than suffi- 
cient for all other disbursements: will it be said that the 
people shall be taxed to maintain this? Is this a tax so 
desirable, so benefical to him who pays, that he must pay 
it for his own good, whether he want it or not? This 
department is established for the public benefit; and, be- 
cause Government could not well afford to confer this 
benefit without opposing some obligation on those who 
realized it, they demanded certain rates of postage on 
letters, Newspapers, and pamphlets. ‘This demand—a 
tax, in part, on instruction and intelligence—should cease 
with the necessity. The moment we can dispense with 
this tax, characterized, as it is, a tax. upon intellect, it 
should be repealed. 

But, sir, whatever may be my own opinion of the con- 
dition of the department, I call the attention of the Se- 
nate to the results arising from their own statement: 

‘The surplus on the Ist July, 1830, was $210,412 29 
‘The receipts of the department for the six 

months next before the Ist July, 1831, 

were $75,675, at which rate there should 

be added to the surplus on the Ist July, 

18323, - - . i . 
‘To this should be added theaverage increase 

of the receipts, as stated in the report, be- 


ing at the rate of -- - - 150,000 00 
Making the surplus fund on the ist July, i 
1832, - 2 ` - + 511,364 11 


But the new routes will not be put into ope- 
ration until the Ist January, 1833, and, - 
therefore, there should be added the in- 
crease of postage for six months, 

$75,000 00 

And the receipts beyond pre- 

sent expenditure, ` - © 5,475 91 


Being the sum of - - 150,475 91 


r 


150,951 82. 


thousand two hundred dollars. 
all the newspapers read in every large city in the Union; 
so that, if the one cent tax, whiclithe country people are 
compelled to pay, were exacted of residents in cities, it 
would amount to more than the whole now paid in for post- 
age on newspapers. 
pressive state of the case, and I ask what the most press- 
ing exigency can justify a tax on instruction, so manifestly 
unequal and unjust? i 


Postages and the Post Office. [SENATE 
£ i Ss wi e, to saye the|From'which is to bé deducted . = è 
Toz newepapeis iwit posmen: the amount of postage on 
newspapers, proposed to be 
repealed, being ‘at the rate : ; i 
of 106,000 dollars per an- - 
num for six months, being. 53,000 00 
And there will þe the fürther sum of- ` - $97,475 91 
to be carried to the surplus fund on Ist Ja- .. 
nuary, 1833. ~ eS eer ge 
Making the sarplus fund, on that day, - 608,840 02 
The estimate for average increase of post- i 
.ageis -~ - = - - 150,000 00 
For receipts, beyond present expenditure, 151,951 82 
Making the surplus fund on Ist January, 
834, - - = - - 910,791 84 
But from this is to be deduct- 
ed the amount of newspa- ` 
per postage repealed, - 106,000 00 
And the excess of expendi- 
ture, beyond-the receipts, ` 
on the new routes, ` - 60,000.00 
=z- 166,000 00 
Leaving the surplus fund, on the Ist Janua- i 
If, indeed, you draw more from the treasury] ry, 1834, - - - - 744,791 84 
For the year 1835, the increase on postage ` 
willbe - - - - - 300,000 00 
The present receipts exceed the expendi- ; 
tures by the sum of - = - 150,952 82 


Making the surplus fund on the {st Janua- ` y 
ry, 1835, - - , : 1,195,744 66 
Deduct ‘postage repealed on newspapers, i 


for the year 1834, say - 106,000 00 
And allow all that Mr. Gruw- 

vy claims, on account of ` 

new routes, - = 60,000 06 


—— 166,000 00 


Leaves a surplus on Ist January, 1835, of 1,029,744 66 


But, sir, a strong objection to this tax is its Inequality. 
The remotest citizen, who has less means, and therefore 
needs most instruction, pays, while the inhabitant of a 
city istotally exempt. Inthe great cities, where most of 
the newspapers are printed, the readers pay nothing; but 
if the paper is sent out‘by mail, even the short distance of 
three or four miles, a cent is demanded for every paper; 
making an annual tax for a semi-weekly, of one dollar and 
four cents; for a daily, of three dollars and twelve cents. 
There are, I believe, twelve daily papers published in the 
city of New York, and others, weckly, semi-weekly, and 
tri-weekly; all, perhaps, equal to twenty daily papers. Sup- 
pose each to issue five hundred, and the postage which 
these would pay, if sent out the most trifling distance by 
mail, and from which, if read in the city, they are wholly 
exempt, would amount to the annual sum of. thirty-one 
The ‘same may be said of 


Look at this simple, plain, but im- 


Besides, it is cruelly unequal upon those who pay it. 


A single newspaper, great or small, pays a cent any where 
within the State, let the distance be much or little. 
you this “ the. price of transportation?” 
-\dees the man who lives within four miles of the city of 


Call 
And why, pray, 
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New York pay his cent, while an inhabitant of Ogdens- 
burg, on the St. Lawrence, a distance of three hundred 
miles, pays no more? X ~ A 

But this is not all. The editors of the city papers get 
those from the country free, but take special care not to 
send theirs in exchange, without they are paid in advance 
for the difference. Look at this postage tax in any point 
of view, it is most offensive, oppressive, and odious. The 
freedom of the press has a constitutional guaranty, and 
was deemed essential to the preservation of the liberties 
of the people. Instruction—free, unprotected, unem- 
barrassed instruction, is what we ask, and what the people 
have a right to expect, because they have furnished you 
with the means to give it. Then, why not let them have 
it? We ask, ay, in their name, we demand, why? 

Protection of things is very different from protection of 
principles. These last should be formed and established 
by a full, free, and unrestrained development of the fa- 
culties of the human mind. : The whole energy of the soul 
should be put in operation by a fair competition. Give 
the combatants scope, and truth at last will triumph. It 
is protection which has established a State religion, despo- 
tic Government, and all the engines which have oppressed 
and enslaved mankind. Privileges to one sect or doc- 
trine, is a tax or burden upon all others. Give to one 

competitor an advantage over the rest, and you establish 
him, right or wrong. © This is the way by which error, in 
all ages, has been built up and perpetuated; and though a 
privileged or protected press may effect its purpose 
slowly, secretly, and imperceptibly, still these operations 
are more dangerous as they are unperceived. 

That an administration, contriving to perpetuate its 
power, should seize upon the press as its most efficient 
means, no one would doubt: that its power over the press 
would be acquired slowly and imperceptibly, is equally 
clear: that facilities granted it should have the apparent 
sanction of equity and law, would be perfectly consistent 
with the design, and well calculated to accomplishit. Now, 
should this, or any future administration, meditate a corrup- 
tion of the press, look at the meansalready within its reach. 

The franking privilege has been so extended, that 
nearly all the newspapers of the party in power may be 
transmitted free of postage, while those which are not of 
the orthodox faith pay almost the whole tax! Now, sir, is 
this equal and fair? Let any administration and its adher- 
ents enjoy the franking privilege exclusively, and hold, 
moreover, the Post Office Department, with all its facili- 
ties, and what prevents a perpetuity of the power, how- 
ever tyrannical? i 

The franking privilege, as now enjoyed, is extended, 
without limitation of weight or bulk, to the President, 
Vice President, all the heads of departments, the Post- 
master General, and the two. assistants, the Treasurer, 
Register, Commissioner of the Land Office, two Comp- 
frollers, and five Auditors, Secretary of the Senate, and 
Speaker and Clerk of the House of Representatives. Add 
to all this, that there are about nine thousand deputy 
postmasters (all of the true faith) who have the right to 
receive and transmit letters and papers, of half an ounce 
weight, free of postage, and you have still an imperfect 
spectacle of the Executive patronage through the press. 
For, notice the further fact, that every postmaster has a 
right to. receive free of postage newspapers equal to one 
daily paper. Thus, nine thousand postmasters would cir- 
culate, annually, two million eight hundred and seven 
thousand newspapers free of postage. 

The additional patronage which the administration ac- 
quires in its employment of the press in its service, should 
furnish a strong inducement to guard the franking privi- 
lege, or to let allin on equal terms. The custom-house 
~~how. many presses does this employ? The immense 
patronage ‘here, and the consequent. influence over the 
press, ‘has an effect on the public mind highly prejudicial 


to freedom of. thinking and. acting. What is the Go- 
vernment patronage worth to.‘‘the Courier and Enquirer,” 
in the city of New York? Sir, what it obtains from the 
United States, and the additional currency it acquires by 
its national character, cannot be worth less than twenty 
thousand dollars annually. | 

The printing for the Post Office Department is no trifle. 
Shadrach Penn, at Louisville, has had twenty-two thousand 
six hundred dollars, according to the admission of the 
Senator from Tennessee. This is ‘for the West.” The 
“< Morning Post,” at Boston, under the special protection 
of the postmaster there; and the New Hampshire Patriot, 
at Concord, under the protection of-—I do not exactly know 
whom, nor to what amount ‘the pay;” the Government 
paper here, countenanced and encouraged in the grossest 
abuse and vulgarity, and you havean epitome of the Exe- 
cutive influence, by means of this compound engine, the 
post office and the press. And what do the people ask 
of you, the privileged class? Nothing more than that they 
may obtain unpensioned papers onthe same terms you 
obtain your pensioned ones. 

~ Suppose these Executive engines all to be brought to 
bear upon the great interests and permanent fundamental 
institutions of the country. Imagine that whatever re- 
mained of freedom of thought and action, in politics, mo- 
rality, and religion, should be supposed to stand in the 
way of ambtion and tyranny, what but a corrupted press, 
passing through the channels of a corrupted post office, 
would be necessary to break down all opposition, and 
sweep away every incumbrance? Suppose this Senate 
should become obstreperous, and refuse, or neglect, to 
obey the Executive will; suppose that, in the performance 
of its Executive duties, it should deem it necessary (in or- 
der to fulfil the design of the constitution) to resist the 
encroachments of the President, in appointments to, and 
removals from, office, and the members should become 
obdurate and unyielding, regardless of rewards, and fear- 
less of punishments--let a pensioned press open upon 
them its whole artillery, and their independence might be 
in danger——imagine a flagitious design (and every such 
design would be flagitious and traitorous) to demolish this 
great political bulwark, the Senate--what more effectual 
means than a protected, pensioned, corrupted press’. If 
Executive threats be inflicted on them in vain; if Execu- 
tive patronage be lavished without effect; if the popular 
branch is made to prescribe your Executive duties, and 
you still, and in spite of all this, hold fast to your inte- 
grity, yet, when there is superadded an Executive press, 
sustained by the treasury, and aided by the post office, and 
how long will even this chief corner-stone of the fabric sus- 
tain the shock? Sir, there is too much reason to fear that, 
in such case, even this Senate would surrender its indepen- 
dence, and with it the rights and liberties of their country. 

If the Senate, in the exercise of their constitutional 
power, should reject a favorite minister, either for the 
home or foreign service, and this appointment should be 
necessary to preserve or perpetuate a succession of the 
ruling dynasty, what better machinery than that the offi- 
cial paper, and all its satellites, should open a steady and 
well directed fire against the Senate, either to compel it 
to retract, or to warn it of the danger of throwing itself in 
the way of the design and purpose of an ambitious chief- 
tain? A subsidized press would be a wonderful weapon— 
the very thing to chastise a disloyal Senate. 

The machinery would be made to operate in different 
ways. The official would be authorized and directed to 
designate the most refractory members; give them to un- 
derstand that they are thwarting the public will, and di- 
rect them to resign. You know, sir, that an experiment 
of this kind has been already made, and the official, speak- 
ing, no doubt, “ by authority,” has given several of us to 
understand that we have no business here, and that our 
presence would be very checrfully dispensed with by the 
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President.: There can be no question that this «by au-}. Imagine, once more, that another permanent institution: - 


thority” gentleman speaks the feelings of ‘‘ the palace.” 
Indeed, we should think, without. these indications; that 
the President would part with few of us without much re- 
gret, provided he himself could make the selection. „The 
humble individual who now has the. honor to address you, 
has been more than once honored with a hint of that sort 
from that source. Now, sir, I will embrace this oppor- 
tunity to return to the President my respectful compli- 
ments, and inform him that I have his proposition—that I 
should resign--under profound consideration. But as 
there are several important matters, legiMative and. exe- 

| cutive, not yet acted on,.in which he may feel a deep in- 
terest, and which may require the aid and assistance of all 
his friends, I shall postpone the proposition of resignation 
until 1 shall have rendered him all the service in my power 
upon these, and then shall resume it, and give it all the 
respectful attention which is due to the high source from 
whence it proceeds. 

From the same source, the official and its satellites, an 
attempt might be made to undermine the Senate, by dis- 
robing it of its executive powers, and limiting the tenure 
of the office. The post office and the press might be 
made to combine their corrupt and corrupting influence 
to impress upon the public that this tribunal is an aristo- 
cracy, throwing its influence against the people and their 
President. Might not demagogues and: pensioned parti- 
sans, through such a press as we now have, patronized 
and subsidized as it now is, excite a popular odium against 
the Senate? and might not the people, forgetting that it 
wus established to save the small States from the effect of 
the popular will, combine to break it down, and thus de- 
stroy the powers of the States, and establish a consolidated 
Government, which would very soon end in a despotism? 
Andis this all hypothetical? Is it not rather a reality? The 
Senator from Tennessee is in an error, if he supposes that 
the editor of the New York Enquirer was the first who pro- 
posed to prune the Senate. Much as I reprobate any propo- 
sition, from any quarter, to rob this Senate of the powers 
granted to it by the constitution, I would scarcely join him 
in considering such a proposition very seriously, when com- 
ing from such a source. ‘The editor of that paper could not, 
I think, excite any alarm on any subject. He is pretty 
well known in this city, being the same valorous gentle- 
man who came all the way on from New York to Wash- 
ington to fight; and when he got here he thought he had 
—“ better not”—-and so he—went back again! Had thit 
been the only paper which had proposed to demolish the 
Senate, the proposition would not have cast me a single 
thought. No, sir, it was * the official” here—the organ 
of the administration--the ‘* by authority” which, imme- 
diately after the rejection of the minister to England, pro- 
posed to take from the Senate all executive power, and 
reduce their term to two instead of six years. Suppose, 
further, that individual members, from their unyielding, 
uncompromising spirit, should become peculiarly offen- 
sive to-the President. Let his editors, in their own States, 
taking their cue from his organ here, enlist all the minions 
of power and slaves of party to assail and break them 
down--and let this machinery be put in operation while 
these Senators are here performing their duties, and in no 
condition to defend themselves, is it probable that the 
fairest and most honest could stand the shock? Neither 
is this hypothetical. Task honorable Senators who hear 
me, if they have not been thus singled out and assailed 
under precisely the same. circumstances. 

Not an individual who voted to reject the minister to 
England, but bas been wantonly assailed by every pension- 
ed press in the Union. They have called, they have ad- 
vertised for ‘* public indignation,” and so loudly and in- 
cessantly, that some of their editors have refused to pub- 
lish any more advertisements for “public indignation,” un- 
less they could be paid for it. : 6 


~—the Supreme Court, should become obnoxious--that it 
had decided in favor. of personal liberty, and to snatch the 
victim from- Executive vengeance, and thereby should 
place: the Presidentin. this dilemma, to liberate the citizen 
incarcerated, or refuse to execute the laws, and thus vio- 
late his oath-of office; what could screen him from public 
detestation but a corrupt and’ subsidized press? And is 
this, too, a supposition, an imagination, a‘dream?.. No such 
thing; it is a sad reality: In alate. case, when: a ‘conflict 
existed between the United States and Georgia, and where. 
the Supreme-Court decided that a citizen was deprived of” 
his liberty by that State, against the laws and constitution 
of the United States, the neglect and refusal of the Presi- 
dent to liberate him was justified by assailing the court: 
through a venal and corrupt press. ‘The New. Hamp-- 
shire Patriot, once edited by a member of this Sénate, 
publishes ‘a letter from Washington,” stating that this 
decision originated in political machinery; that two hon- 
orable Senators had entered into a conspiracy with a Mar- 
shall, a Story, and others, that this decision should be 
made for party effect; and, since that time, the venerable - 
and unequalled judges of that high court have been simul- 


‘taneously denounced throughout: the Union, in the ad- 


ministration papers, as dotards and political. intriguers. - 
The public mind, thus perverted and corrupted by news- 
papers bearing an official impress—even this permanent 
tribunal, the sheet-anchor of the constitution, the people’s 
last hope, loses all its efficacy, and becomes worse than’ 
useless. A law, or treaty, or even the constitution itself, is 
expounded by the only earthly tribunal that has the right 
to expound it; and yet the President refuses to execute 
the principle, thus sanctioned, under the panoply-of a pri- ° 
vileged, corrupted press. Sir, your President here as- 
sumes, nay, usurps, both legislative and judicial powers. 
He repeals a law, and reverses a judicial decision by re- 
fusing to execute the law as adjudicated. . The President 
and his press have interpolated a new principle into our 
system of Government, that he is the ultimate legislative 
and judicial tribunal upon all pre-existing laws, treaties, 
and construction of the constitution, and, by his sovereign 
will, he can annul them all at a breath. 

Sir, to enable us to guard, in some measure, against po- 
litical heresies like these, let us have this small protec- 
tion, this opportunity to circulate our. truths in the same 
channels with your errors, and upon the same ‘terms. 
You will have infinitely the advantage of us, after all.. But 
yield this little--give us these weapons, small as they are, 
and with our five smooth stones from the brook in our 
shepherd’s bag, and our sling in our hand, we will ven- 
ture to go forth and meet your man of Gath, though “his 
stature be six cubits and a span, and the staff of his spear 
be like a weavers beam.” i 

But a union of the post office and the press, to make it 
efficient, must be maintained at no small expense. Not 
wealth alone, but honor, too, must constitute its reward. 
It is not to be pacified with promises merely, nor will it 
long be made to subsist upon ‘* hope deferred.” It must 
be seen and well understood that here is the high road to 
office. ‘The editor: and postmaster, who has Jong been 
faithful, expects his pay, and is not to be disappointed. If 
the Senate reject him once, try him again—wait, watch, 
and the moment there is a prospect, renominate him, or 
circumvent the Senate by appointing him in the recess: 
At any rate, reward him. Patronage thus extended, not 
only in money, but in office, too, will secure a corps edito“ 
rial, ready at a moment to execute any purpose which 
ambition or tyranny, or-both, may desire. 

- When these indications, nay, proofs, of the corruption 
of every source and avenue of information were seen, the 
people turned their eyes to the Senate for correction and 
redréss. We have taken our stand, time after time, but 
we have been often, too often, vanquished. Still, I trust, 
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in our legislative duties, lest they might conflict with those 
which were judicial. It was answered and urged that 
the: constitution. of the Senate-was such that it would 
have legislative, executive, and judicial duties to perform; 
and that it was its duty to meet them as they occurred, 
and not to shrink from the execution of one, lest it might 
conflict with the fair exercise of the others; that-any other 
construction. would afford an apology for never acting at 
all; that in the exercise of our executive powers, inevery 
case where an officer was nominated for another or higher 
office, the Senate.must inquire into matters which may be` ` 
impeachable, or hot examine his character or qualifications 
at all. Whether the general principle or the particular 
case excited so much sensibility about impeachable mat- 
ter, certain it is, that, from this. consideration chiefly, the 
resolution forbidding all inquiry into the causes of re- 
movals by the Postmaster General passed twenty-four to 
twenty-one, and thus the committee were given to under- 
stand that they were not to search for any act of this offi- 
cer for which he might be impeached! No matter what 
abuses or fraudsthere were which might need correction 
by legislative enactment, we were forbidden to find them 
out, lest thereby we should disqualify ourselvesas judges. 
Thus an inquiry into all the concerns of the department 
was limited to an examination into almost nothing. The 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Livinesron] took the lead 
in this doctrine: of inviolability, and he was translated to 
the head of the State Department; the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Woopsvury] urged it with profound de- 
votion, and-defended the Postmaster General against all 
charges before he had examined any of them,and he was 
translated to the head of the Navy Department. The 
Senator from Fennessee, last, though not least, did, from 
the first, stick to his friend, even closer than a brother, 
and he was translated—nowhere. Sir, it is not fair. But 
there mighthave been a cause why he was not also re- 
warded, growing out of a subsequent transaction. An 
after disclosure, to which he in some measure contributed, 
might -have been the grotind of discrimination in favor of 
the others. It will be recollected that an inquiry had 
been made of the amount of additional compensation made 
by the present Postmaster General to contractors for 
carrying the mail, and that very late in the last session an 
answer was returned, by which it appeared that Mr. Brad- 
ley, after Mr. McLean’s resignation, was acting Postmaster 
General one month before Mr. Barry took charge of the 
office, and that, during that period, he (Bradley) had 
made in forty-nine instances extra allowances to con- 
tractors to the amount, in the whole, of $42,000. Bradley 
had complained to the President that these allowances 
were illegal, and were made by Barry, and he had sworn 
to the same thing before the committee. He was then 
shown the official report of Barry, in which they were 
charged upon him. He still denied the truth of the re- 
port; and, upon examination, it was found that in thirty- 
six of the forty-nine cases some name had been erased, and 
Bradley’s inserted. Upon this contradiction, and these 
strange appearances, it beeame necessary to ascertain 
how the fact stood, and that Senator and myself were ap- 
pointed a sub-committee to go to the department and ex- 
amine the officers and the books. We did so, and found 
that Bradley was right; that the report had originally 
contained the name of Barry, who did make the allow- 
ances, and by some rule, or legerdemain, of a certain 
Obadiah Brown, a clerk, the whole thing had been chang- 
ed, and these extra and chiefly illegal allowances had 
been taken from Barry and shouldered off upon poor 
Bradley. That Senator himself was present at the ex- 
amination, and witnessed the manner in which I recurred 
to the original entry, and detected the error. It was so 
clear that it was admitted by all present, and the only 
apology attempted to be made for it was that ‘sit was an 
| innocent mistake.” These erasures were involved in a 


we are not subdued.. There is a recuperative energy 
_ here, whichymay yet withstand the combined efforts of 
both the executive and the popularbranch. The people, 
_ uninfluenced by Executive fawning, and the press un- 
pledged and unprivileged, are’ standing forth to sustain 
the Senate.. -Give us (we ask it not for our own sakes, 
but in behalf ofthe States for whom*we speak) some 
chance~-an equal one we do not expect. Tax not our 
communications with each other, our interchange of 
thoughts and opinions, when yours are all free. If you 
hold exclusively. the purse.and the sword, and the legis- 
-Tativé;, executive, and judicial powers, let us participate 
in the. sources ‘of information, when all the.channels are 
yours... You cannot long succeed in guarding the doors of 
information: ‘This age, and especially this people, will 
not endure a'licensed..instruction, formed..and fashioned 
by their rulers‘to perpetuate power. They will not long 
consent to be trammelled or hoodwinked.: The time will 
come when that which they.now ask only, they will pe- 
remptorily demand. 

But'the Senator from Tennessee, instead of discussing 
the : question. of the repeal: of the postage, goes into an 
elaborate defence of the Post Office Department. He 
takes this occasion to give us an appendix to his defence 
of his friend Mr. Barry, which he attempted last winter. 
He seems to be conscious that that defence was a lame one; 
and I confess I cannot; perceive that this is much better. 
He asks, with an air of triumph, why do. not you prosecute 
the inquiry which was then instituted? ` Now this is more 
than I expected. What! why do not we prosecute the-in- 
quiry? Pray, sir, who was it that stifled that inquiry? 
The Senator himself.. This is, in brief, the history of 
that transaction. On the 15th of December, 1830, a re- 
solution for inquiring into the whole affairs of that depart- 
ment was offered by my friend from Delaware, [Mr. 
Cuarron,] which was adoptedy a committee was appoint- 
ed, consisting of Messrs. Clayton, Grundy, Woodbury, 
Hendricks, and myself—a majority particularly friendly 
to the Postmaster General... We met, and proceeded in 
the execution of our commission, but found it necessary 
to have power to send for persons. and papers, which, on 
the 28th of January, 1831, the Senate granted us. With 
this fall power to execute this very broad commission, we 
proceeded. But on the examination of Abraham Bradley, 
a witness, I put this question: ‘* Was you removed from 
office; if so, when; and, if you know, for what cause or 
causes?” This was objected to, and a majority of the 
committee voted. to adjourn, to take time to consider. 
That the removals from office were clearly within the 
scope of our commission, no mortal could doubt. But we 
adjourned, and on the 3d. ‘of February, and. before the 
committee had held another meeting, and without the least 
notice of sich an intention, that Senator offered a reso- 
lution to the Senate, restricting this inquiry, and declaring 
«that the committee were not authorized to call before 
them persons who have.been dismissed from the post 
office, in order to ascertain the cause of their removal.” 
This resolution, the most extraordinary thing that was.ever 
placed ona legislative journal, did not deny the right ofin- 
quiring into- the causes of removals, but séemed to imply 
that the. persons removed were incompetent witnesses. It 
was afterwards modified so as to inhibit all inquiry into 
the causes of removals, presenting the question of the 
Postmaster General’s irresponsibility to the Senate direct- 
ly before us. The resolution elicited much discussion. 
It. was advocated by the mover, (the present Secretary 
of the Navy,) and the present Secretary of State; and 
opposed by the minority of the committee. Hitherto, the 
doctrine.of irresponsibility had been limited to the Presi- 
dent; now, it was extended to the chief of a department. 
It was: urged that by this inquiry we might discover im- 
peachable matter, which, as a high court ofimpeachment, 
we might be called.to try, and that we must be restrained 
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mass of documents sentin at the close of the session, and | admiñistration well pleaded, for it will always haye able: 


of a false charge upon him, under the sanction of the 
Senate, would destroy his reputation, Upon this petition 
there was a‘ discussion, and the whole of the transaction 
was exposed, and the Scnate, without a division, rescind- 
ed the order to publish. ; 

Thus stood Mr, Burry at the end of the last session; the 
investigation just commenced; the committee forbidden to 
inquire into any thing which might amount to impeachable 
matter; a fortuitous development of a fraud, which, if 
coupled with the intent which the act would imply, was a 
high. misdemeanor, an impeachable offence. The Presi- 
dent had scen all this, but had instituted no inquiry. The 
Postmaster General himselfhad not requested or intimated 


The Senator from ‘fennessee complains that the repeal 
of postage commences so soon as the ist of July. And 
|whymot? If the tax isan unnecessary burden, the sooner 


it is repealed the better. This period .was probably 
selected as it is at the close of a quarter, and would, there- 
fofe, create no inconvenience in settling the accounts. 
The Senator very modestly proposes to postpone it until 
January, that is, until after the next Presidential election. 
But there is not a little danger that it will then be too 
late. Give public opinion & wrong direction until after 
another election of President, and there is very little hope 
that you can ever correctit, or Mstore it to what it was, 
and always should be. 

An clection of President, and Exccutive encroachments, 
usurpation, and prodigality, concealed from the people by 
a control of the press--and, I ask, have the people a fair 
chance? Does either House maintain its dignity or its pri-_ 
vileges, it is assailed by a subsidized press. Does this 


a wish for an investigation by him or either House of| Senate deliberate before it yields its obedience to Execu- 


Congress; and now, when itis so late,in the session, that 
his friend is safe from any final result, the Senator from 
Tennessee. asks, why we do not pursue the inquiry! 
such an investigation, thus shackled and thus broken off, 
at so critical a moment, has purified this officer, the Lord 
dave mercy on the impure, 

But Barry took another course to purify himself; he 
employed the very machinery of which we have been 
spcaking—a pensioned press, . Instead of calling on the 
President to institute an inquiry, or resorting to a judicial 
tribunal to manifest his innocence, he. resorts to the offi- 
cial; and no sooner are the backs of the Senators turned 
upon him, than the department prepares an ex parte de- 
fence, consisting chiefly of denunciations of the witness 
Bradley, and the minority of the committee; charging the 
chairman, myself, and Bradley, as conspirators against 
him, abusing and scandalizing members of a committec 
of this Senate for attempting to perform a duty assigned 
them; and this libel, [ presume, was published. in the 
same Globe of which Shadrach Penn boasted he had re- 
published “two bushels in one day;” and it would be 
well to know whether the pay for this does not consti- 
tute part of the 22,600 dollars which Shadrach has already 
received for printing for the department. 

A prinċipal consideration which should induce this re- 
peal is, that no paper has ever been able to sustain itself 
at the scat of Government without the patronage of Go- 
vernment. It will, consequently, be always the case, that 
all, or nearly all, which goes from this city, will go through 
a protected or pensioned press. This repeal may enable 
a press here to sustain itself without the further patron- 
age of the Federal Government. The people may obtain, 
by this, one newspaper from this place, which will fear- 
lessly speak the truth, regardless of the frowns or smiles 
of power. Suppose it to be:a party. or opposition paper, 
willan honest and patriotie administration shrink from a 
free investigation, or be unwilling that the people shall 
hear both sides? We shall always hear the cause of every 

Vou, Vill.—57 : 
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If} motives, through this press. 


tive will, there are not wanting individuals who enjoy the. 
hospitality of these walls, to pervert its act and arraign its 
Is a minister rejected by the 
Senate for humbling the nation at the foot of a British 
throne, the President’s corps editorial starts simultane- 
ously, and, with coincidental patriotism, advertises for 
public indignation at the atrocity of a refractory Senate, 
Does the judiciary venture to perform its duty regardless - 
of the Executive will, the Presidential corps, is let loose 
to hunt it down. Is your Postmaster General charged 
with official acts, which, if proved, would render him un- 
worthy of confidence, in the midst of the inquiry he ap- - 
peals to the public through a partisan official newspaper, 
and scandalizes every one who has had any concern with 
the inquiry. Thus the chief and his chiefs, covered with 
the gis of irresponsibility, and sustained and fortified by 
holding the source and channels of information, can ad- 
vance, do, and maintain, any thing, every thing. There 
is nothing political, moral, or religious, which might not 
be successfully assailed and demolished. 

Sir, the Senator himself seems to apprehend the ap- 
proach of evil days, but trusts that some American Cato 
will come forth in our defence. But this- recurrence to 
Cato is a most unfortunate reminiscence--“ A Senator ‘of 
Rome, while Rome survived,” Cato was all that a Roman 
Senator should be. But what could Cato, indeed, what, 
could a whole Roman Senate, do, after Czsar’s arm had 
prostrated in the dust the Temple of Liberty? | Cato’s ŭn- 
yiclding virtue and uncompromising patriotism were ex- 
erted too late. He had, to be sure, pointed at the cloud 
which was gathering beyond the Rubicon, and warned the 
Senate that it would one day burst upon the city, fo 
the destruction of their liberty; but they viewed it at a 
distance, regardless of the danger. The plausible, suċ- 
cessful, ambitious Cæsar pressed on to the accomplish- 
ment of his object: ‘* Pharsalia gave him Rome-—-Egypt 
had next received his yoke-~and the whole Nile was Cæ- 
sar’s.”* Whatcould Catodo? Whatdidhedo? Heheld 
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out to the last, and then took himself off. Would thé Se- members of the committee against it, and three in its fa- 
nator carry. the parallel further? The tragical death of] vor, and the other member had declared that his acquiesce- 
Cato was succeeded by the more tragical assassination of} ence was not in consequence of his concurrence in all 
Cæsar. The-spectre in the dream, who promised to meet/the views of the report. So that, in fact, the committee 
Brutus at Philippi, had too fatally fulfilled-her promise. | were divided half and half. There was also a counter re- 
The triumvirate bad met, and parcelled out the empire, | port expected, which it was desirous toappend. Hesaw 
and each had his proscription list allowed, and the streets! there was a distinction between the report, and the report 
of Rome flowed, consequently, with her richest blood: jand documents: He thought ‘that none of the report 
Mark Antony had been subdued chiefly by the charmsj should go abroad, unaccompanied by the documents. As. 
ofa woman. Octavius, left without a-rival, reformed the | the chairman of their committee was now absent, he would 
Senate, and with them subdued the people, and then be- | move to lay the resolution on the table. 

came “Cæsar Augustus” their master. The question was put on this motion, and decided in the 

Is this parallel prophetic? Is‘the time coming when we |affirmative—yeas 21, nays 15. 
shall have our Cato, our Cæsar, our Brutus, and the catas- mp à 
trophe, and our triumvirate with the proscription and par- STEPHEN PLEASANTON. 
tition? Are we to have our Pharsalia and Philippi? Is The bill for the relief of Stephen Pleasanton [Fifth Au~- 
the last rival to find an Actium here? And, at last, is some ditor of the Treasury, making him an allowance for extra 
American Octavius to modify this body to. his liking, and, | Services, in acting as Solicitor of the Treasury] was then , 
with a Senate at his heels, subdue the people and become read a third time; and on the question of its passage, the 
our Augustus? Surely, sir, the allusion to Cato, and the |Yeas and nays were ofdered, on the call of Mr. MARCY. 
signs of the times, induce thoughts not very exhilarating, The passage of the bill was opposed in some observa- 
and I ‘therefore will not indulge in further reffections tions from Mr. MARCY, Mr. SMITH, and Mr. BUCK- 
awakened by that Senator’s allusion. Letus do, all we; NER; and advocated by Mr. GRUNDY, Mr. FRELING- 
can to preserve the sources and channels of instruction | HUYSEN, Mr. CLAYTON, and Mr. WHITE. 
correct and pure, that the people may understand their {It was contended by the opponents of the bill that these 
rights, and know how to preserve them, and leave the | payments for extra services was the introduction of a new 
event ta Him who rules the destinies of nations. principle, the adoption of which would fill the Senate 

[The above remarks were delivered, in portions, on chamber with applicants for similar recompense; that a 
three different days, but are given here entire. ] ` public officer receiving three thousand dollars a year was 

The Senate adjourned to Monday. bound to undertake any duties which might be imposed: 

` upon him; that the Third Auditor had performed a varie- 
ty of extraordinary services, and had never called for ex- 
traordinary recompense; and that the applicant, in this 
case, performed these extra services by means of clerks,. 
who were sufficiently paid. On the other side, the ground: 
taken was that no man was expected to perform more 
than reasonable service; thatit was absurd to expect the 
exclusive devotion of all the energies of soul and body to 
the purposes of the Government; that it would be unrea- 
sonable to expect such devotion from members of Congress, 
and they had no right to expect it from others; that the 
extra duties were performed by the applicant when other 
officers were enjoying the luxury of repose; that the same 
services, for which five hundred dollars a year were by 
this bill. granted, had now to be performed at a cost of 
more than five thousand dollars a yearsthat the letters and 
instructions issued by the applicant during the ten years 
in which he performed those duties, filled six thousand 
folio pages; and that he had postponed his claim for no 
other reason than that he would not provoke the jealousy 
of other officers of the Government. ] 

The question on the passage of the bill being taken, was 
decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Clay, Clayton, Dudley, 
Ellis, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Holmes, Knight, 
Miller, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tyler, Waggaman, White, 
Wilkins. —24. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Buckner, Foot, Hendricks, 
Hill, Marcy, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tipton, Tomlinson. 
--li. 


Monpay, May 7. 
BANK REPORT. 


The Senate took up a resolution submitted by Mr. Bex- 
Ton some days ago, to print copies of the report of 
-the committee appointed by the House of Representa- 

tives to proceed to Philadelphia and investigate the affairs 
of the Bank of the United States. 

- Mr. BENTON then moved to fill the first blank with 

the number 5,000. 

Mr. BROWN spoke of the great importance of the re- 
port, and the necessity of supplying the people with it. 

The question was then put, and the motion for 5,000 
was negatived—-ycas 16, nays 19. 

Mr. BENTON then moved the number 3,000. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that he would assign as a rea- 
son for his voting against 5,000, that he regarded the re- 
port as involving no great principle whatever. He thought 
that its facts and details were of a nature to render them 
unimportant in a public point of view. As to the parti- 
cular administration of the affairs of the bank, the stock- 
holders had, in his opinion, much more interest in that 
matter than the people. The examination seemed to be 
little else than an investigation of private accounts keptin 
the institution. What wasit to the public whether a hun- 

~dred or a thousand dollars was Jent to a manufacturer, or 
to a merchant, or even toa printer. Nota single good 
principle was spread through the report, and he knew no 
sufficient reason for subjecting the country to the heavy 
expense of this printing ofan extra number. He was wil- 
ling that so many should be printed as was necessary for 
the use of the Senate, but he could not conceive of any 
practical good which would result from the circulation of 
an extraordinary number. He should therefore vote 
against 3,000. . 

Mr. EWING said that he had no great objection to the 


' 


POST OFFICE. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
to establish certain post offices and post roads, and discon- 
tinue others. 

Mr. HOLMES continued the observations which he 
. commenced on Friday, in support of the amendment of 
report going abroad. But he thought it might be the | fered by Mr. Bıss, to abolish the postage on newspapers, 

proper course to refer it, in the firstplace, to the commit-| (as given above. ` 

tee on the subject; andalsothat the counter reports should] Before he had finished his remarks, he gave way to a 
be. presented. It appeared that, although this report| motion to adjourn; and 

went abroad as the report of a majority, there werethree| The Senate adjourned. 
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subjects would not be called up until the post office bill 
should be disposed of. As soon as that was finished, and, 
for fear of offending his friend from Connecticut, he would 
also say, after the pension bill should be acted on, he 
would vote for taking up the subjects from the Committee 


on Manufactures. os 
Mr. DICKERSON said his only object to-day was to as- 
certain whether the Senate would refer the report of the 


Committee on Manufactures to any other. committee, and 


Mr. DICKERSON then rose for the purpose of carry-j then to fix an early day for the consideration of the matter. 
ing into effect the notice he gave on Friday last; and mov-| If the, coming in, of gentlemen. should, to-day,. be time 
ed that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of enough to give himan opportunity to renew his motion to- 
the bill to provide for the distribution of the proceeds of] day, he should do so; but, if not, he gave notice that he 
the public lands. ` i should make his motion to-morrow. : <i 

Mr. SMITH expressed a hope that, as the Senate was] Mr. HAYNE stated that the best way of expediting the 
nearly empty, the gentleman from New Jersey would bills which were the subject of consideration, was to ob- 
postpone his motion. serve the rule not to take up the general orders every day 

Mr. DICKERSON consented. until one o’clock. Had this rule been strictly acted on 

Mr. CLAY said it appeared to him to be very important | from the commencement, there would have been certain- 
that the Senate should proceed, without further delay, ly one-half of the private docket extinguished. 
to the despatch of that part of the public business which} Here the conversation dropped. 
was to be disposed of before the adjournment of Congress. |, The CHAIR then proceeded to take up the general orders 
This was one of those important measures on which the] in succession. 
prompt action of Congress was necessary. There were The bill to provide for the appointment of a recorder of 
three subjects on which Congress was bound to act—the | the Géneral Land Office coming up, was opposed, ‘The 
tarift--the bank—and the public lands; all these ought| object of the bill is to constitute an officer to sign the land 
to be disposed of before the adjournment. Of his inten-| patents, instead of requiring the signature of the President 
tion to call up to-day the bill now named, the chairman of| of the United States, as heretofore. 
the Committee on Manufactures had given notice on Friday] [The bill was opposed on the ground that the duties 
last; and, if he was now to consent to withdraw his mo-{ could be performed by a clerk, if the President was un- 
tion, he hoped that he would fix an early day to take it up | able to go through the patents with sufficient rapidity; but 
for consideration and discussion. He would have wished to] that it was a dangerous power to place in the hands of any 
ave the motion prevailat thistime; and he wassorry thatthe | other than the President, who alone should have the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands was not now | power to transfer the eminent domain. It was alleged, on 
in his place. ‘That Senator was usually very punctual in| the other side, that the sales of ‘lands had increased from 
his attendance, and some unexpected circumstance had|six hundred thousand dollars to three millions; that the 
probably detained him from his seat this morning. Should | business could not be done without additional aid, and 
the chairman of the Committee on Manufactures now/| that, whether the officers did their duty or not, the work 
withdraw his motion, he hoped it would be accompanied { was not done. ] i 
by a notice that he should repeat his motion on to-mor-|_ An amendment was moved by Mr. POINDEXTER to 
row. He repeated his desire that an carly day might be | insert the words— 
appointed to go into the subject, for the purpose of dis-| ‘And it shall be the duty of the said recorder to attach 
cussion, Fe hoped the Senate would consent either tojto each patent a plat designating the boundaries, natural 
take up the subject of the bill to reduce the duties onjand artificial, of the land described in the patent.” 
imported articles, or the other bill, to reduce the duties| On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the bill was then 
on protected articles. He trusted to see the Senate show- laid on the table. ; . 
ing a disposition to take up these bills. He was indiffer- NEWSPAPER POSTAGE. 


ent as to the order in which they might be taken up, but ; 
he hoped they would be called ip in aes a soe The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
‘There was but little time left to act on these subjects, |t© establish certain post offices and post roads, and to dis- 
continue others. The question being on the amendment 


It was almost impossible to keep Congress together in the} ~~ 
warm weather. Nearly six months had elapsed since the Offered by Mr. Bron, to abolish the postage on news- 
papers. 


commencement of the session, and nothing had been done; 
and, if any member was prepared to say what would be Mr. HOLMES concluded his remarks in favor of the 
amendment, (as given above.) 


done, he must express his own perfect ignorance 
matter, He hoped that the Señale would take op ae y Mr: GRUNDY succeeded in reply, andin defence of 
the leading topics and act on it, while the House would Tan pia mangemo of the department., ; f 
act on another; and thus the rule would be avoided of both |, A B pi tha commenced some observations, in which 
Houses acting on the same subject at the same time. He e aoe te policy of his amendment, and insisted 
expressed his willingness to sit five or six hours every day, ai ti et a the Post Office Department to sustain the 
P get through this business; and even to sit on Saturdays, ees sat z th = ke : eae vue be occasioned by it. 
paguei as the Senate wasat the close of the week, to get fro l i “as hich re a be the Postmaster General 
ough the mass of private bills which had accumulated |1,0™ te attacks waich fad been made oñ his- administra- 
tion of the post office; and passed a high eulogy on his 


on their hands to an alarming extent, so as to leave th 
he |. 
other days of the week free foe these important subjects, intellectual and moral worth. Before he had finished his 

remarks, he gave way to a motion to adjourn. ` 


Thus Congress would be able to fulfil the expectati ; 
the people, and to bring to a speedy terminakon pes ; On motion of Mrs POINDEXTER; the Senate thenad: 
already extended to an unreasonable length. journed. f l 
Mr. SMITH suggested the propriety of fixing some 
particular day when the subject would be taken up at 12| i 
Yelek. a coupes were not ‘then in their seats, the; The bill for the reliefof John F. Lewis wasthen taken up. 
i" : ae ei oun : ! [This was a bill to refund the amount of duties paid on 
Mr. A expressed a hope that these important certain articles which were ordered beforé the- applicant 


. ` Turspay, May 8. > 
A resolution offered yesterday by Mr. Foor, requesting 
the PreSident to cause to be prepared, and laid before the 
Senate at the commencement of the next session, a plan 
for reorganizing the Treasury Department, so as to sim- 
plify the mode of settling accounts, and reduce the num- 
ber of clerks, &c. was taken up, and agreed to. 
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knew of the passage of the.tariff of 1828, and which it}ject, and to give to the Senate a written report of their 


was too late 
knowledge. ] ` 


Mr. SILSBEE-moved an amendment to the bill, making 


itso" general in its operation as-to cover some fifteen or|they ought to do. 


‘to countermand, after he possessed -that 


opinions. Why were they not to be allowed such oppor- 
tunity? The Senator from Kentucky had instructed the 
Committee on Public Lands what they might do, and what 
He was obliged to the Senator from 


twenty similar cases, comprising duties to the amount of| Kentucky for his instructions. But the committee re- 


seventy-fivé thousand dollars. 


quired no such light to show them the extent of their 


The amendment met with some opposition; and, on mo-|powers. He was not inclined to go back for the purpose 


tion of Mr. KING, the bill was laid on the table, and the 
amendment ordered to be printed. ` 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DICKERSON, pursuant to the notice which he 
gave yesterday, moved to take up the bill to provide for 
the distribution for a limited term of the proceeds of the 
public lands. He stated that his only object, at present, 
was to dispose of the pending motion of the Senator from 
Alabama. to. refer. the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands. Should that motion be negatived, the bill might 
be taken up for discussion on an early day in the next week. 

Mr. KING said he should not have risen to detain the Se- 
nate on this question, but for a remark which had fallen 
from the Senator from Kentucky, when the subject was 
before the Senate on a former day. The Senator from 
Kentueky had stated that he [Mr. K.] had taken fire at 
the. suggestion that this bill ought to be brought up for 
discussion; and that he had denounced the-report of the 
Committee on Manufactures as unfair. In making this 
statement, the Senator from Kentucky had not done him 
justice. He certainly had not taken fire at the suggestion; 
but he had stated that he was not prepared to act on the 
bill, until it should have been referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. The Senator from Kentucky had also 
charged him with applying the term.‘ unfairness” to the 
report. 

He had stated that it was calculated to make an erro- 
neous impression on the public mind, on a subject which 
was of cir importance, but which was vitally interest- 
ing tothe State which he represented. He had certainly 
not intended to charge the Committee on Manufactures 
with any intention to circulate erroneous opinions; but 
he'had considered that their local situation, their peculiar 
habits of thinking, and their knowledge of the subject, 
did not qualify them to come to conclusions, the accuracy 
of which ought not to be disputed. When he had heard 
this report described by members of the Senate as most 
able, most enlightened, and most conclusive, he had only 
asked. that it might be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, who were conversant with the whole subject, 
for their examination, inasmuch as the Committee on 
Manufactures were less intimately acquainted with it. 
~ If the arguments were so able that they could not be an- 
swered, could not be refuted, or proved to be erroneous, 
its reference to the Committee on Public Lands could be 
productive of no ill effect on the report.. On the contrary, 
its accuracy would be the more strongly established in the 
public mind. ` ete water E 

. He was not disposed to give way to feeling in any re- 
marks he might make on this subject. His local position 
‘might justify him in the exhibition of some feeling, ‘as it 
rendered it difficult for him to avoid it. He hoped the 
Senate would not. refuse the Committee on Public. Lands 
an opportunity to present the matter before the country 
in such view as they might believe to be right and just. 
He did not believe that the Senator from Kentucky would 
refuse, him this opportunity. He had no doubt that the 


of looking into the reasons for sending this subject to the 
Committee on Manufactures. He understood it to have 
been for the purpose of connecting all the subjects of a 


{revenue character in the hands of the same committee. It 


had been expected that the committee would amalgamate 
the subjects in their report; instead of which, they had 
made three distinct reports, one on each branch of the in- 
quiry. He saw that the report was calculated to do much 
mischief. He saw in it much that was false in reasoning. 
The immense calculations made on the amount of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of lands must strike at once as ridiculous. 
There was no discrimination between the qualities of the 
lands. But he would not here go into any discussion of 
that matter. He hoped that an opportunity would be 
given to the Committee on Public Lands to present a fair 
view of the subject. - Without meaning to impute unfair- 
ness to- the report of the Committee on Manufactures, he 
could not but regard it as a one-sided thing; and he de- 
sired an opportunity for the Committee an Public Lands to 
present the views on the other side. 

Mr. CLAY inquired if the motion was to refer both the 
report and the bill, or simply the bill. 

Mr. KING replied that he had divided the question, 
and confined the motion to the reference of the bill. 

Mr. CLAY said the proposition then was to refer the 
bill without the report. He felt extremely happy to learn 
that the gentleman from Alahama had determined to ex- 
hibit no feeling on this subject, but to keep himself free 
from all warmth or excitement. With equal truth, he 
could declare that he had none. This was a great sub- 
ject of national interest, and, in its. consideration, every 
thing like feeling ought to be eradicated; every thing like 
party banished’ from the walls of the Senate. It was a 
subject interesting, not only to the Senate, and not only 
to the people of our time, but it was one in the well-dis- 
position of which posterity would have an interest for 
hundreds of years to come. 

The proposition now was to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. He must be permitted again to 
advert to the history of the original reference. When 
the proposition was made to refer the matter to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, every member of that committec 
earnestly protested against such reference. The refer- 
ence, however, was ordered by the Senate, against the 
wishes of the committee. The Senator from Alabama 
was one of the majority by whom the reference was or- 
dered. The Committee on Manufactures had, at the 
time, urged that they were not sufficiently acquainted, 
nor familiar, with the subject; that the Committee on 
Public Lands were more conversant with the subject in 
all its details, and that it would be more wise to refer it te 
that committee. The incongruity of the subject with 
the duties of the Committee on Manufactures was further 
urged, as wellas the extent of business, and the vast and 
various details of the branches‘of manufactures which had 
been committed to them. All, however, was urged in 
vain. The reference was made to them, in spite of every 
thing. Yet it was now alleged that the Committee on 


Committee on Manufactures honestly entertained the views | Manufactures had not sufficient knowledge of the sub- 
which they had spread through their report; and thatiject. Why was not sufficient weight allowed to that ob- 
they would not be willing to suffer the country to-believe|jection when the reference was originally made? Why, if 
that they would shrink from an examination of them. He|that committee were incompetent to present a project 
thought: the: Senate should not take up the question for | having a just bearing on the interests of all the States— 
consideration until:the Committee on Public Lands- should i why was the subject pressed upon them? why was not 
have been:.allowed the opportunity to examine the sub-{ weight allowed to the objection at the proper time? It 


905 


‘OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 


906 


May 9, 1832.) f Public 


Lands.. 


[SENATE 


was very true that most of the Committee on Manufac- 
tures had not, at that time, the adequate knowledge. But 
the gentleman fr 
to believe that they after 
its parts. For one, he had only found it necessary to re- 
fer to certain reports, and to a few laws, to become pos- 
sessed of all the necessary knowledge. The committee 
went into this laborious investigation, and the report 
which has been made is the result of their labors. Had 
any error been detected in the facts contained in the re- 
port? Had the deeds of cession been incorrectly cited? 
Had there been erroneous references to the report?. Had 
the laws been incorrectly described? Was the informa- 
tion received from the treasury inaccurate? These were 
the data on which the report was founded; and it was not 
pretended that any of these were inaccurate. It was not 
charged that any of the facts were inaccurate. It was 
the reasoning, the argument of the report, which was ob- 
jected to. After a committee of the Senate had made a 
report, containing facts and arguments, it would be un- 
exampled to refer that report to another committee for 
the purpose of obtaining another argumentative and 
amendatory report, unless some defects in the former 
could be pointed out. ` 

The gentleman from Alabama had designated some of 
the errors of the report as gross errors, and had termed 
one of them “ridiculous;? and what is this statement 
which he has called ‘ridiculous?” It relates to the amount 
of the public sales of the public lands. ln what respect 
is this statement ridiculous? He might be able to com- 
prehend, if the Senator from Alabama would be pleased 
to point out. He had charged the statement as ridiculous. 
This charge did not very well comport with the. profes- 
sion of calmness which the Senator had made at the.com- 
mencement of his speech. Now, the fact was that the 
data on which this statement was made, were the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Treasury himself. So that, if there 
was error there, it was error which originated with the 
Secretary, In reference to the principle, the precise 
amount of sales was unimportant. It was no matter whe- 
ther the sales in one year amounted to three millions, to 
two millions, a million and a half, or a million. The prim- 
ciple, in every case, would be applicable. The amount 
of sales would necessarily vary according to the popula- 
tion, to the amount of public lands in the market, and va- 
rious other considerations; and any statement made on the 
subject must be corrected by the practical results of ex- 
perience. The amount of the proceeds had also been 
taken from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the estimates of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. Not an important fact connected with the 
subject-—the amount of sales, amount of proceeds, quan- 
tity of lands in market, quantity vf lands unsold, or any 
other fact, but was taken from authentic documents. 

The reference, then, was not desired for the purpose of 
correcting facts, but with a view to report a counter ar- 
gument. ‘The reference of a subject to a committee, in 
the first instance, is generally made for the purpose of 
presenting facts in the form of a report; or, when a sub- 
ject has been discussed, to examine, and make such 
changes as may conform to the opinion of the Senate as 
expressed in the discussion. But here there had been no 
examination. Did the Senator from Alabama desire that 
the lands should be relinquished to the States, that the! 
price should be reduced? What plan had he to suggest? | 
it was incumbent on him to point out some defects in the 
report, before he made his motion of reference. 

For himself he was entirely indifferent as to the course 
to be pursued, and so, he believed,.was every member of 
the committee. But he would pat it to the Senate whe- 
ther a proper regard for its own dignity and consistency 
would permit it to sanction such a procedure. How 
would the record read to the world, that, two or three 


om Alabama should do them the justice|ject; that this committee had taken it up, 
wards examined the subject in all{amined, and made their report; 
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months ago, the- Senate had sent ‘to the Committee ‘on 
Manufactures, contrary to their wish, this agitating sub- 
assiduously ex- 
that an, objection was 
made to the argument by a gentleman from one of the 
new States; and that now the course which was proposed 
at first, and which the committee had originally declared 
to be the correct one, was adopted? Would gentlemen 
be content to let their names stand on the record of yeas’ - 
and nays in support of such inconsistency? 

The Senator from Alabama had charged him with a 

desire to instruct the Committee on Public Lands in their 
duties. He felt himself incapable of instructing any one, 
much less of instructing that committee. He hoped that, 
when expressing his opinions in his place, he was not to 
be made liable to the charge that he was endeavoring to 
instruct others. What he had said was simply this--had 
the Senator an amendment to. the bill, let him prepare it, 
have it printed, and move it when the bill should come 
up for consideration. Did the Senator wish to present a 
detailed and an argumentative report? He had said he 
believed it was competent for the Committee on Public 
Lands to make such a report without a special reference 
of the bill. Had they: a different scheme to propose, let 
them propose it. After they should have made their re- 
port, he would give them his vote for the printing of it. 
But he did not consider the course which was now indi- 
cated to be the proper one. 
There had already been presented to the other House 
a report of the Committee on Public Lands, presenting a 
different view of the subject, an extra number of which 
had been ordered to, be printed, and connected with this 
report. Would not that answer the purpose of the Se- 
nator from Alabama? Would not the argument of the 
Committee on Public Lands of the other House be suffi- 
cient to correct the reasoning of this wicked report? But 
suppose that a third report were tobe made, would even 
that be found satisfactory? Would it not still be found neces- 
sary to send the subject to another committee, to obtain 
another report upon the conflicting reports of the former 
committees? Might not the Senate be thus kept moving 
ina circle, without finding any termination to the business? 
The proper course, in his view, to be pursued, was, at a 
proper time--say next week~—to take ‘up the bill forthe 
purpose of recciving any amendments, or a report. of a 
different scheme, if such should be offered; to print the 
amendments or report, to deliberate on them, to go at 
once into the consideration and discussion of the differ- 
ent projects, and come to a decision on the subject. 

He hoped the motion which had been made by the Se- 
nator from Alabama would not prevail; and as: he consi- 
dered the subject to be one of the highest magnitude, and 
wished that his name might be recorded on the question, 
in order to show his course to those to whom he was re- 
sponsible, as well as to those who might come after him, 
he would not take his seat without asking that the ques- 
tion be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMES said that if he could see any advantage 
to be derived from the reference of the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, he would vote for it. . But what 
good was to result from it? He was a member of the 
Committce on Public Lands, and he had voted against 
sending the subject to the Committee on Manufactures, 
He did not believe that they would shrink from the ex- 
amination, but he thought it did not properly belong to 
the duties of that committee. But the Senate had decid- 
ed to send it to the Committee on Manufactures, and he 
had bowed to the decision. It went thither. But had 
not the Committee on Public Lands the same subject be- 
fore them? Was not so mich of the President’s message 
as related to the disposition of the public lands referred 
to that committee? The Committee‘on Public Lands 
then had the subject before them; and not only the gene- 
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ral subject, but this very. proposition, the disposal of the 
public. lands. - An inquiry -had been made im ‘the com- 
mittee, preliminary toa general consideration of the ques- 
tion whether it would be -best to cede these lands to the 
différent States in which they were located. There were 
some who insisted that. the lands of right belong to the 
States in which. they lie, becoming the property of those 
States at the moment when they were admitted into the 
Union. Others there were who maintained that the true 
course was to sell the lands to the States'in which they 
were situated, for some consideration to be determined 
on. There was another-class favorable to the scheme re- 
ported by the Committee on Manufactures, to distribute 
the avails of these lands: Another thought that the pub- 
lic lands ought to be distributed among all the States. 
There were still some others, who thought they should be 
parcelled out among the old thirteen: States}; and some 
whe thought the best way was to let the whole subject 
alone. 

He expressed his hope that, in the great scramble for 
these. lands, the interest of Maine would not be lost-sight 
of. Hf the territory and people of that State were to be 
sold, he hoped she would not be forgotten in this division; 
and he entreated the gentleman from Kentucky, in.the 
completion of his plan, to keep back a large reservation 
for the purpose of satisfying the wants of Maine. 

The Committee on Public Lands having the subject re- 
ferred to them, could now make a report, and report a 
bill. Did the committee want the report of the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures, to enable them to do this? Not so. 
Each member had.a copy of the report. Did they want 
the bill of the Committee on Manufactures? Not so. 
Each member hada copy of the bill. He saw no advan- 
tage which could result from the reference, and he should 
therefore oppose the motion. 

Mr. KANE made a few remarks in favor of the motion, 
but his observations were inaudible, owing to the extreme 
pressure in the gallery. 

. Thé-question was then taken on the motion to refer, as 
follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy; ‘Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Troup, White.~-22. ` 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, John- 
ston; Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Wil- 
kins.—-22. 

- The VICE PRESIDENT gave his vote in the affirma- 
tive. -So the motion to'refer the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands was carried in the affirmative. 
Ce rater NEWSPAPER POSTAGE. © 

The: Senate. then: resumed. the unfinished: business ofl 
yesterday, being the bill to establish certain post offices 
and post roads, and to discontinue others. _ The question 
being on the amendment offered by Mr. Bra, to abolish 
the postage on. newspapers after the Ist of July next.. 

Mr. BIBB concluded the remarks which he-had com- 
menced on yesterday, in support of his amendment, and 
in correction of the ‘statements made by the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office, to show that the de- 
partment could not sustain the diminution which would be 
eaused in its revenue by the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. HILL said: After the assiduous labor at morning and 
night, for several wecks in succession, which the Commit- 
tee ongthe Post Office and Post Roads had bestowed on 

the bill from’ the House of Representatives for creating 
new. post-roads; after travelling through every section, 
near and’ remote, of every State and Territory, as weil 
_on-maps as-in--books, carefully marking where, by law, 
routes “already. ‘existed, and where“ they were most 


wanted, to fix and ascertain the best avenues by which 
information and. intelligence could be carried to all the 
people of the United States, as an humble member 
of that committee, I am free to declare the amend- 
ment ‘to the bill offered by the Senator from Kentucky, 
to abolish newspaper postage, to be not less unexpected 
than it seems to me to be unreasonable and unkind. 

© What does the bill itself propose? It is confined toa 
single object, that of establishing new post roads, and dis- 
continuing old ones that were deemed useless. It had as 
little to do with newspaper postage as had the bill to vac- 
cinate the Indians. It might, with a much better face, 
have been tacked to that omnium gatherum, the appropri- 
ation bill, because, to carry the provision into effect, alarge 
approrriation of moncy directly from the treasury must 
be necessary. I trust, sir, that whatever may be the opi- 
nion of honorable Senators as to the reduction of news- 
paper postage, they will vote against this proposition to 
burden a bill intended exclusively for one object, with 
another and an entirely different object; a bill, too, which 
did not originate in this body, and on which, if amended 
by proposing a new principle, another discussion must 
take place in the other branch, which may carry the time 
for its passage beyond the present session. “ 

At a proper time, I shall be ready to vote for a reduc- 
tion of the postage on newspapers to as great an extent 
as the interest of their proprietors or of the great mass of 
newspaper readers shall require; but until the American 
people are prepared to defray, directly from the treasury, 
the whole expense of the post office—until they are pre- 
pared to pay their deputy postmasters by a specific salary, 
I cannot consent to abolish entirely postage on news- 
papers. 

Newspapers already have an advantage over every thing 
else carried in the public mail. The printers of newspa- 
pers already have their exchange papers free of postage. 
Does any one believe that such a sheet as the New York 
Enquirer or the National Intelligencer can be transmitted 
eighteen hundred, one thousand, or even one hundred 
miles, and carefully preserved and delivered, for less than 
one cent and a half? Letters of the same weight, requir- 
ing little more attention, would be charged from one dollar 
to two or three dollars, according to distance. 

I cannot agree with the Senators from Kentucky and 
Delaware, who represent the postage on newspapers to be 
a burdensome and unjust tax upon the people. It is not 
more burdensome and unjust than is the price of the 
white paper on which newspapers are printed, or the 
price of the types, the ink, and the labor of printing; it 
is a necessary portion of the expense incurred in furnish- 
ing the article. i 

Let us suppose that the public mail was carried exclu- 
sively for the delivery of newspapers. Will any body 
pretend that the present price of newspaper postage 
would defray even a fifth part of the expense of transmit- 


[tng and delivering them? Yet, of the weight carried by 


the mails, the letters which pay about nine-tenths of all the 
revenue are scarcely in bulk or in weight as one to twenty 
of thé newspapers and pamphlets. The newspapers are 
already. literally carried at the expense of the tax on 
letters, How, then, can it be said that the people are 
unjustly taxed who pay postage on newspapers? 

I have made it an object to inquire at the post office in 
this city what is the relative weight and bulk of newspa- 
pers and letters passing through the mail. The chief 
clerk in that office did not hesitate to say that they were 
as twenty to one. The mail passing from North to South 
through this place daily, contains generally from twenty 
to thirty, never less than ten bags, weighing some 150 to 
200 pounds each. One of these bags will contain all the 
letters. On Monday morning, I saw the Southern mail 
as it was despatched; there were twenty-one bags of news- 
papers, and all the letters did not fill as much as one bag. 
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Sir, it would be rank injustice to abolish the entire post- 
age on newspapers. In that respéct, you will make all 
those who live near a post office a privileged class. Their 
newspapers will be carried gratis, while those who live at 
a distance from the post office, must pay for the carriage 
and delivery of their papers. a : 

In New England, almost every family takes one or 
more newspapers. Not one in ten of these newspa- 
pers ever goes into the mail at all. There, very fre- 
quently, companies are formed in the districts and 


for a combination of men, for mercenary as well. as for 
landable purposes, to stop any press which had barely 
sufficient support to exist, by deluging its vicinity with 
other newspapers, which could be done at a thousand, 
miles distance, free from all expense of postage? 

This proposition, I am free to acknowledge, will be of 
great advantage to the newspapers published in this Dis- 
trict, and in some of the larger cities; but that advantage 
will be entirely at the expense of the smaller newspapers 
printed in the villages: it will go to feed those which are 


townships, to take the newspaper; each one takes his|already well patronized, and starve those which can now 


turn in rotation to travel ten, fifteen, twenty, or thirty 
miles, on the day of publication, and deliver the news- 


scarcely subsist. And this is not the worst feature of 
the case: instead of taking such lessons from our local 


paper either at some place of deposite or at the door of| newspapers, as the home-bred ideas, the honest, frugal 


each subscriber.. In other cases, a post-rider makes it 


and industrious habits of our yeomanry shall prompt, the 


a business to travel an extensive district of country to de- | people must be lectured by those who do every thing on 


liver the newspapers which he purchases of the printer, 
and adds the expense of carrying. In other instances, the 
mail-carrier takes the newspaper from the printing office 
or post office, and delivers it while on his way, charging 
and receiving extra pay for the service. If the postage 
be entirely abolished, scarcely one in ten of all the readers 
of country newspapers will be benefited at all. They 
will still be obliged to pay for the transmission and deli- 
yery of their newspapers; and to be consistent, Govern- 
ment should make provision that their papers should go 
free, not less than the newspapers of those who happen 
to live at the door of some post office. 


The number of post offices atthe present time is about [their progress. 


ten times as great as it was in 1800. 


a great scale; they must be instructed in the fashions and: 
the notions of the great and the gay; they must take as 
their teachers, perhaps the vain and the vicious—perhaps 
the pensioned and the proud; or, may be, the patriotic and 
the wise. Irepeat, sir, that the tendency of the amend- 
ment will be to enable the few to monopolize the news- 
paper press of the whole. country, and the consequent 
destruction of those local presses of the interior, which 
now sustain the most healthy part of the public sentiment. 

Another consequence of this proposition will be the 
overburdening the mails on all the principal roads, so as 
to increase the expense of transport, and retard them in 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 


Then there were|more, and Washington, will pour out newspapers in such 


only about 1,000 in the United States—now there are about ! quantities, that, without some newly invented carriages, 


10,000. Of this number of postmasters, the annual com- 
pensation of a majority will not average fifty dollars. 


[some greater than mere brute, animal power’ the depart- 


In|ment will never be able to expedite the mails at all. On 


the small offices, much of this compensation is derived {all the great mail roads—and these are now far the most 
from the newspaper postage, the postmaster receiving |expensive--double conveyances for the mail will be re- 


one-half for his labor; he receives one-half cent for keep- 
ing the account and delivering the paper, if printed within 


quired, and this will nearly double the expense. 
The nett procecds to the department, from newspaper 


his State or within one hundred miles, and three-fourths of Jand pamphlet postage, for the year ending June 30, 1830, 


acentif printed beyond the distance of one hundred miles. 
What compensation do you propose to him for that ser- 
vice, in this amendment? None at all. Does he receive 
too much already? 1f not, can you do less than authorize 
the department to pay him? If he receives nothing, 
what obligation is he under to take care of, and deliver, 
the papers? Will he do it for nothing? ‘That cannot be 
expected; the department must remunerate him by 
increasing his commission on letters, or in some other way. 

Itis well known, Mr. President, that most of our coun- 
try newspapers are nota source of profit to their proprie- 
tors. With the most severe physical and mental labor, 
the printers of country newspapers are scarcely able to 
obtain a livelihood. F cannot doubt that it was the inten- 
tion of the Senator who introduced this proposition, to 
assist them; he js mistaken, sir, Pass this proposition 
into a law, and it will annihilate at least one-half of our 
village newspapers; they cannot survive the advantage 
which will be given to the newspapers printed in the 
large cities, which, by means of improved printing ma- 
chinery, can be delivered, if they go free of postage, by 

‘mail, at any distance, as cheap, if not cheaper, than the 
local papers. 

There isa newspaper under the patronage of the'society 
of Methodists in New York, a useful and well conducted 
journal, which issues, at each impression, 25,000 copies; 
and these are circulated in every State of the Union. 
This proposition, if adopted, would enable the worthy 
men who conduct that journal to increase the number to 


100,000; and this immense number would be subtracted |in the 


amounted to $98,313 44--for the year ending June 30, 
1831, they were $112,111 22—-showing an increase in one 
year of $13,597 78. ‘The amount paid was of course dou- 
ble, as the postmasters receive one-half. ‘The revenue es- 
timated for the year ending June 30, 1832,-is $125,000, 
Besides the compensation to postmasters, the proposition 
will take from the means of the department the sum of 
$140,000, being the amount which may be anticipated for 
1832-73; it will add to the expense of transportation cer- 
tainly an equal if not a greater amount, for it cannot be 
considered that the contractors will be holden to encoun- 
ter the additional burden without a consideration; and it 
will lay the department under obligation in any.court of 
chancery to pay the postmasters at least an amount equal 
to what they would receive for the newspapers which are 
carried in the mail under the present arrangement. These 
three items, at the lowest calculation, will amount to 
420,000 dollars. i 

Indeed, when it is considered thatthe number of news- 
papers transported by the mail will be swelled possibly to 
even tenfold their present amoant, the calculation is not 
extravagant, when we anticipate that the department may 
be crippled with the additional burden of half a million of 
dollars, the first year, by-this proposition. : 

The newspaper postage alone, which is now only as 
one to nine or ten when compared to letter postage, 
is greater than the whole amount of postage on both let- 
ters and newspapers was in the year 1800. For many 
years no regular accounts of the newspapers were kept 
post offices, although subscribers always paid as 


in the main from the useful local papers throughout the high postage as they now pay. But a new system of 
United States, whose proprietors are unable to procure ajchecks on the newspaper postage accounts in the several 


patronage seldom exceeding five hundred ov a thousand 
names. A team of four horses would not be able to draw 
a single impression of this paper: How easy would it be 


post offices, made but a few years ago, brought order out 
of chaos in that branch of the department, until it contri- 
butes something towards supporting itself. 
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The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BIss] has calcu-|laries of these officers have always been paid from the 


“lated that there will be half a million of dollars at the dis- 
posal of the department on the Ist of July next. This 
was the first time I had heard of such a suggestion. I 
had ‘understood that for the last ten or fifteen years the de- 
partment had expanded itself, as far and as’ fast as its 
means would allow, to the accommodation of the whole 
country, by increasing the mail facilities. Within my 
knowledge, we have tri-weekly and daily mails ‘passing 
over roads where but a few years since there were none, 
and only single horse mails once .a week or fortnight. 
Mail stages now pass-through the most of our towns, and 
the benefits of this useful establishment diffuse themselves 
into every ‘neighborhood. ‘This morning 1 find on my 
table letters and newspapers brought from New ‘York, a 
distance of 250 miles, in-thirty-six hours, and from Boston, 
500 miles, in three days. We have the mail expedited 
from New Orleans to Washington in one-half its former 
time; from Baltimore to Pittsburg, within the last few 
days, there is a new arrangement by which one or more 
days are gained. There is scarcely a week or even a day 
in which some new improvement is not made, facilitating 
the transport of the mails. . The department has kept 
even pace with the country in its march of improvement. 
These great improvements involve great expenses: and, 
although the department, in some cases, has gained more 
by the improvement than it has expended in making it, 
it could not be expected such would be the general result. 

The Senator has noticed a surplus fund of some two 
hundred thousand dollars, which may be brought in aid of 
any deficiency that may be caused by abolishing newspa- 


‘public treasury. Yet, let me tell the Senator that the de- 
partment has more than supported itself. The amount of 
postages on free letters for public officers and for both 
Houses of Congress would much execed all the money 
taken from the treasury in aid of the Post Office Department, 

On inquiry at the department, I find the number of free 
letters delivered at the post office in this city alone, du- 
ring the quarter year ending April 1, 1852, was 169,428, 
These letters, if charged with postage, might be sup- 
posed to average 15 cents each, and would have pro- 
duced the sum of $25,414 20. Thenumber of free letters 
despatched from the city during the same quarter, the 
clerks are of opinion, was four times the amount of those 
here delivered. Were the department to charge the Go- 
vernment for the free letters transmitted for the benefit 
of Congress and the several Executive Departments, the 
latter would fallin debt to the former, aftcr deducting the 
salaries and expenses paid tothe General Post Office in 
this city, several hundred thousand dollars per annum. 
How, then, can it be said that the department does not 
support itself? - 

The Senator has quoted the Edinburgh Review and the 
words of British Lords and Commons, to prove that the 
British. tax on newspapers is preferable to the postage on 
newspapers in the United States. There is about the 
same analogy between the two cases as there is between 
a despotic and a free Government. The British newspa- 

er stamp is a tax outright, cxcecding, in amount, as two 
to one the whole expense of editors, printers, and paper 
makers; and the simple duty paid on a British newspaper 


per postage. This surplus fund was formerly much larger | advertisement to the Government is probably three times 


than it now is. It is highly creditable to the administra- 

` tion of the present head of the department, and to his pre- 
decessor, that, while the number of post offices and the 
réceipts of the establishment have been increased nearly 
tenfold, the actual losses from the defulcations of post- 
masters are much less in the last ten years than they were 
from-1800 to 1810. The surplus fund to which the Sena- 
tor alludes is not available--a large portion of it never can 
be realized: it consists, if 1 understand the matter right, 
of outstanding debts, many of which are doubtful, and 
some of which are absolutely hopeless. Every man of ex-| 
tensive business generally has such a surplus fund as this, 
which he accounts as worth little or nothing for present 
purposes. 

It is not good management alone, Mr. President, which 
cx keep the receipts of the department above its expen- 
ditures. Any change in the ordinary business of the 
country will change the business of the department: the) 
revenue may decreasc, but the expenditures must con-} 
tinue. Itis not safe, if we do not put this department on 
the treasury, at this session of Congress, to add to the post; 
roads an extent of travel equal te the whole extent of post 
road in the ‘United States in the year 1800, and at the! 
same time abolish entirely the postage on newspapers. 

When the present incumbent entered on the duties of 
his office, it ig well known that the expenses of the de- 
partment had exceeded its income in consequence of the; 
facilities which had been granted to routes which were 
unprofitable. It had not been in his power, until the last! 


as much as the whole expense of advertising in this coun- 
try. The postage òn newspapers in the United States, 
strictly speaking, is not a tax; it is a value received, and 
that only, in part, for a value bestowed. 

Under the British system of newspaper taxation, but few 
of the common people are able to read a newspaper—~ 
fewer still to take and pay for them. A newspaper in 
Great Britain is let out to readers, when first, published, 
ata higher price, dim‘nishing as it becomes more stale; so 
that the poor man, if he beable to read at all, must get 
his news several days after the more wealthy obtain theirs. 
Ihave somewhere scen it stated, recently, that two daily 
newspapers in the city of New York had a greater num- 
ber of advertisements than the whole newspaper press of 
Great Britain; and probably more newspapers are annu- 
ally published in the State of New York, than in the whole 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 

We are told that there are shackles on the press, and 
that this amendment is necessary to relieve it. How the 
abolishing of newspaper postage will relieve us from this 
difficulty, I am at a loss to conceive. It is true that the 
newspaper pressin this country has been shackled as long as 
Icanremember. In Mr. Jefferson’s time, the opposition, 
the aristocracy, had at least two to one the advantage of 
the newspaper press, and they have kept that advantage 
up to the present time: they have as much as that advan- 
tage at this time in this city, and in all the cities of the 
United States. It was the merest chance in the world that 
the people’s Chief Magistrate, elected to office by an clec- 


year, to keep the expenditures within the receipts. Tf 
Congress should, at this time, embarrass further the de-| 
partment, ‘the committee will have discharged their duty 
if they ‘say that their bill, without the amendment, is as 
much as ihe department for the next year can bear with- 
out the most serious inconvenience. 

But the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Craxrox] says 
the department has not sustained itself since Major Barry 
came into office, the salaries of the officers and clerks and 
contingent expenses of the department in tbis city being 
paid directly from the treasury. And is this a new ar- 


rangement made. by the present administration’ ` The sa-; 


toral vote of two to one, has a solitary press (the Globe) at 
the seat of Government, so unshackled as to dare publish 
the truth when it shall make in his favor. 

The patronage bestowed by Congress on either of the two 
presses in this District which do not support the adminis- 
tration, (Telegraph and Intelligencer,) is greater in 
amount than the expenses of the entire civil list of the State 
of New Hampshire, and much greater than all the patron- 
age bestowed by the administration on all the newspapers 
(including the editors who have been appointed to office) 
which now support the re-election of the President. 

I thank the Senator for mentioning the printer in Ken- 
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tucky, who -is-charged' with having sent.out before.the| . It bas been said “that the Post Office Department exer- 
State election some bushels of électioneering communica- jcises an undue influence over. the newspaper- press, and 
tions, besides receiving from Major Barry some $12,000-a | that it is wrong to appoint printers and editors to. be post- 
year. The Senator’s informant was probably under some | masters.’ I cannot agree. with the gentleman. -I believe 
slight delusion~-his distorted. vision had very likely mis-| there never has been an administration under which print- 
taken the innocent bundles of post office blanks. sefit in ers.and editors have not been postinasters.: During the late 
the mail, for a counterpart. to the horrid murder of, the administration, the President ‘interfered directly to give. 
six militia men. i f ioo the most lucrative post office in the State of Maine toan’ 
The Kentucky printer is more fortunate than any print- | editor ofone of the warmest partisan pressésof thë country: 
er who has stood fast to his integrity within my know- |I believe the rule of the present administration to be, that” 
ledge: he receives $12,000 a year, according to the state- |when a printer or editor is appointed to a post office where 
ment of the Senator; for what? For furnishing the post |the duties are sufficient to require ‘his whole attention, and 
offices of all the Western States with wrapping paper, |the compensation exceeds one thousand dollars—such an 
twine, and printed: blanks, at_a given. price not beyond office asrequires the President to act in the appointment— 
their worth. Why not procure some man who is not ajitis made a condition that he shall not continue. to pursue 
printer to furnish these? At least, why not give the busi- | his profession of printer or editor. . ot 
ness in the first instance to some worthy opposition. man, There is no more reason why a printer should not be a 
so that, if he was obliged to employ a printer to do it, he |postmaster, than there is that any lawyer or physician. 
might farm it out, and compel the poor man to do it for less should be excluded from the same office.: Benjamin 
than it was worth? Had this Mr. Shadrach Penn printed | Franklin, while he printed'a newspaper, was for a long 
a newspaper on the other side, and received twice the jtime postmaster at Philadelphia; and this, while the pos- 
amount he now receives, rely on it, his case would not {session of the office gave him an advantage over other print- 
have been brought into this Senate in any discussion on a jers.of newspapers in that city. The office of postmaster 
bill for establishing new post roads in the United States. j will give any professional man privileges and facilities for 
In the six Eastern States, at least four out of five of the [acquaintance and business beyond those of his neighbors. 
contractors under the Post Office Department ave not the | The number of post offices in the United States is compara- 
friends of the present administration: some of these ‘re-| tively few in which the labor of the postmaster is not greater 
ceive annually from the department from five to ten and/than the compensation, without some other advantage. The 
fifteen thousand dollars each. The contracts of these | printer of a village newspaper is often in the best situation 
gentlemen will expire with the present year: having|to be the postmaster; and with a compensation of one, 
faithfully performed their obligations, not one of them |two, or three hundred dollars a year for laboys in the of- 
will fare at all the worse in making new contracts, because |fice day and night, we must suppose the man to. be very 
he happens to belong to the party which does not support | prone to wickedness to be corrupted or improperly influ- 
the administration. enced by the possession of such an office. © 50o, 
The Senator says, in the Southern contracts lately| It has been a standing subject of complaint that printers 
taken out, there were many instances in which the lowest jand editors have been appointed to office under the pre- 
bids were not accepted. The practice of the department {sent administration. The opposition have really given to’ 
has invariably been to protect those who already had pro-|that class of men a consideration to which they were’ not 
perty on the mail route; if other persons stepped in, for|entitled. They are no worse, and probably no better, 
the purpose of reducing the bid much below the actual|than any other class of men:.some there are, certainly, 
cost, they were required to purchase the property at aj who take upon themselves the duties of temporary editors 
fair price, or lose their bid. ‘The public advertisements |of newspapers, who work for pay, and who are’ ready to 
have generally stated this as a condition. Such was the |take up on any side for a guid pro quo. These are gene- 
invariable practice, for years anterior to the, present ad- |rally from another profession, which ought to be the last 
ministration; and it is to be presumed that cases of this |to complain that too many offices are filled by printers and 
kind were those of which the Senator complains. Prece- jeditors. The talents of a good lawyer are conceded to be 
dent and law authorize the Postmaster General to exer-|necessary to fill a judicial office acceptably: a’ moderate 
cise a sound discretion in making the post office contracts. | proportion of lawyers will do very well in our legislative 
‘That the contracts made by the present incumbent have |bodies, although it must be confessed that a preponderat- 
been judiciously made, is Proved. by.the eminent success jing majority often tax the patience and the purse of the 
which has attended all the operations of the’ department. |people, by discussions which seem to them interminable. 
If, as the Senator says, there has been ‘looseness in the |But it is not easy for common people to discern why an 
management of the whole machinery of the department,” [educated lawyer should make a better postmaster, a þet- 
Major Burry has been more fortunate than has been any|ter weigher and gauger, or a better officer or contractor 
other man of my acquaintance: for what machine, as ex-|/of any sort, than any other well educated and intelligent 
tended and as complex as this, ever continued to operate |man. The proportion of applicants for office, both for 
with unabated and even with renewed vigor, where there | Executive and popular appointment, are as fourlawyers to 
was looseness or laxity of management? one. of any other profession. . This.is all natural and pro- 
It is scarcely one year since this department was pro-|per—they are probably better qualified and better adapt- 
nounced to be bankrupt-~it was not only charged with {ed to fill. public offices; but if any. profession is to be 
improvidence, and profligacy, and waste, but its enemies |singled out. as an object for public-comment, let those 
averred that it could not longer proceed without throwing {have the credit or blame where credit or blame js bestde- 
itself on the public treasury. Will gentlemen admit that |served. yaks . ` EA MNSE A nt 
this charge was hot true? And must they not admit it, if]. The Senator from-Connecticut is either wrong, or] am, 


913 


they now vote for a proposition which will the very next 
Year impose on it an extra expense of at least’ two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, and a virtual additional burden 
of a halfa million? Half a million of dollars taken from 
the means of the department may, in one year, accomplish 
the predictions of its enemiés; it may so embarrass its 
operations as to stop one-half of the mails in the. country. 
But it cannot be the design of the mover. of the amend- 
ment to produce such a disastrous result. i 


Vou. VI. —58 


when he says the war rates of letter postage have been con- 
tinued. The war rates were fifty per cent. advance of 
the present rates. Theletter postage ought to be reduc- 
ed before the newspaper postage shall be touched. The 
moment the receipts of the department will authorize it, 
I would reduce the letter postage at least twenty-five per 
cent. The experiment, I think, would not, in the end, 
Much reduce the revenue, because the increase of busi- 
neds, after the first year, consequent on the lower rate, 
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: would; very likely, be equal to the amount of reduction. Jedge the Senator hasdiscover 


ed all his usual ingenuity in 


For the first-year, the falling off would be nearly equal to| demonstrating them; butif I had not at the moment writ- 


the rate of the reduction;:and, therefore, the department 
_ cannot. now: bear. it in.addition to. the increased expense of 
the new-routes. proposed:in the bill- gh gh 0 
‘The newspapér postage is said to-be a severe and unjust’ 
tax.on=literaturé... Pamphlet postage is higher pro rata 
than newspaper postage. Why not repeal that-also? Nay, 
sir, to carry: the principle out, why not enact that printed 
books of every. description shall pass free in the mail? 
Such a rule would not give the bookdealers in the large 
cities a greater advantage over the small dealers in the 
country, than will the abolition of postage on newspapers 
give to the mammoth newspaper's of the large towns ove 
the village newspapers. ~. a ; 
Åt a proper tme, both newspaper and letter postage 
may be reduced: never ought either to be abolished en- 
tirely.. Relying entirely on the receipts of the department 
to:support itself, no reduction ought to be made the pre- 
sent ycar.. But ifthe prosperous business of the country 
shall continue, and the receipts of the department shall 


ten-it down, the whole force of his reasoning would have 
escaped in the mist which he afterwards raised. 

That part of his speech which was a-written calculation 
of what, by. possibility, might be at the disposal of the 
department on the-.1st of-July. next, if it were ‘true, 
might furnish a good reason to reduce the postage on either 


‘letters, newspapers, or pamphlets, or all of them. I think 


he made his calculation to exceed half a million of dollars. 
This calculation was predicated on the fact that, in the 
first six months of the year 1831, the revenue exceeded 
the expense of the department in the sum of $75,475.91. 
But it should be recollected that in the’six previous months 
the revenue had fallen short $13,223 73; and that for the 
three previous years. it was minus from $25,000 up to 
$82,000 in ayear. — - f ae 

I have before said-that the principle of the department. 
always has been-—not to obtain a surplus revenue—but to 
increase the facilities of the public mail--to increase the 
trips and the speed on the more important routes——to ex-, 


continue to exceed its expenses, let. the postage on letters j tend new routes, which the head of the department was 


be.reduced-twenty-five per centum. ‘This may be done, 
_and the mount of letters will increase without embarrass- 
ing the burdens of mail transportation. Afterwards, if 
the redundant receipts shall continue, let newspaper post- 
age be reduced to one-half cent each within one hundred 
miles, or within the Jimits ofa State, and to one cent each 
beyond. that. distance; and let, likewise, the postage on 
pamphlets.and printed sheets be reduced in the same ratio 
with newspapers.. : 
For the Senator from Maine, (Mr. Hormrs,] Mr. Presi- 
dent, I entertain all that respect and. sympathy which are 
due to men in his condition. Every thing is wrong with 
him under this administration. Jostled out of his position, 
as he was some seven years ago, by that blazing meteor 
which has sometimes appeared in our political hemisphere, 
to warn us of our dangers, and with unerring aim to point 
out the true from the counterfeit— ; 
-[Mr. Hirt was. here interrupted by the chairman, [Mr. 
Foot, ] who said he could not be permitted to proceed, 
his remarks being personal. After.a short pause, Mr. H. 
did proceed.as follows:] os 
` The suppositions of the Senator from Maine about the 
abuse of the franking privilege, and the nine thousand 


authorized by law to do between the seats of justice of the 
several counties in the new States--to procure the mail 
carried in. steamboats between considerable places, . I well 
know that these improvements and facilities have been ex- 
tended, up to the present moment, so far as the depart- 
ment deemed it prudent-to go, There has been no time 
in.which the department has ‘not been pressed to go be- 
yond its ability. The late Postmaster General acknow- 
ledged, before he left his office, that he had. made exten- 
sions whose expenses would overreach the receipts. In 
1827, °28, and for the three subsequent years, the expen- 
ditures were beyond the receipts: this may beaccounted 
for from the fact that, in the year 1827, the last bill for es- 
tablishing new post roads was passed. ‘The bill of 1827 
did not cover half the extent of the bill now proposed; 
yet that bill the first year having been in operation only 
six months of the term, reduced the revenue within the 
expenditures $25,000-—the next year to $74,000—-the year 
after to $82,000, its maximum; in consequence of the in- 
creased facilities given in the contracts of 1828, and was 
not. restored until the year ending July 1, 1831, to an 
amount. exceeding the expenditures. For four years sub- 
sequent to,.and including 1820, there had been a deficien- 


postmasters--about this franking privilege prostrating the! cy each year of from $26,000 to $125,000—from 1824 to 
liberties of the people in the dust--about the. enormous | 1828 there wasa surplus, the lowest year $9,000, and the 
patronage of the custom-house in New York, extended to highest year $80,000. In 1827, this surpluswas $55,000. 
a newspaper of that city—about Shadrach Penn, the New So it will be seen there was as much if not more reason 
Hampshire Patriot, and the Boston Morning Post—-about jin 1828, when the then new post road law went into ef- 
the battering down of. every thing valuable by this Post| fect, to anticipate a surplus fund, as there now is, 

Office Department—about the dangers of the Senate, he-| Indeed, this surplus fund, which has always consisted of 
cause some newspaper has had the daring presumption to | uncollected balances due to the department from postmas- 
propose thatthe Senators’ terms of service shall be short-iters who have failed to pay over, was formerly much 


ened, and’because others have suggested that Senators 
who do not represent the-opinions and wishes of their con- 
stituents ought to resign—-about the assaults of the press 
on the judiciary, calling the judges dotards, and charging 
them with combining. with a cabal of the Senate-~about’ 
Mr. Webb, of New York—about the favorite, the beloved 
ministér of the President, rejected by this body, and the 
denunciations. of the Globe for that rejection—about the 
presumption of the Senate in refusing to listen to the tes- 
timony of a-dismissed officer in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment--in short, about almost every thing that relates to 
the people, ‘the administration, or, the opposition——these 
suppositions having Httle or nothing to do with the ques- 
tion, I shall Jeave.to be adjusted by the Senator. himself 
when he shall have more leisure to attend to them calmly 
and dispassiqnately, as I cannot doubt he will do, after he 
shall have settled down in. the enjoyment of domestic 
alete o i ` : 
? ‘As to the meérits.of the amendment itself, will acknow- | 


larger than it now is. ” Postmasters were not formerly re- 
quired to pay over as promptly as they now are, and a 
much larger-proportionate amount was lost to the public. 
It is now deemed a good, yea, an imperious cause for re- 
moval, if a postmaster fails to pay over his dues quarterly. 
The deficiencies which have occurred in seven years since 
1820, have been. made up from this surplus fund. At no 
time .during that period has the Post Office Department 
been in possession of funds beyond. what was necessary for 
carrying on its extended business: it does not possess them 
at this time; and will you now force it, in addition toa 
burden of new post roads, to double the amount of what 
was ever at any one time imposed, to encounter the trans- 
port of paper equal to one-half of the whole. manufacture 
of the United States, to be delivered out in single printed 
sheets in the most distant parts of the country? Without 
a heavy appropriation directly from the treasury, the de- 
partment must break down—it cannot sustain itself six 
months under the proposed arrangement. 
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small ones, for the sake of flooding the country. with news- 
papers ‘printed in this District, to afféct the Présidential 
election; E trust’ that honorable ‘Senators. will weigh well 
the consequences of such a step before. they: proceed. 
It will be fatal to the wholesdme increase and growth of 
the department. © It will be an ùnjust tax upon the whole 
community for thé“benefit of the” political trader and 
speculator; for by what right can‘you tax the people for 
the -carriage’of newspapers, any ‘more than:you ‘can’ tax 
them for the carriage of any other commodity used and 
‘consumed by any particular-class? ~ Once permit the Post 
Office Department: to place its reliance on the common 
treasury, and well may wé become alarmed atthe dangers 
of post office influence. There’ will no longer be ‘an 
inducement to-husband the resources of that establish- 
rent; there will be no necessity for restricting the ex- 
penses to the amount of the’actual incomes: the scramble 
will be, not who can best serve the public, but who can 
get the most.money? The means of corruption will be 
unbounded: the department itself will falter, like the 
bloated epicure, from the free use of the food that is 
placed before it. The temptation will be too great to be 
resisted. ‘If the principle of supporting this department 
from the public treasury be adopted, there ‘will be- no 
bound to the expense; and its inefficiency will increase as 
the expense shall be increased. Pate 

I have, sir, detained the Senate longer than I could 
have wished. I would not have spoken at all, had I not 
felt it to be a duty, as one of a committee which has be- 
stowed much labor on this bill, to resist. an amendment 
which will compel me to vote against the whole, if this ` 
shall be adopted asa part of the bill. I am myself con- 
vinced~— ‘ i E A E Met 

‘That the present newspaper postage is not a full re- 
piureragion or the expenses of carrying and delivering 
them. 4 i W a 
That, to abolish this postage entirely, will impose a 
burden on: the Post Office Department, which cannot be 
borné without an equivalent from the treasury. i 

That payment from the treasury will be an unjust and 
unequal tax upon all persons who do not receive their news- 
papers through the mail. : g ; 

That the effect of abolishing newspaper postage will 
be the destruction and injury of the small newspaper es- 
tablishments throughout the interior of the country.: 

That it will enable wealthy. and designing men, and as- 
sociations of men, to monopolize the newspaper press of 
the United States. ; soba | 3 hee 

That’ the expense of transporting the mails will be 
greatly increased; and if letter mails shall not be entirely 
separated:from newspaper mails, confusion and delay will 
take place in the transmission of letters. E. 

That postmasters: will demand and be entitled to an 
equivalent amounting to at least one-half the present post- 
age, for yeh no provision is made by law. 

That the proposition is an interference with the private 
business and industry of individuals, calculated to promote 
the benefit of the few at the expense of the many. - 

That it will make the routes in the newly séttled parts 
of the country, and, indeed, in the long settled parts where 
the population is scattered, so unproductive as to compel 
the. Postmaster. General to discontinue many of them. - 

In short, that the tendency of this amendment will be 
the destruction of the post office establishment, and the 
imminent. injury of the whole trading and commercial 
community--a measure of more immediate mischief than 
any which has passed Congress since the adoption of the 
constitution. ae i : : 

Mr. CLAYTON, in: consequence. of an inquiry pro- 
pounded by the chairman’ of the Committee on the Post 
Office, why the Committee of Investigation appointed“by 
the Senate last. year to inquire into the administration of 
the department, did not proceed in the execution. of 


. The mistake.of gentlemen on this subject is, that they 
consider the postage of newspapers in the light of a tax. 
Tf itbe a tax, it isa tax on the public for the benefit ofthe 
person who receives it. It can be ‘demonstrated that the’ 
cost for carrythg and delivering newspapers is ‘greater to, 
the department than the’pay itréceives. It will be in time. 
to.answer the argument of taxation, oppression, injustice, 
when this newspaper postage is proved to bè taxation and 
injustice, as the people so considerthem. The Senator 
has mentioned the great privileges which the newspapers 
have in New York, and’in the other cities and considerable 
towns, beyond the newspapers of the villages. I question 
very much whether a cost, equal to the amount of postage 
by mail, is not paid in the city of New York for the car- 
riage and delivery of newspapers printed within that city, 
to the people of the same city: Thirty thousand dollars, 
the sum estimated by the Senator, does not pay the nume- 
rous paper carriers of- that city, a number of whom must 
be employed by each daily newspaper press. The Post 
Office Department, on the principle of this amendment, 
should pay these newspaper carriers. 

‘rhe Senator says, that to promote a salutary and 
healthy public sentiment, the newspapers of one State 
should be introduced into another State on equal terms 
with its own papers——that there cannot be equality if the 
postage on newspapers shall not be abolished. There 
surely cannotbe equality insuch an arrangement; inthe one 
ease, the printer may have his materials at hand, and will 
pay no transport to the point of destination; in the other, 
should not the printer have his ink and his paper carried 
over the same ground, at the expense of the Post Office 
Department? If the postmaster at some country village 
is obliged to preserve and deliver out to subscribers the 
mewspapers printed in other States without fees ought he 
aot to be required to superintend, without fee, the news- 
papers printed in his own village? 

But, says the Senator, the franking privilege is exclu- 
sively in the hands of the party in power, and an important 
election is at hand. [am sorry to see party feelings ap- 
pealedto on such a question as this. I cannot believe that 
any party will derive a permanent benefit from the adop- 
tion of this amendment.* The Senator admits that while 
Congress is in session, the parties at this point are equal 
as to the advantages of the franking privilege. During 
the present session, I am free to acknowledge that the 
party to which the gentleman belongs have been much 
more industrious than the other side. Our folding rooms 
have presented abundant proof of this fact: members of 
Congress do far more at this business of franking than 
any of the officers of the departments. 1- have myself 
franked more papers and doctiments in one week since 
the commencement of the present session, than I did 
during the fifteen months in which I did the duties of Se- 
cond Comptroller in the Treasury Department. There 
can be no object in franking the papers from the District 
by the public officers: to obtain the frank, these papers 
must go at least one day later than they would go from 
their offices of publication. Few, indeed, are the news- 
papers franked either by the officers uf the Government 
in the departments, or by postmasters: they cannot afford 
to pay for more papers than they read; and seldom isa 
newspaper seen inthe mail bearing their frank. Itismuch 
more natural for members: of Congress to supply their 
friends during the session~-they know. thei constituents 
will be gratified as well for the attention that is paid them, 
as for the information they will obtain relative to whatcon- 
cerns their interests, -In this respect, I'am glad that the 
Senator acknowledges thé parties, the administration, and 
the minority, to stand on equal ground: ‘ 

lf it shall be the intention to throw this department on 
the public treasury to the amount of half a million or a 
million of dollars per annum, for the sake of protecting 
the large newspaper establishments, and injuring the 


919 GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 920 


Sexate.]° 0 Post -Office—Pensions. [Max 10, 11, 1832. 


— OEY — a 


these duties, went. into a view of the causes which had| question was divided, so that the first question. was on 
checked the progress of that inquiry at-the very moment! recommitting-the bill: a Oe j 
when impeachable- matter, had been ‘elicited, and-whén| Mr. FOOT said it had -been his fixed determination 
the apprehensions -of the; friends of the department-tad|not to consume any^of the time of the Senate in discuss- 
been-roused.. He showed that the labors of the committee | ing this bill; he believed the subject was well understood, 
had‘ been arrésted ‘by the adoption of a resolution by the) and its-merits so fully and so generally appreciated, that 
Senate, -prohibiting the committee from inquiring into| argument was unecessary;-and he had stated to the Se- 
any. impeachable. matter, the necessary consequence of|nate, when it was first taken up, that he should occupy 
which was to put an end to all further inquiry. He gave|none of their time, except so far as became necessary in 
a succinct and forcible summary of the course of the com-| explaining and answering’ questions which might be ex- 
mittee, while engaged in their.Jabors; narrated the man-| pected of him, as chairman of the committee which had 
- ner in which attempts had been made to destroy the repu-| reported the bill. cane : ` ` 
tation of Mr. Bradley; and sustained the character of that| But, sir; as the: Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
gentleman in a very effective manner. He pledged him-| Hayyx] has declared that the merits .of the bill are to be 
self, if the Senate would rescind the resolution prohibit-| discussed on this motion to recommit, and has made which 
ing the committee from inquiry into .impéachable matter, |anattack on the report offthe committee, and'nine special 
and give him a committee which would go through the | allusions to me personally, T cannot consent that this ques- 
investigation, to- produce in ten days a report of facts; tion of reference be decided, without some notice of his 
which would place the matter ina correct view before the remarks; and although not prepared at this time for a 
world.» oe ° ay ‘}full discussion, not having the minutes of the Senator’s 
Before‘he had éoncluded, he gave way to a motion to/speech (which I had. taken at the time of its delivery) 
adjourn; and : ! before me, T must beg a moment’s indulgence in my own 


_ The Senate’ adjourned. f ‘defence, as well as in'defence of the report. The Senator 
oe i : i surely could not have read the report, or did not at all 
Tuunspay, May 10.. ¡understand its import, when he alluded to the calculation 

` ‘mad t ittee. Si f i ic 
POST OFFICE. made by the committee. Sir, the calculation to which he 


: : ialluded, did not refer to the number to be embraced in 

. The: Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill | this bill, but was a mere calculation on facts, for the pur- 
to establish: certain post offices and post roads, and to-dis-! pose of showing, from the number of those now on the 
continue others. © < : i list, that the estimate made by the committee on caleula- 

The question being. on the motion of Mr. Braz to/tions founded on the tables of annuities of Milnor and 
amend the bill by adding a section abolishing the postage} Rankin, as calculated by Professor Wigglesworth, might 
on newspapers after the 1st day of July. be depended on as a safe guide in the estimates. 

Mr. CLAYTON concluded the remarks which he com-: The report states that it was believed that a great 
menced yesterday, further commenting on the manner in} portion of the whole army did apply to be placed on the 
which the investigation instituted last year into the manage-! pension list under the act of 1818; and the report says: 
ment of the Post Office Department was arrested. _ In order to furnish satisfactory evidence of this fact, the 

. Mr. GRUNDY made an explanation. on some of the} committee submit the following brief statement and esti- 
points, especially in reference to the extra allowances| mate,” &c.; and then follow the tables taken from official 
given bythe Postmaster General in the case of Harrall, | documents, showing the number of troops furnished by 
and the Baltimore and Washington contract: !' each- State, with the total amount, and also the number 

Mr. HOLMES succeeded, making some additional ex-| furnished ii each year, from which that estimate is formed, 
planations on the manner in which the inquiries of the sub-|and that position, in the opinion of the committee, clearly 
committee last year were met at the department. i proved. The Senator here has made a very great mis- 

The question was then taken on the amendment offered | take in adding the number of invalid pensioners; by which 
by Mr. Brss, and determined in the negative, as follows:| he thinks he has discovered a gross error in the calcula- 

YEAS.~--Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, |tions of the committee, showing that the number of 
Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, | pensioners is much greater than it could possibly be, ac- 
Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, | cording to the rule adopted by the committee. Sir, does 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson.--22. | not the Senator see that the number of invalid pensioners 

NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buckner, Dallas, | has no connexion with that calculation? Does-he not 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, | know that this invalid pension list embraces those who 
Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, «Marcy, Robinson, been disabled in every war, from the commence- 


. Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.--23. | ment of our Government? What portion of that list is 
“Fhe bilt was then further amended in its details, and | made up of revolutionary soldiers?” Not one ninth part! 
was ‘reported to the Senate, The amendments made]If the Senator will turn big attention to the ninth page of 
in Committee of the Whole were concurred in; and’ the report, he will there find the data on which the com- 
The Senate adjourned. , 5 mittee have made their estimate for this bill, taken from 

p the journals of the old Congress, including the two thou- 

sand as furnished by the department; and let him calculate, 
and show us any error in that estimate. Since the Senator 
made his strictures on our report, Ihave looked at the 
report and estimate made by the committee of the House, 
in which, although the calculation is made in a different 
jway, I find but a very trifling difference between the 
estimates of the two committees; I have also run over the 
calculation again, and do not find any error. ‘The Senator 
is also much mistaken in another point. He stated that 
‘none but regular soldiers ever received invalid. pen- 
sions.” Sir, every soldier, whether of the regular army, 
volunteers, or militia, who was wounded in battle, is en- 
titled to an invalid pension under existing laws! The 
pension principle has. not, as he has stated, been ‘fat all 
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Being taken. up, Mr. BIBB renewed the motion which 
he had unsuccessfully made in Committee of the Whole 
to. abolish the postage on newspapers from July next. 
The amendment was again negatived—yeas 22, nays 23, 
and the bill was ordered to a third reading. ` 

í PENSIONS. i 


_ The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
supplementary to an act for the relief of the surviving 
officers.and soldiers.of the revolutionary war. ` ; 

The..question being on the motion submitted by Mr. 
Ropinsoy, torecommit the. bill, with instructions; which 
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times confined:to. the regular army,” but has been al- 
ready extended to every class of soldiers embraced in this 
bill. Here is no **new principle of pensions,” or exten- 
sion of those ‘principles,’ which has excited so much 
alarm. . S ; i i 
~ So much, sir, in justification and defence of the report, 
Some personal allusions demand my notice. . Thé Sena- 
tor from Maryland, [Mr. Sarra,] in a speech delivered 
some time since, perhaps on the appropriation: bill, and 
published in the Globe—“ official”—has denominated me 
‘tour greatest économist.” Far be it from me. to com- 
plain of this charge, as it is not considered a term of re- 
proach. It isa distinguishing characteristic of the people 
of my native State, whose institutions I venerate, whose 
habits I admire, and whose social relations I love. Ha- 
bits of industry and economy were inculcated upon me 
in early life~-inhaled with my breath, and, from necessity, 
practised through my whole life. Both the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Hayne] and the Senator from Mary- 
land have given me much credit for the successful áp- 
plication ‘of some of the rules of economy in my public 
life; in saving much of the public money on several oc- 
casions. They have professed great confidence in my 
knowledge of the true principles of economy. But, sir, 
they have both charged upon me the abandonment of all 
those principles in relation to this bill, and resort to the 
«wildest extravagance,” and have éxpressed their as- 
tonishment to find me an advocate fora measure, which, 
for its ‘extravagant waste of public money, must stand 
foremost in the front rank!” - Here they do me injustice. 
Sir, if the Senators had united with me, at the last session, 
in applying the true principles of economy, I assure them, 
it is my firm belief that a greater sum would have been 
saved to the.country, than was saved by the ‘radical com- 
mittee of 1825,” for which they have given me so much 
credit; or the act of 1820, which reduced the appropria- 
tion for pensions under the act of 1818 about a million 


anda half of dollars, reported also by a committee of 


which my colleague and myself were members, and for 
which the Senator from Maryland was disposed to take 
the credit for his Committee of Ways and Means. There 
is a wide difference between economy and parsimony, 
which are often used as convertible terms; they are often 
confounded, but it is of great importance they should be 
well understood. Economy saves needless expense; 
parsimony withholds what is necessary. The wise man 
describes them in most admirable terms: ‘There is that 
giveth and yet receiveth--and there is that withholdeth 
more than is needful, and it tendeth to poverty.” 

Let me call the attention of the Senators from Maryland 
and South Carolina to the bill now before the Senate. 
‘this bill passed the House at the last session, by a majori- 
ty of 132 to 52, came to the Senate, was examined by the 
Committee on Pensions, reported without amendment, 
and an attempt made to call up the bill failed, the vote 
being 20 to 20. Let me now say to those Senators, that 
true economy demanded the passage of this bill at that 
time; and, in my opinion, a great saving, both of time and 
money, would have been effected by it. 

Mr. President, this Government’is not a Government of 
force, but rests entirely on public opinion. The moral 
force is combined with, and directs the physical power of 
the whole nation; and while these remain combined, and 
in harmonious action, it forms the strongest Government 
onearth. But, sir, if the moral influence is debased, the 
physical power becomes mere brutal force; the founda- 
tion of the Government. is destroyed, and the superstruc- 
ture of republican.Government falls at once to the ground. 
Public agents must retain public confidence, or they can 
never administer this Government. - 

The omnipotence of public opinion is often felt, and we 
know how vain are all attempts to resist it! -It may be 
misled; and it is as absolutely irresistible in error, until it 
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can be corrected by cool reflection and discovery of;truth. | 
When that discovery is made, it comes to: a just decision.. 
As Mr: Jefferson ‘says, ‘the people will always. decide 
correctly, on a correct knowledge of facts.” Public opi- 
nion, has decided deliberately and: definitively, and has 
demanded that provision. be made for the remnant of the 
revolutionary army, and: wé.cannot resist it.: Can any man 


doubt.the fact?. Let-him look at the journals of the House 
of Representatives for the last two- years. See. the large 
majorities with. which bills have been passed for.their re- 
lief. © Look atthe proceedings and instructions..of State 
Legislatures, Look at the proceedings of all our. public 
Do you find: a dissenting voice? . Not one. 
There is no mistake in this—it- speaks a language not. to 
be misunderstood. Public opinion governs all our legis- 
lation, and it is worse than useless to attempt to deny it; 
you cannot pass and enforce a single law which ha’ not its 
approbation. ‘Nor can you resist or prevent the passage 
of alaw which the public voice demands. 

The bill now under: consideration, which passed the 
House at its last session by a majority of eighty- votes, fully 
satisfied public expectation. It involved an expenditure 
of less than 450,000 dollars per annum, for a very short 
period. . Unfortunately, it did not pass the Senate. -. But, 
sir, the fault was not mine. If this bill had then passed, 
much time in legislation would have been saved, and pro- 
bably a million of dollars annually. < Look at the bill now 
before us, from the House, which has been reported and 
passed during the pendency of this bill before the Senate. 
See the consequences of this delay. A bill, as the Sena- 
tor has truly said, involving at least treble. the amount of 
the bill reported by our committee at the commencement 
of the session. Let Senatgrs vote to-recommit this bill. 
One of these bills must and will be passed., Let those 
who have opposed this bill take the bill from the House, 
with treble the amount of expenditure, and-then boast of 
their economy. I will vote for either. I have-no fears 
that we ‘shall overpay the soldiers. of the revolutionary 
army. Itisimmaterial to me which bill shall receive the 
approbation of Congress, One will certainly pass; and, if 
it is not soon decided, let me assure gentlemen there will 
be no necessity to ‘advertise for public indignation.” 
But, sir, I must express my regret that the House should 
have sent us another bill, on- principles so entirely differ- 
ent from. the former bill, and which. passed by an equal 
majority, while their first bill was pending before us. It 
has distracted the public mind, which was fully settled. 
It has interrupted and delayed the action. of. the Senate; 
but it cannot be charged to us. Let the responsibility 
rest where it belongs. Pass which bill you will, the pub- 
lic mind will not now be fully satisfied with our legislation 
on this interesting subject. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Harner] is much 
mistaken when he says, ‘‘ this bill is an old acquyintance; 
that it has been before the Senate for several years; has 
been fully discussed; that, two years since, it was known 
by the name of the mammoth pension bill,” against which 
he made the speech from which he has now read some 
statements and estimates. I will not believe the Senator 
capable of making a statement whichhe did not think cor- 
rect. But, sir, the bill to which he refers was probably 
the bill containing two or. three hundred names, which 
passed at the last session. Let me tell the Senator that 
this bill was never discussed in the Senate. It came from 
the House near the close of the last session, for the first 
time; and, on my motion to take up the bill. for consider- 
ation, the vote stood 20 to 20—there was-no discussion 
upon it... The Senator may refer to.some other bill from 
the Committee on Pensions; for I am free to acknowledge, 
that, since the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Sarra] placed 
me at the head of that committee, I have labored faith- 
fully, and endeavored to do equal justice toall the officers 
and soldiers of the revolutionary army. 
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Sir; some remarks. have’ fallen from the Senator in. re-| 
six months’ service in the war of the revoltition;- which a 

sense'of duty compels më to-notice. ~The Senator is-not 

make in ‘relation to the militia of his own. State; but, sir, 

the conduct of the «militia of my State, during that event- 

dation.: Nor do J believe that any portion of the militia of 
any of the Eastern States deserve the censure cast upon 

Bunker Hill, Lexington, Bennington, and Saratoga, the 

any of your laws of 1818 or 1828-embraced those brave 

and devoted patriots and citizen soldiers? No!. These 

meiare excluded! Where can you find the militia, in 
a- place of safety?” : Sir, this insinuation distressed. me. 

Towards our militia it was unjust, unkind. During the 

seventh part of the whole regular army! But, sir, where 

State! And’ when our whole. coast, for sinety miles in 

extent, was in one’ almost continued blaze; when all our 
involved in one general conflagration, not a continental 

officer or soldier could be found in the State. They were 

and in. other States south of us. Who were massacred at 
Groton fort, where near two hundred wives: were made 

single day? Militia and volunteers! Sir, the militia of 
Connecticut. never “fled toathe camp for a place of 
sir, they flew. On the militia and volunteers devolved the 

‘defence of our whole line of seacoast: they were kept in 

my. “Some volunteer companies. were denominated 

< minute men,” from the-celerity of their movements. 

‘forced:a march of forty miles, to defend the public stores 

at Danbury, and drove in the rear guard of the enemy. 

of the enemy; nor did they retreat until the artillery open- 

ed.afire upon them from the main body. On another oc- 

first alarm, mustered, marched fourteen- miles, and drove 

in a marauding party of a hundred and fifty, with a loss 

officer, and six wounded; on our side, four killed, and two 

severely wounded. These wounds I have seen: these 

asa place of safety? Are such men unworthy of the 

‘consideration of Congress? Sir, they never received it, 

“nature, and rest with the great congregation of thé dead. 

But let not their memory be traduced—it is dear to us— 

“my neighbors—they were my friends. Sir, one fact in 

relation to this company is worthy of notice. It will beun- 

knowledge: two reside in Ohio, and one in St. Lawrence 

county, New York. 

vices during the revolutionary war goes in very large pro- 

portions to the Eastern States. Does he wish to know 

Senator know that more than one-half of the whole num- 

ber of ‘regular troops were raised in the New England 

documents, and he will find that New Hampshire, Massa- 
chusetts; Rhode Island, and Connecticut, furnished in the 


lation’ to the militia-who-are provided forin tbis bill, for 
atal responsible to` me for any remarks he may choose to 
ful period, is deserving of the highest praise and commen- 
‘them by such insinuations. Who fought-the ‘battles of 
Plains of Abraham, and under the walls of Quebec? Have 
the Eastern or Middle States,’ “fleeing to the camp as 
year.1780, Connecticut had -in thé field more than one- 
.was this force employed? Nota single ‘* camp’’in that 
principal towns, from Rhode Island to New York, were 
fighting the battles of our common country in New York 
widows, and six hundred children made orphans, in a 
safety.” They flew to meet the foe at every point. Yes, 
perpetual alarms, from the incursions: of the Vandal ene- 
One- company of-a hundred men, from my native town, 
They exchanged three shots, killed and wounded fourteen 
casion, the same company, in less than six hours from the 
to the British, as was said, of four killed, including an 
men were crippled for life.” Did they ‘* flee to the camp 
they never asked it. They-have mostly paid the debt of 
to me it is dear. I knew many of these men: they ‘were 
derstood, three only of that company now survive, to my 
The Senator complains that the maney paid for ser- 
the cause? Where weré the troops raised? Does not the 
States? Let him look at the report, taken from official 
regular army 118,250. men, and the other mne States but 


112,566. “Andis not the money to be paid to those who 

rendered the service? “Does the Senator ask why the 
New England States should have furnished a greater por- 

tion than his own State? He has himself given one very 

satisfactory reason—that near one-half of the population 

of South Carolina were tories! . Sir, we had very few 

tories in New England. And since. we never have, “by 
former acts, nor do we now propose to pension the tories, 

he must not expect so great a portion of the pensionsto go 

tothe South: But, sir, the Senator will find; on examin- 

ing the documents on our table, that South Carolina, even 
now, has on the pension list a greater number of pen- 
sioners, in proportion to her number of regular troops, 

than Connecticat. ee d : 

The-Senator has produced. a statement: here, to show 
that, in some of the New England States, more money is 
received in pensions than the amount of their civil lists: 
What then! Suppose ittobeso. Ifthe money be due” 
to citizens residing there, should it be withheld because 
they reside in New England? In the settlement of just 
claims, or appropriations of money, have we ever object- 
ed that the money was going to the South? No, sir; Ire- 
joice that no such sectional feelings exist in my part of 
the country; and no such complaints have ever been heard, 
on this floor, from New England Senators. 

The Senator. has said that the citizens of South Caro- 
lina served ‘tand suffered more than any other portion 
of the Union.” Why, then, does he oppose the passage 
of this bill, which embraces volunteers and militia—the 
very class who performed such services, and endured such 
sufferings, in his own State? Is it because he is against 
the principle? This bill embraces no new principle. It 
is a supplement to the act of 15th May, 1828, which he so 
ably advocated, and which may be emphatically called his 
own favorite bill. He has already established the princi- 
ple, and we now propose to extend his own principles, 
for the benefit of his own State, and others, whodid not fur- 
nish troops for the regular army, but did furnish their-full 
quota of militia and volunteers, whose just claims are, for 
the first time, embraced in this bill. We propose to do 
equal justice to all; but, strange and unaccountable as it 
is, he opposes it with all his powerful eloquence'and ar- 
gument, even when his own State, from his own state- 
ment, is most deeply interested in the bill. Sir, the Se- 
nator has denounced a system of pensions for military 
services, in very strong terms, as the commencement of a 
system which will embrace all classes of the community, 
for every species of public service, and will eventually 
break down this Government. But, sir, let me ask the 
Senator, who has ever advocated any such system on this 
floor, or elsewhere? Not one. A system of pensions has 
always been denounced. During this present session the 
Senate has denounced it. It has not an advocate in this 
Union; and why should the Senator be alarmed? 

Both the Senators from Maryland-and South Carolina 
have charged on me a departure from the ground taken 
by the Senators from Connecticut:in former times. They 
are said to have protested and voted against the princi- 
ple of, pensioning for military services. If the Senators 
will look at reports made by me during the present and 
former sessions, which have been printed, and sustained 
by the unanimous vote of the Senate, they will find a 
strong protest against pensioning for military services, 
in more than one report. These reports go further, 
and state what, in my opinion, is strictly true: that Con- 
gress have never. recognised the principle of pensioning 
for military services, and I trust they never will. They 
have, indeed, granted invalid pensions to such as were 
disabled by known wounds received in the ‘¢service;” 


or inducement to enter the service. The act of 1818 
cannot be considered as recognising the principle of pen- 
sions. Its provisions did not embrace all who served in 


R this is to be considered rather as part of the contract, 
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the revolqtionary war, even on the- continental establish- 
ment; but only those.“*.who were ‘in such reduced cir- 
cumstances as to necd the aid of their country for sup- 
port.” It was rather a. gratuity, or ‘charity, induced by 
the conviction that those men had never -been fully paid 
according: to contract, and were then. pining in poverty. 
The act of 15th May, 1828, to which this bill is a supple- 
ment, does not recognise the pension principle. at all, It 
rests on the ground that the contracts of the Government 
with these men were never performed in good faith; that 
they never received a; full compensation: and this. bill 
proposes to add.the remnant of the revolutionary army, 
including militia, State troops, and volunteers, upon the 
same principle-that they were never paid according to 
contract. It does not propose to make full payment, but 
to do something like equal justice to all who have equal 
claims for their services, sacrifices, and sufferings, in the 
glorious struggle for our independence. And will the 
Senator say that these men have no claims? 

The venerable Senator from Maryland has said that 
there was no fighting in New. England after the year 1779. 
Has the Senator forgotten that all the principal towns in 
Connecticut were plundered and burnt by the enemy af- 
ter that period? He has scouted the idea that any of the 
‘officers or soldiers ever complained of privations and 
sufferings.” If he had read the petitions referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, sure Lam he would never have 
hazarded such an assertion, And what will be the surprise 
of his brother officers and soldiers to hear him assert, on 
this floor, that no New England troops were in the bat- 
tles on Long Island and White Plains? Where were the 
nine thousand five hundred regular troops from New Eng- 
land at that time? They were not in their own States. 


Hundreds, if not thousands, of Connecticut troops (in- 


cluding militia) were on Long Island and York Island. 
The arguments used against this bill are--we are not 
bound to provide for these old soldiers—we have’ already 
been too fiberale-fraude will be practised--it will draw 
money from the treasury—we shall be heavily taxed. I 
will briefly notice these arguments, in their order. 1st, 
It is said “we are not bound to provide for these old sol- 
diers.” My answer is, it is now too Jate for the application 
of this objection. 1f this was an original question, the 
case would be entirely different; and, from the experi- 
ence of the operation of the act of 1818, I am inclined to 
doubt whether a similar bill would, at this time, pass 
cither House of Congress. But, sir, this is not now the 
question. The act of 1818 has been in operation fourteen 
years. More than twenty thousand have received its be- 
nefits. This bill has no connexion with, or reference to, 
it. The question now is, whether we ought not to extend 
the provisions of the act of 15th May, 1828, to the small 
remnant of that army; giving some portion of the liberality, 
bounty, or charity (if you please) to those who are equally 
entitled to it, for their services and sufferings, which has 
been so long enjoyed by others. Most certainly. Both 
equity and justice demand it: and what stronger obligation 
can be imposed on us? The act of 1818 was intended to 
embrace those, and those only, who were in such reduced 
circumstances as to need the aid of their country for sup- 
port. This act is still in full force, and embraces all who 
shall become so reduced. The inequality and .conse- 
quent injustice of that act has ever been a ground of seri- 
ous complaint. In its operation it has held out. induce- 
ments, and even a bounty, toindolence and improvidence: 
it has embraced a very large portion of those who served 
and suffered least in that army, while those who bore the 
heat and burden of the day, and who have, by prudence, 
industry, and economy, acquired even a small pittance of 
property, valued over three. hundred dollars, have been’ 
excluded from its benefits. It has given, from the public 
treasury, ninety-six dollars per annum to many of the im- 
provident, indolent, and the dissolute, for their support; 


while those who, by honest industry and:economy,.and by 
hard labor, have.obtained a small pittance of ‘property. 
which would. rent for eighteen dollars per annum, have 
beén considered too rich to need. any aid: from the Go-~ 


-vernment,.and have been excluded from its benefits. The’. , 


palpable injustice to meritorious officers and soldiers un- 
doubtedly induced Congréss to pass the. act of 15th May, 
1828. - This afforded only a partial relief; and it will’ be. 
recollected, its passage was.opposed by many, because its 
provisions. did.not.embrace. all who were equally meritos. 
rious~-the State, troops, volunteers, and. militia, which 
‘this bill proposes.to add to the list:and can it:be said these, 
men have no claims? It will not, it cannot,:be “denied. 
Sir, in my opinion, we are bound by the most solemn obli- 
gations to provide for this remnant of that army, whether. 
they had, originally, any claim or not. Congress, by its 
legislation, has laid the foundation for a claim, which can- 
not be resisted. T'he united voice of the people.demands 
it; equal and exact justice demands it. The House of 
Representatives, at. the last session, by an overwhelming: 
vote, admitted it—and will the Senate refuse? ees 
Of the second objection, viz. that ‘we have already 
been too liberal.” Mr. President, can this, be seriously 
urged to invalidate the claim of the old soldier? If we 
have been ‘too liberal” to one portion of that.army, shall. 
we be unjust to others? Such an argument will hardly. 
justify us to our own consciences, much less in the eyes of 
the world. But it is said frauds will be practised.” Sir, 
although great complaints have been made of. frauds un- 
der the act of 1818, can any frauds be found under. the 
act of May, 1828, to which this is a supplement? I have 
heard of none.. Some Senators have fallen into error in. 
opposing this bill, as a supplement.to the act of 1818; and, 
they will find their arguments wholly irrelevant. I hope. 
Senators will at least give the billa fair construction, and 
not charge upon it, as some-of our Southern brethren have _ 
upon the tariff, all, the evils which theyfear, in addition 
to all the **ills of human life.” But, sir, the great and 
powerful argument against the passage of the bill is, ‘it. 
will beggar the treasury, or, at least, prevent the reduc- 
tion of unnecessary and oppressive duties.” And willyou 
refuse to satisfy a just claim because it will cost money? 
Sir, the report of the committee, which has been read, and 
isin the hands of every Senator, shows the. estimated 
amount of annual charge on the treasury. Ifthe bill should, 
pass, not to exceed four hundred and fifty thousand dol,’ 
lars; and is this price too high for our independence? and 
that sum will be rapidly reduced; and within five years 
will be reduced to.a sum merely nominal. The accuracy 
of those estimates may: be tested by any one who wishes 
to investigate them, and examine them fairly. The com- . 
mittee believe they will be found to exceed the demand, 
But, sir, it-is objected by some, that militia, State 
troops, and volunteers, ought not to be embraced in. it. 
Will it be contended that their services were not as ardu- 
ous and as dangerous as those of the regular army? They 
fought by their side in every battle; they shared: with 
them in every danger ‘and every hardship. Yes, more; 
for if the regular army was poorly clad and thiserably fed, 
what was the condition of those who were suddenly called. 
from their homes, without perhaps a:change of clothing, 
and for whom no provision. had béen made on a sudden 
emergency? History informs us that their sufferings were 
even greater than those of the regular army. Whose line 
of march, or trail, might be traced by the blood upon the 
frozen ground, oozing from their bare and frozen and la- 
cerated feet? Who were driven to the dire necessity of 
satisfying the cravings of hunger with the ‘pates and offuls 
of cattle, and even.with the hoofs-of horses?””. State troops 
and militia, ordered into service tofill the ranks of the army, 
almost entirely disbanded in face of the enemy. Who were 
‘constantly harassed.with continual marchings and fight- 
ing? Your Aying camps, volunteers, and militia—~these men. 
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were not lying in camps, or snug in winter quarters; they 
were. incessantly atid constantly engaged in fatigue.and in 
battle... These are the men who breasted the first shock 
of the war; they -weré not mercenary soldiers; they fought 
invall your’ battles; they shared largely in every danger; 
and shall they not also share in your bounty? maf 
In reply to the question, whether this bill includes the’ 
` partisan corps not attached to the army, if there can be 
a doubt, let the bill be so amended as to embrace them, 
_ for the Senator will’see such was the intention. of the com- 
mittee, from the-closing remarks of their report, desig- 
nating the several corps embraced by the bill; which. Mr. 
F. read, as follows: - 


teen years ago, (in 1818;) when the Congress of the Unit- 
ed‘ States, by its legislation, departed from these strict 
rulés, and granted a pension to such soldiers of the regu- 
lar line as were in reduced circumstances. Here, then, 
was an explicit surrender of the miserable basis of pen- 
sion. Here was provision made for the needy, from other 
causes than military privations. The Government opened 
the hand of relief to all of a specific class who were re- 
duced to the necessity of seéking its aid. By some, this 
liberal and seasonable concern for the destitute was re- 
garded as an act of mere justice; by others, of equity; 
and by all, of gratitude. And, the great moving consider- 
ation was, the nature of the service. These were not 


“This: bill embraces no new principle, except one of |fighting for pay. Sir, they staked all that was valuable on 


_ equal justice. If the fact be;.as has been estimated, that 
two-thirds of the whole number of the pensioners were of 
those who enlisted after the year 1780, and saw very little 
service, and endured little suffering—-were comparatively 
well fed and comfortably clad, and have received more 
than $1,300" since the year 1818, is it unreasonable to al- 
low tp the small remnant of those who fought the battles, 
endured the'sufferings and privations of that army, during 
the ‘most. eventful period of the war, the little pittance 
proposed by this bill? Is it objected that this bill includes 
State troops, volunteers, and militia? They were called 
into service to fill the ranks of the regular army, by order 
of Congress: . Will it be contended that, because they did 
not voluntarily enlist, they are not equally entitled to the 
liberality of the Government? Shall it be said thatan 
American: was impressed into the service, and compelled 
to fight the battles of his country, and not receive a just 
compensation? If there is any one class more meritorious, 
and more deserving the favorable notice and bounty of the 
Government, than any other, is it not that class which is 
embraced by this bill? Those who breasted the first shock 


of the war—who rushed to meet the foe at Lexington and |. 


at Bunker Hill; at Bennington and Saratoga; at White Plains 
and Long Island; at Princeton and Trenton; at German- 
town and Brandywine; at Yorktown; at King’s Mountain, 
and at Eutaw springs; Guilford court-house and Camden? 
Who'shared largely in every battle? The brave men who 
constituted your flying camps, your minute men, your vo- 
lutiteers; your brave invincibles, under the devoted, the 
heroic, and chivalrous Sumpter and Marion: or shall those 
be excluded, who were draughted to fill up the ranks of the 
army, to prevent its total dismemberment in the face of the 
enemy, in the time of our greatestextremity? History has 
recorded the services and sufferings of these men, and let 
her not record the nation’s ingratitude-~nor injustice to 
this small remnant of the revolutionary army.” 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said he would detain the Se- 
nate for a few moments in stating the reasons for his vote 
in favor of this bill. The honorable Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Hayne] has correctly remarked, said Mr. 
F., thatthe original principles of the pension system re- 
spected those only. who had become disabled in the pili- 
tary and navalservice of the country. It professéd to help 
that portion of the’ soldiery alone, that, in. our employ- 
ment, had been deprived of the faculty of helping them- 
selves. And, sir, if we were now, for the first time, about to 
enlarge these principles, I should agree with the honora- 
ble gentleman in many of his patriotic sentiments. In the 
discussion’ of this question, he has exhibited a masterly 
view of the subject, and most ably and eloquently urged 
the pregnant evils, the corrupting influence, of a great 

‘pension system. Sir, I submit, with all respect for that 


the issue. It wasa revolution, in every sense. We not 
only resisted Great Britain, but resolved to set up for our- 
selves. It was a resort to first principles. We threw 
ourselves back upon the elements of political association. 
We were in colonial dependence: we had been the sub- 
jects of a forcign potentate—and we resolved to become 
the citizens of our own Government. We determined to 
convince the world that we possessed the right, and meant 
to exert the: power, to think for and govern ourselves. 
Such were the noble doctrines for which our armies were 
mustered. Yes, sir, they staked all, and they gained all. 
There never had been such a service, or such an army, or 
such a cause, in this world before. The Congress of 1818 
thought it made its own Jaw—and that it would be as un- 
just, as it was harsh and oftentimes offensive, to apply to 
it the conditions of a pure pension. It is now too late to 
retrace our way. We have yielded to better influences. 
We surely should not complain of the call that is now 
made, for we have ourselves furnished the plea for it. 
The only duty that remains for us is to ascertain its legiti- 
mate operation. f 

Moreover, sir, the act of 1828, that professed to indem- 
nify the regular army of the revolution for the depreciat- 
ed'and almost worthless pay that was made to them, in 
still larger measures approached the true spirit of these 
claims. i 

But there were two defects in the system, even as thus 
liberalized. In the first place, it exacted the humiliating 
confession of absolute poverty. It required of the aged 
veteran that he should publicly, and in presence of the 
sons by the side of whose fathers he had fought and suf- 
fered, expose the wretchedness of his condition; that he 
should produce the proof of his pauperism, and swear to 
it himself. I bave seen these worthies, in our public 
courts of justice, exhibit the inventory of their poverty, 
down to the items of cups and saucers, and I have felt 
humbled for my country. Sir, a noble spirit would some- 
times exclaim, I will die in want first. If my country ex- 
acts such ignoble conditions, let her withhold the misera- 
ble pittance. And who, sir, of this Senate, does not honor 
the sentiment? It has been honored and vindicated by the 
manly feeling of this great community. Public opinion 
would not longer brook such terms of national honor and 
gratitude; and, by the concurring indications of Legisla- 
tures and people, we are invoked to relax these hard con- 
ditions. And should a few. partake of a favor that do not 
need it, better so, than that even one deserving relic of 
times so dearly cherished should go down to the dust 
neglected and forgotten. ; f , 

But, sir, there was another and equally substantial objec- 
tion to the present system. It discriminates most invidious- 
ly between the troops of the regular line and the militia. 


gentleman, that it is now too late for the introduction of |The latter could not perceive the reasons for such differ- 


these doctrines; and that, in truth, they do not, and should 
not, apply to the claims of that meritorious class of our fel- 
' low-citizens who sustained the struggles of the American 
revolution. We have suffered the time to pass when the 
extension of pension favors might have beef resisted on 
` abstract ‘principles. ` For, sir, itis now more than four- 


ence, when they remembered that they had fought as 
bravely, and bled as freely, as any soldiers of the Ameri- 
can army. The honorable Senator (Mr. Harns] has 
said that the camp was the place of safety. If that were 
so; it must have been the camp of the regular forces, and 
not the uncertain, ever-changing quarters of a partisan 
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‘Mr. CLAY then*spoke for some time: in’ advocacy: of 
the claims of the revolutionary soldiers, not on the bounty, 
but on the justice of the country; and denied that this‘act 
of justice to these: brave veterans.who still survived of the 
gallant band which secured our independence, should be 
identified with the tariff... 

Mr. BROWN, of North: Carolina, followed in opposition 
to the bill. > ae ee a 

The Senate then adj ourned to. Monday. 


corps, whose tents were raised to-day, only to be struck 
to-morrow; to repel the ‘sudden incursions of a prowling 
and mercenary horde, Sir, the gentleman also urged 
that the men at home and on their farms suffered most se- 
verely by dangers and depredations; and such, Mr. Presi- 
dent, were precisely the exigencies of the militia—they 
were the yeomanry of the country, who were often sum- 
moned from their ploughs at a moment’s warning, to fly 
to the defence of their neighborhoods, and reclaim the 
plunder that, in an unexpected hour, the enemy had rifled 
from their dwellings and their farms. These were the 
men who felt the distresses of a cruel and relentless war- 
fare—that brought terror, alarm, and confusion to the fire- 
side--and who, amid all that long, harassing, and doubt- 
ful conflict, stood firm to the cause, and never flinched 
from their purposes. In personal privations, they suffer- 
ed quite as severely, and, in the sacrifice of property, vast- 
ly more, than the regular soldiery, Wherefore, then, is 
it that we should coldly pass them by, and with such par- 
tial and exclusive consideration distinguish the one, and 
utterly reject the just claims of the other? 

Besides, sir, if the bill should be made to rest on ades 
quate compensation, how were the militia paid? In the 
same depreciated, worthless currency in which the Con- 
gress has necorded indemnity to the regular army. So 
that, whatever inducements may be urged, there is no 
sound or satisfactory reason for preferences, where the 
sacrifice, sufferings, and glory were common. 

l regretted to hear any thing of sectional contrasts in 
this matter; that the North would receive at the rate of 
10,000 pensioners, while the South and West could only 
present 4,000, Sir, these exciting suggestions I consider 
unhappy in their influence. We have far too many sec- 
tional prejudices already to. deplore. Let ug riot increase 
them. Why should this bill be enlisted in the ungracious 
service? It was. not so regarded in 1818 or 1828. We 
then treated it as a national object. The batthesand perils 
of the revolution were not encountered for sections~life 
and honor were pledged and redeemed as fully and freely for 
Georgia as for New Jersey. Why, then, sir, should we 
attempt to trace the dollars of this proposed appropria- 
tion to the pockets of the receivers, and run up an ac- 
count between this and the other side of any line? But, 
Mr. President, on principles of the strictest accountability, 
the provisions of the bill are just. If the North sent the 
most men, she should receive the greater recompense. T'o 
give to the most fighting the most pay, seems very equal. 

The West have in terms been invoked to aid in pre- 
venting what is denounced as unequal, because, from 
social and political causes, the most numerous body of the 
revolutionary army happen to reside north of this Dis- 
trict. T also invoke the West—not for sectional purposes 
~—but I would call upon them to remember the. aged fa- 
thers whom they have left behind—to soothe the last 
years of a feeble few, now in sight of their graves, by 
whose patriotic struggles you now enjoy your noble West, 
with all its enterprise, resources, and happiness. Sir, my 
honorable friend, in terms of eloquent eulogium, ascribed 
to the female heroism of the revolution a full share in the 
achievements of those memorable times. I thought, Mr. 
President, that had those more than Spartan mothers 
listened to the high tribute paid to their virtues, their 
hearts would have responded, such praise from such a 
source is more than ample recompense—-now, be just to 
our husbands and sons, and we shall acquit our country of 
all her obligations, 

As the bill before us-dispenses with the condition of 
poverty, and impartially imparts its benefits to all that de- 
serve them, I hope it will receive the support of the Senate. 
: Mr. HOLMES, after a few remarks, expressed his in-}. BANK REPORTS. 
ention to offer some views on a subsequent part of the! On motion of Mr. EWING. the resolutid 
debate, and, in the mean time, to yield the floor to-day to|days since by Mr.-Benron, directing the Saas or wis 
any other gentleman. _leopies of the report of the committee on the United 

Vos. VIL—s9 | 22 


Monpax, Mar 14. 
-POST OFFICE. 

The bill to establish certain post offices and post roada, 
and to discontinue others, was then read a third time. 

On the question of its passage, 

Mr. HILL read a series of observations, to show that he. 
never libelled any one, that he never violated the rules of 
the Senate, or abused its courtesy, and that he never ask- 
ed General Jackson for an office. 

Mr. HOLMES made a very sarcastic remark or two, in 
reply. _ . a 
After a few words from Mr, DICKERSON and. Mr. 
FOOT, the bill was passed, Boos ar 
i PENSIONS- 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the pen- 
sion bill. ; 

The question periding being on the motion of Mr. Ro- 
BINSON to recommit the bill. 

Mr. HOLMES made some remarks in favor of the prin- 
ciple of the bill, and against the motion to recommit. 
He took a historic view of the various battles of promi- 
nent importance which had been fought during the revo- 
lutionary war; and stated the proportion of Northern and 
Southern troops which were engaged, inorder to obviate 
the objection which had been raised on the score of the 
partial operation of the bill, andthe siiperiority in benefits- 
which one part of the Union would enjoy over the other. 

The question was then taken on the motion to recom- 
mit, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Ewing, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Johnston, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Miller, Robinson, Ruggles, Tazewell, Tyler, 
White.--19, i j 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Dallas, Dickerson, Dud- 
ley, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, ‘Holmes, 
Knight, Marcy, Nandain, Prentiss, Robbins, Silsbee, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Waggamah, Webster, Wilkins,—21, , 

So the Senate refused to recommit the bill. i 

The question recurred on the amendment offered by 
Mr. Grunpy, to insert the following words: : 

‘Including those who fought under Wayne, Clarke, 
St. Clair, Harmar, and Hamtramck;” ; 

Which Mr. WHITE moved to amend by adding thereto 
the following words: 

“And any other person who was in the service, under 
the authority of the United States, against any tribe of 
Indians, prior to the 1st of January, 1795,” E 

And the pending question being on the amendment to 
the amendment, f 

The Senate adjourned. | 


; Turspay, May 15. 
POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS. 


. Mr. HOLMES, pursuant to notice given yesterday, and 
with the leave of the Senate, introduced a bill to repeal 
the postage on newspapers; which was read a first and se- 
cond time, and referred to the Committee on the Post Office. 
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States- Bank; and°— - ‘copies -ofthe documents, was 
taken up for consideration. -s5 6 ase PON | 
-The resolution was. then:amended, on motion’ of Mr. 


ston, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
kins. —30. ne Se T ` 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN then moved toamend the bill, 
to extend its provisions to the widows of those who were 
entitled to the benefits of the act of 1828, but who had 
died-before the passage of that act. Thisamendment was 
also negatived by the following vote: ` 

YEAS.--Messrs. Dallas, Dickerson, Forsyth, Freling- 
huysen, Hill, Robinson, Silsbee, Waggaman, Webster, 
Witkins.--10. - Wee : 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Brown, Clay, 
Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Troup, Tyler, White.--33.  - . ; 

Mr. MARCY moved to strike out ‘‘six,” and insert 
-s€ three,” so as to reduce the required term of service to 
three months. The amendment was rejected by the fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Buckner, Clay, Hendricks, Hill, Mar- 

cy, Prentiss, Robinson, Silsbee, Tipton.—9. 
- NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, King, Knight, Man- 
gum, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tomlinson, 
Troup, Tyler, Webster, White, Wilkins.—34. 

Mr. TIPTON moved an amendment, the effect of which 
was to restrict the payment of back pensions, by making 
the bill to take effect from the 4th September, 1891, in- 
stead of the Ist of January, 1830. 

The ‘question to strike out and insert was divided, and 
the question was taken first on the motion to strike out 
the words ‘the Ist of January;, 1830,” and decided in the 
- | affirmative, by the following vote: 

“YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, : Dal- 
las, Ellis; Ewing, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, 
Johnston, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, 
|Robinson, Ruggles, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, 
Tyler, White.—25. . 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Dickerson, Dudley, Foot, 
Frelinghuysen, Hill, Holmes, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlin- 
son, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—20. 

Mr. BUCKNER then moved to fill the blank with the 
words ‘ist of January, 1826;” which was decided in the 
negative—yeas 1, nays 44--the mover only voting in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to fill the blank with the words 
“61st of January, 1831,” but modified his motion at the 
suggestion of Mr. WEBSTER, so as to read “Ath of 
March, 1831." © > > A ` é 

The amendment was decided in the affirmative, by the 
following vete: e 

_¥EAS.-—-Messrs. Bell, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ew- 
ing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Mar- 
cy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Sils- 
bee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, 
Wilkins.—23. 

NAYS.—Messts. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Clay, 
Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Johnston, King, Mangum, 
Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
Troup, Tyler, White.—2I. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
éd’iirthe negative, as follows: | are amendments agreed to in Committee of the Whole were 
oo BAS Messrs: Benton, Bibb, Ewing, Forsyth, Grun- concurred in. 

dy, Hendricks, Kane, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Rug-| Mr. HAYNE then offered an amendment to make the 
gles; Dipton,..Froup, White:—14. 0 > ~ ”- | bill more explicitly apply to the officers and soldiers of the 
Sea ; Bell; Brown, Clay; Dallas, Dickerson, | militia, volunteers, and State troops of the Southern States, 
vuysen,. Hayne; Hill, Holmes, Jobn-| who were not, in his opinion, included in the bill. . The 


DALLAS, soas to embrace the three reports made by 

the:committee and mémbers. thereof; and thus amended, 

5,000. copies of the reports and 1,000 copies of the docu- 

mients'were ordered to be printed for theuse of the Senate. 
. DEATH OF THE HON. J. HUNT. 

- A. message was received from the House of Represen” 
tatives by M. St. Clair Clarke, the Clerk of the House, 
communicating the death of the honorable JonarHan 
Hont, a member of the House of Representative’ from 
the State-of Vermont, and informing the Senate-that the 
funeral’ of the’ deceased: would take place to-morrow at 4 
o’clock P. M. oe A C an 
+` The message having been read,” - ae 

Mr: PRENTISS; after-a ‘few eulogetic: remarks on the 
private and public worth of the deceased, moved the fol- 
lowing. resolution: gi teta i 

Resolved, That the Senate will attend the funeral of the 
honorable Jonatuan: Hux, late a member of the House 
of ‘Répreséntatives from the State of Vermont, to-morrow 
at 4 o’clock in the evening; and, as a testimony of respect 
for the memory of the deceased, that they will go in 
mourning, and wear crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Thé resolution was unanimously agreed to. : 
On motion of Mr.. WEBSTER, it was then ordered 
that when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
‘Thursday, © i : 

The Senate then adjourned. ` 


E . Taorspar, May 17. 
“The. sitting of to-day was spent on private bills and 


executive business. 


Fripiy, May 18. 

aSo e o < PUBLIC LANDS. . 
“Mii. KING, from. the Committee on Publie Lands, to 
which was referred the bill reported by the Committee on 
“Manufactires, to appropriate for.a limited time the pro- 
ceeds ‘of the public lands, made a voluminous: report; 
‘which was read. It condemns the bill reported by the 
Committee on Manufactures, and recommends a reduction 
‘of prices, and acceleration of sales. The conclusion of 


port were ordered tobe printed, ->S 5 = on. 

The message from the. House of Representatives, stat-| 
ing that the House had disagreed to the amendment on the 
apportionment bill, was, on motion of Mr. WEBSTER, 
laid on the table, to be taken up at the next meeting of 
the Senate. ee ne 


tion of Mr. ‘ROBINSON, 5,000. copies of the re- 


; PENSIONS.” i 
- The. Senate then resumed the consideration of the pen- 
sion bill. Oe, AAS l ` 
Mr. ROBINSON modified his amendment by adopting 
4he amendment of Mr. Warre, with a single modification, 
/and-the ‘question’ was then taken on the amendment, and 
` ai a 
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amendment provided for those officers and soldiers of the 
State troops, volunteers, and“ militia, who served under 
Sumpter, Marion,-and Pickens, and other partisan corps 
of the South, during the revolution. mee 

Mr. FORSYTH moved to amend the amendment by add- 
ing the names of Clark, Campbell, Sevier, Cleaveland, 
and Shelby; which was accepted by Mr. Harner as a- part 
of his motion. ; 

Mr. FOOT then suggested that the object of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina could be attained, and the 
troops he wished to provide for included in the bill, by an 
amendment slightly varying its phraseology. noe 

Mr. HAYNE accepted thisas a substitute for his motion, 
and this amendment was adopted. 

The question was then taken on ordering the bill to a 
third reading, and decided in the affirmative, by the follow- 
ing vote: ; ‘ 

YEAS.—-Messrs. Bell, Clay, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, 
Knight, Marey, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Wageaman, Webster, Wilkins.--26. 

NAYS.~-Messt's. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Johnston, King, Mangum, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Poindexter, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White.--19. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Sarunnay, May 19. 
NEWSPAPER POSTAGE. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committce on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, to which was referred the bill to repeal 
the postage on newspapers, made areport, which wasread. 

(The report ig unfavorable to the measure, on the ground 
that the revenue of the department would, in the event 
of its adoption, be so diminished as to be unable to meet. 
the expenditures, und recommends the indefinite post- 
ponement ofthe bill, It contains a statement from the 
post office, by way of appendix. ] 

Mr. HILL moved to print 1,500 extra copies of the re- 

port. 

Mr. EWING (a member of the Post Office Committee) 
stated that he had dissented from the conclusions in the 
report; and that, as to the facts, no official document had 
been produced to show that they were well founded. He 
did not doubt that the chairman of the committee had ob- 
tained the statements he had made from the department; 
but still, as he had not: himself seen the official data, he 
could not vouch for the facts. i 

Mr. GRUNDY stated that he had made out his report, 
and compared the statements with the records of the de- 
partment. : 

Mr. HOLMES stated that, when the Senate should be 
full, he would give notice, at an early day, when he would 
ask the Scnate to take up this bill. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that, as the report’ asserted some 
very important facts, he wished to see the official evidence 
on which they were founded. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (another member of the committee) 
remarked that he had not heard the report read before 
this morning. It stated some very material facts. He had 
been desirous to have official information from the Post 
Office Department regarding the facts stated in the re- 
port, before giving his vote uponit in the committee. No 
official document, however, had been exhibited to the 
committee; and, notwithstanding his confidence in the 
chairman, he was unwilling to sanction the report, without 
more precise and detailed information from the depart- 
ment in relation to its financial condition. - He said the re- 
port stated that the annual amount of postage exceeds two 
millions of dollars, and he was desirous to see a state- 
ment of the expenditures of the department. It would, 


he thought, be very important in determining the expe- 
‘diency of making: the proposed. reduction of its receipts. 


He expressed his dissent to the reasoning and conclusions 


of the report; but stated that he was not disposed to object 
tothe printing of an‘ extra number of it, if wished for by 
a majority of the committee. : : 


‘The motion was then agreed to, ‘and the appendix was. 
ordered to be printed ‘with the-report.. “9° 0 tie" 
APPORTIONMENT BILL. -> 


Oñ motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the ‘Senate then pro- . 


| ceeded to consider the message from the House of Re- 


presentatives on the subject of the disagreement of that 
body to the amendment of the Senate to the apportion- 
ment.bill. h . 

Mr. WEBSTER said he should feel it to be his duty to 
pursue that course which had been taken for the protection 
of the rights of the small States, if he could discover any 
strength to stand on, in a-controversy.on this subject with 
the House of Representatives. Nothing had occurred 
since the subject was last under. consideration in the Se- 
nate—he had seen nothing in the report of the committee 
of the other House, to shake the opinion he had formed, 
that this was the only constitutional mode of apportioning 
the representation. He had consolation, indeed, deriva- 
ble from the fact that gentlemen who possessed the great- 
est learning of any members of the Senate, and who had 
not been in the habit of voting together on all political. 
questions, had united on this question. But it was to his 
mind a melancholy truth that the rights of the States, 
which are most deeply concerned in the mode-of appor- 
tionment, were maintained by a majority of the Senate only. 
He saw nothing in what had occurred to encourage acon- 
ference between the two Houses on the question. Should 
any of the friends of the bill think any thing was to be gain- 
ed by asking a conference, they could do so, But he 
thought it would be a vain struggle; and he was disposed, ... 
in that case, to leave the responsibility where alone it could 
properly fall. He made a passing reference to the papers 
which had been laid before the Senate since the question 
was under discussion; and said, in conclusion, that, having 
discharged his duty, he would not himself make any mo- 
tion to recede, nor was he disposed-to divide the Senate 
on the question. ` 

Mr. WHITE then moved that the Senate recede from 
their amendment. i R > 

Mr. DICKERSON said that he was nòt willing to put 
at hazard the passing of an apportionment bill at this ses- 
sion, He would submit to the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, unjust as it was to the smaller States, rather 
than prevent an apportionment, by adhering to our amend- 
ment. He, however, had not the slightest doubt that 
the rule of giving representatives to the higher fractions 
was in strict accordance with the principles of the constitu- 
tion, and that no just apportionment could be made with- 
out doing so. Yet, in the amendment to the bill, the 
number of the House should in strictness have been limited . 
to 250 members--giving five members to Alabama, instead — 
of six. The basis of the calculation was for a House of 
250: by applying a common’ divisor, and rejecting the 
fractions, the House was reduced to 240. These were 
the representatives belonging to the aggregate fractions: 
those being given to the States having the highest frac- 
tions, would make a House of 250, according to the origi- 
nal basis of the calculation; As, however, Alabama had 
a fraction less than those of ten other States, but still more 
than a moiety of the common divisor, andas this State isa 
new and rapidly growing State, and possessing without 
doubt, at this time, a population sufficient to give her 
another representative, it was thought but equitable that 
she should have such representative. If it had been ob- 
jected that, by making a House of 251, instead of 250, 
we must make 251 a-new basis of calculation, obtain a: 
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new common divisor,. which would give a result differing 
from that already obtained, he for one would have voted to 
limit the number to.250——but no‘such objection was made; 
and this. he considéered.a liberal concession to Alabama.. 
«The amendment. of the Senator from. Massachusetts 
[Mr. WEBSTER], was for a House of 256, by which num- 
ber he proposed ‘to divide the whole population of the 
, United States, and thus obtain a common divisor. By this 
each State was to be divided, and each State having a 
fraction above a moiety. of the common divisor to have a 
representative for such fraction—and this was all right--for 
there were precisely as many members lost by rejecting the 
fractions, as there. were major fractions—twelve in each 
case. The Senator. voted for filling up the blank with 
256, according to his amendment, but the Senate did not 
agree to this, and the number 251 was adopted. In this 
case, the basis.of the calculation was on a House of 250, 
with a common divisor proper for that number. In the 
process of calculation, by rejecting the fractions, the House 
‘was reduced to 240—the aggregate fraction, being di- 
vided by the common divisor, giving ten. But there are 
eleven States having fractions above a moiety of the com- 
mon. divisor; Alabama having the Jeast fraction’ of the 
eleven, would not have been entitled to an additional re- 
presentative if no more than ten could be given to those 
having the larger fractions: peculiar circumstances, al- 
ready stated, justified this liberal concession to Alabama. 
Yet, had it been. objected to, no doubt the amendment 
would have been so modified that the additional.repre- 
sentative would have been refused to Alabama, and the 
blank filled with 250 instead of 251; for if we take 251 
for the basis of calculation, and give a representative for a 
fraction above a moiety of the common divisor, Virginia 
would be entitled to another representative; and if we 
should take 252 as a new basis, this would produce a dif- 
ferent result. 

An amendment might be recommended by a commit- 
tee of conference, that would remove every difficulty, pro- 
vided the House of Representatives were disposed to yield 
in.any degree to the views of a majority of the Senate; 
but. there. ig no hope: of this, to judge from their vote 
against our amendment. If the Senate should adhere to 
their amendment, and the House finally. refuse to modify 
their bill, no law for apportionment of representatives 
could take place at this session. - Sooner than hazard such 
a result, said Mr. D., the small States should submit 
to the unjust operation of the bill, as they. have here- 
tofore done under similar bills. Believing as I do that 


the. apportionment in the bill is not made according to 
the principles of the constitution, I cannot vote for it; but, 
if'a-motion is made to recede from our amendment, I will, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts is disposed to do, let it 


the whole population of the United States, 11,928,731, is 
to 240, so is the whole representative population of New 
York, 1,918,553, to 38-and a fraction. The same rule ap- 
plied to the population of Pennsylvania, 1,348,072, would 
give her 27 representatives, with a fraction. The same 
rule applied to the -whole. representative population of 
Virginia, 1,022,503, willgive her 20 representatives, with 
a fraction; and so of other States; whereas the bill gives 
New York 40 representatives, Pennsylvania 28, and Vir- 
ginia 21. If these States have more than their share, 
other States must necessarily have less. 

Mr. SMITH said a few words expressive of his dissatis- 
tion with the bill from the-House. ; 

Mr. FORSYTH said that, as the opposition to the mea- 
sure had been withdrawn, it was unnecessary to say any; 
thing as to the merits of the bill, But he was unwilling 
that one of the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts 
should -be considered as assented to, however uncontra- 
dicted. The Senator says that a majority of the Senate 
was in favor of the principle of the amendment adopted 
by the Senate.. He did not understand it tobe so. The 
Senator from Mississippi was willing to permit the bill to 
be returned to the House of Representatives for amend- 
ment, but he declared that he had overcome his scruples as 
to the constitutionality of the plan proposed by the amend- 
ment. The system of fractional representation he consi- 
dered as having been rejected by the Senate, after a full 
examination, in which the Senator’s able arguments were 
attentively heard, andin which no party feeling or bias 
was manifested on either side. À 

Mr. WEBSTER replied that he had nothing to com- 
plain of at all, as to the manner in which the discussion had 
been conducted. He only complained that, by the want of 
a firm vote of the Senate, the opportunity was.Jost of secur- 
ing the relative rights of the States, for the preservation 
of which the Senate was responsible. He also explained 
that he had understood the Senator from Mississippi tosay 
that he was opposed to the bill from the House as unjust, 
and was of the opinion that the amendment secured to 
each State, as far as was possible, its relative power. 

Mr. POINDEXTER explained his views on the ques- 
tion, and said that he should vote to recede. 

Mr. BUCKNER spoke against the motion to recede, de- 
claring that the responsibility of the measure ought to be 
thrown back upon the House. He also moved to postpone 
the bill till Monday, as an act of courtesy due to the absent 
Senator from Delaware. 

Some remarks were made against the postponement by 
Messrs. KING and TAZEWELL, and in favor of it by 
Messrs. SMITH, BUCKNER, NAUDAIN, and BELL. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, of Delaware, moved, in consequence 
of the absence of his colleague, who had taken so conspi- 
cuous a part in the discussion of the bill, to lay the bill on 
the table. . 

The. motion was negatived—yeas 19, nays 26. 

The question on the motion to recede was then taken, 
and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


Monpay, May 21. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


“Mr. CHAMBERS, after a prefatory remark or two on 
mathe most-simple calculation... As/the manner in which the claims of the District of Colum- 
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bia on.the legislative action of Congress had been neglect- 
ed during the present session, moved to postpone all the 
receding orders, for the purpose of acting on some of the 
Bills relating. .to the District of Columbia.. The motion 
being agreed to, l te aN 
Several of those bills were passed through; when 
The Senate took up the bill to grant certain public lots 
in the city of Washington, to the value of $25,000, for the 
benefit of the ; 


COLUMBIAN COLLEGE, 


in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHAMBERS having explained the object of the 
bill. dbs , 
Mr. GRUNDY moved that the bill be laid on the table, 
with the understanding that its consideration should be re- 
sumed in a fuller Senate. He was willing to go on with 
the ordinary business of the District of Columbia, but this 
bill involved a principle of grave importance. Whether 
Congress has the power to make appropriations for educa- 
tion in this District, was a question desecving of considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMES said it would not be doubted that Con- 
gress had the power, as the local legislature of the Dis- 
trict, over which it had exclusive jurisdiction, to make 
appropriations for any beneficial purposes within the Dis- 
trict, 

Mr. HAYNE expressed. the opinion that all the avails 
of the public lots in the District should be appropriated 
to the improvement of the District. But it would be im- 
proper to go into the treasury for that purpose. If we pass 
the limits of this appropriate fund, we might proceed to 
establish, in the District, schools of agriculture, a national 
university, silk-reeling schools, duck factories; and we 
might establish a free system of education for the whole 
United States, located in the District of Columbia. He 
was favorably disposed towards the District, and he wished 
to see adopted some general scheme of improvement, 
adapted to the wants and to the means of the District. He 
wished, therefore, to know how the account stands between 
the District and the Goverment; what sums have been 
received, und what expended, in the District of Columbia 
since its cession to the Government. 

. Mr. SMITH thought, as the proprietor of a portion of 
the land in-the Distmet, the Government was bound to 
make appropriations for the benefit of the District. 1n 
the new States, we pursued this course. The original 
proprietors of this land ceded a portion of itto the Govern- 
ment for the benefit, not of the public treasury, but of the 
District. ; ` ; 

Mr. CHAMBERS, in reply to Mr. Harnx’s: inquiry, 
stated that the number of city lots formerly held by the 
Government was about 11,00U, of which 6,000 had been 
sold for the sum of 755,000 dollars. 
now in the possession of the Government were valued at 
from twelve to thirteen hundred thousand dollars. The 
whole amount, therefore, of the fund derived by the Govern- 
ment from the District was but a fraction less than two 
millons of dollars. The whole amount of appropriations 
for the benefit of the District, made by Congress since the 
formation of the Government, was only one hundred and 
eighty-six thousand dollars, and this sum included appro- 
priations for walks, &c. which are as much for the benefit 
of individuals connected with the Government as for the 
benefit of the citizens. He of course excluded, in this 
statement, the sum of three millions, expended on public 
buildings, for with them the District had no concern at all; 
having no representatives in Congress, they had. less in- 
terest in the publ.c edifices than the citizens of any other 
part of the country. The Government, therefore, held a 
fund of eighteen hundred thousand dollars, the only legiti- 
mate purpose of which was the improvement of this District. 
He could not understand upon what ground gentlemen 


Columbian College. — Internal Improvements. 


The remaining lots: 


to the Committee on Commerce. 
proper to look to practical results; and he was apprehen- 
sive that if the bill was sent to. the Committee. on Roads 
and Canals, it would reach a harbor there from which it 
would not be able to make its escape. 
to send it to a committee which was. not hostile to its 
objects. ; j 
` Mr. MILLER wished that the bill might go to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, and that Congress would ` 
be checked in the exercise of an unconstitutional power. 


[SENATE 


doubted the constitutional power of Congress. to appro-: 
priate, for the benefit of the District, the fund placed in the 
hands of the Government for that purpose. 
laid on the table now, as proposed by the gentleman from: 
Tennessee, there is ‘no probability that it will come up 


If the bill was: 


The aollege had never received any 
thing from the Government, and the sum proposed would 
establish it on a firm basis. Sanne. acts 

Mr. GRUNDY: said his object was, in part, to obtain,” 
by the delay proposed, the very information which the 
chairman had now given. He-did not wishto be under 
stood as opposed to the appropriation; but he still thought 
that the question was one of sufficient magnitude to be dis- 
cussed in a fuller Senate. : 

Mr. TYLER was, he said, in favor of the donation, but 
he denied that Congress was chargeable with any neglect: 
of this institution. He remembered that some time ago’ 
we released the college from a debt of thirty thousand 
dollars, due by it to the Government. “The college had: 
no right to complain of the Government. j 

Mr. CLAY wished to inquire who composed the govern. 
ment of this college. Some years. ago it was in the hands 
of those to whom no money should go by his vote. Un- 
less there had been, since that time, a real reform, a radical 
change, in the management of this institution, he would 
not vote to it a cent. aS ` 

Mr. TAZEWELL asked whether the college was incor- 
porated. Being told that it was, he wished to know what 
were the objects of the institution. The college was not 
a ‘noves hospes” here. It had often been before us, ahd- 
never in a very attractive form. It had then been objected 
to it that its purposes were sectarian. -If it was established 
and incorporated with a view to sectarian purposes, he’ 
should hold himself bound to withhold from it any ‘aid or’ 
countenance. ` Es f 

Mr. CHAMBERS and Mr. HOLMES replied, at some 
length, to the suggestion and queries of Messrs. CLAY and 
TAZEWELL. They statedthat the funds of the college. 
were now judiciously managed, and that though it was prin- 
cipally founded by the Baptists, who still lent it their aid, 
yet its objects were exclusively literary and scientific. Mr. 
CHAMBERS explained the character of the former trans- 
actions of the college with the Government, showing that 
the college gained nothing, and that the Government lost’ 
nothing in consequence of them. -> 

The motion to lay the bill on the table was rejected by- 
a vote of 20 to 9, and the bill was ordered to a third 
reading. 


again this session. 


Tursvay, May 22, 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


The bill from the House, making appropriations for 
certain internal improvements, having been read a second 
time, 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. E : 

Mr. CHAMBERS moved that it be referred to the Com- . 


mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. CLAY expressed a hope that the bill would be sent 
He thought. it was 


He was desirous 


-Mr. POINDEXTER. asked if it would be in ‘order to 


refer so much of the bill as. related to the Cumberland 
road to the Committee on Roads and Canals, and the- 
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residue of the:bill. to the Committee on Commerce... The 
bill was of:a mixed: character. - Fhe. Cumberland. road. 
appropriation:stood there as.aunit,.to use the court phrase,’ 
and. ought:to ‘be: sent to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals. He referred to somé circumstances which prevent- 
ed him from, attending that cammittee, and would vote 
rather to send the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOLMES regarded the bill as a complete jumble; 
parts of it might. go to any committee, for it embraced 
almost. every thing. But as the principal items were 
commercial in their character, he was in favor of sending 
it to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. JOHNSTON took a similar view. of the construc- 
tion of the bill, and said the object seemed to be to take 
this bill from the Committée on Commerce, to which it had, 
year after year, been given, and to give it tothe Commit- 
tee on. Roads and Canals, 4 committee which"was so con- 
stituted, either from design or from. accident, as to be 
hostile to the bt.. >- ; 
. Mr. HENDRICKS said that, although: the Committee 
` on Roads and:Canals could not. go the lengths of some 
Sénators in their'construction of the constitutional powers 
of Congress, there was great liberality in that body. He 
insisted that there were other items than the Cumberland 
road in the bill, which rendered the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals a proper one. But,-as he 


would decline the responsibility of bazarding the fate of 
the bill, he: would withdraw his motion. ; 
~The motion.was then withdrawn, and the bill was refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce... 
COLONIAL TRADE. 


Mr. SPRAGUE then rose, and stated that it was his 


Mr. SPRAGUE said that, as he himself had already oc- 
cupied much of the time of the Senate in the exposition 
' of his views on the subject, he was not disposed, on his 
own account, to revive the discussion; and, as the Senator 
from Maryland declined to-avail himself of the opportanity 
now offered to him, he shonld withdraw his motion. 

“The motion was. then withdrawn.” 
~ COLONEL JOHN LAURENS. © © 

The Senate then took’ up the: bill for the relief: of the 
representatives of Colonel. John Laurens. «>. 

Mr. ROBBINS said, it will be recollected that. this is 


But it has been said by the honorable gentleman from 
Virgin 
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sent and. to prosecute this claim; and for’ more than ten 
years-of this:period it has been, from time to time, before 
Congress, in-one- House or. the other. And let me tell 
the honorable gentleman: that neither House of Congress, 
nor any committee of either House, have ever expressed 
an opinion. adverse:to..these intrinsic merits. Even the 
committee of whom the honorable gentleman was a mem- 
ber, did not report against its intrinsic merits. They say 
expressly, we abstain from. giving any opinion ‘upon: the 
merits; still they recommend that the prayer of the peti- 
tioner be not granted. And why? For certain reasons 
embodied in the report. And what are these? The same 
which he now urges against this, and which Iam. canvass- 
ing... The previous report in favor of this claim, after a 
full investigation thereof by the committee, of whom Go- 
vernor Barbour was chairman, and the now President of 
the United States was.then a member, was disagreed to 
by the Senate, not-for the want of merits in the claim, but 
because all the parties to the claim were not at that time 
parties.to the petition. But now.no-such difficulty exists; 
all the parties to the claim are parties to the petition, and 
can give the necessary discharges. I repeat, that neither 
House of Congress, and no committee of either House, have 
ever expressed an opinion adverse to the intrinsic merits 
of this claim; no, not even the gentleman himself, when, 
asa member of a committee, he investigated this case; 
nor, indeed, has he now. : 
But to return: I have said that, for more than. twenty 
years of. this delay, there was no. one in this country to 
represent and to présecute this claim. The accounts with 
Colonel Laurens were adjusted by the treasury in 1790; 
then, Henry Laurens, his father, was an old man, and 
soon after died; he died in 1792. He never preferred 
this claim, because, as has been before stated, his son had 
kept no account of these expenses, and had made no 
charge .of them against the United States; and because, 
as he states, he did not know that his son ever meant to 


‘|make the claim. . After his death, the daughter of Colonel 


Laurens, then a child, went. to England to live with her 
maternal relatives,. (Colonel Laurens had married in Eng- 
land,) -where “she has liyed ever since; and now lives. 
Her son; and only surviving child, remained in England 
for his education till 1819, when he came to his patrimo- 
nial inheritance in South Carolina, where he now is, in 
charge of that inheritance. About three years after, in 
1823, this claim was made, and a petition for its allowance 
preferred to Congress. Here let me say that I know 
this grandson of Colonel Laurens, and it gives me pleasure 
to say that Ido not know a more amiable young man. I 
think it impossible to know him as 1 do, without feeling a 
kindness for him for his amiable disposition, nor without 
feeling a respect for him, as the grandson of Colonel Lau- 
rens. Let me say to the honorable gentleman, that, if he 
knew-him as I do, he never could have the heart to say to 


him: ‘Sir, this your hereditary claim may he just in 


itself; but it’has remained a long time unsatisfied, and 
therefore ought now never to be satisfied; nor shall it be 
ifl can preventit. Away, sir, with your claim, and never 
let me hear of it again within the walls of this Senate.” 

< Js it possible that language like this could be held to 
the descendant of Colonel Laurens, appealing to the jus- 
tice of his country to satisfy an hereditary claim, acknow- 
ledged to be—at least, not denied to be—Jjust in itself? 


-And all for a laches of three years in prosecuting the claim: 


for that is all the laches that can be imputed. Where, 
let me ask, was this objection when the widow of Colonel 
Hamilton petitioned for the commutation claimed for ac- 
count of her husband?—a claim which he had never made; 
a claim which it thas always been understood he had ex- 
pressly waived; and had: recorded that waiver, in’ order 
to place his vote for the commutation (he was then a mem- 
ber of Congress) above the suspicion of an interested 
motive. Yet that claim was allowed, together with the 


‘ 


legal interest for the whole interval.of time. That claim 
had indeed slept,. was in fact, dorinanty from 1783 to 1816; 
more than thirty years; still it wasallowed. “he act.was 
indeed due tothe family of that great man, and did honor 
to the justice of the country:. Butif staleness was a good 
lea against a claim just in itself, compared with this, 
it applied with more than, tenfold force against- that; 
yet, against that, it was:not made, or, if made, it did not 
prevail. . 
The same honorable gentleman has also said that the 
account of Colonel Laurens has been adjusted and. closed 


by the treasury, and that to.open this account would be a 


precedent of a dangerous tendency. -But let the honor- 
able gentleman reflect that it is not proposed to open this 


account, nor to unsettle this settlement; no-such thing. It 
is simply proposed to pay a claim just in itself, that never 
has been adjusted by the treasury; never has been passed 


upon by the treasury; never-has been before the treasury. 
Why it was not presented, has been explained, repeatedly 
explained, and the explanation will, doubtless, be recol- 
lected. Colonel. Hamilton’s account, too, had been ad- 
justed by the treasury, and closed. The claim to his 
commutation did not disturb that settlement, for it had 
made no part of the account; it left the settlement good 
for all it professed to settle. Neither does the claim to 


these expenses disturb the settlement in this case, for it 


had made no part of the account; nor were they passed 
upon by the treasury; the settlement js left good for all it 
professed to settle. ; 

It is true there isa claim toa trifling amount beside, 
growing out. of crrors appearing on. the face of the, ac- 
count, but for this claim the settlement itself is the 
voucher; and the claim is made because the settlement 
itself gives a title to it; just as good a title as a certificate 
of the treasury, certifying that amount to be unpaid and 
still due. 

But one word as to the sacredness of a settlement once 
made by the treasury, Let it be sacred, if you please, 
with the treasury itself; let the treasury, thenceforth, 
cease to have any control over it. But is it to tie the 
hands of Congress, whatever injustice may have been 
done by the settlement? If aclaim has been disallowed 
by the treasury, which ought to have been. allowed, and 
that made clearly to appear, is there to be no redress? 
Neither at the treasury nor by Congress? Is this the mise- 
rable situation of a just claimant upon the Government? 
No, sit; no, indeed, sir, it is not. For innumerable 
almost have been the appeals from the injustice of trea- 
sury settlements to the justice of Congress for relief; and 
when, let me ask, has relief been denied, if a just claim 
to it has been made out clearly and indisputably? That 
relief, to the honor of the public justice be it spoken, 
though it has sometimes, perhaps too often, been delayed, 
has never, I believe, been finally refused. Had not the 
accounts of Governor Tompkins and President Monroe 
been settled at the treasury? And did not both petition 
Congress for relief, against the injustice of that settlement? 
And did not Congress grant relief—that settlement to the 
contrary notwithstanding? Yes, most certainly. I refer 
to high examples, it is true; and perhaps some may think, 
therefore, not applicable to ordinary cases. But justice 
knows not the face of man in her decrees; she knows 
nothing of high nor low; she gives nothing to renown for 


itself; she denies nothing to obscurity, because unknown; 


she says, and she accordingly decrees— 

te Tros, Tyrius que, mihi dullo discrimine agetur.” i 
But, if she did make these discriminations, ‘I should not 
disparage the names of 'Tompkinsand Monroe; nor would 
they, if living, think theirs disparaged; by being associated 
in the regards of their country with the name of Lau- 
rens. Neither would they challenge, nor would ‘any- one 
challenge for them, a higher distinction. -But let it be 
remembered that their claims had been passed -upon by 
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the treasury, had. been-disallowed- by the treasury, and 
were barred thereby, sofar as-that could:bar them; but that 
this claim of Laurens never has been passed upon bythe- 
treasury;-never has-been.before the treasury: .it is indis- 
putable; it is just in itself; ‘it has never been satisfied. “Arid 
will the -Senate. now. say it never shall. be ‘satisfied? 

A. word more, and [have done. Something has been 
said by the. honorable gentleman. from Maine, not to:dero- 
gate from the intrinsic merits.of this claim; but to dispa- 
rage the personal merits of Colonel Laurens=-how: becom: 
ingly, let the history of his country bear witness. That-his- 
tory has: recorded Jaurel-after laurel conferred upon him 
by his country, toattest her.grateful sense. of his high and 
glorious merits. . These recorded’ honors have long since 
gathered round his tomb; they now thicken over it, and 
will forever adorn it. So longas the sentiment of grati- 
tude shall beat in the bosom of his country `at the recol- 
lection of her revolutionary martyrs, these recorded honors 
shall flourish in immortal. verdure; and: even if it were 
possible for this sentiment of gratitude to die in.the bosom 
of his country, they would still flourish in history to kindle 
the sentiment of admiration in every other. For, so long 
as this language shall last, be spoken, or read; wherever, 
in all future time, the sublime virtues of patriotic devotion 
and heroic bearing shall sway the affections of the human. 
heart, the name of ‘Laurens will be the theme of ‘unmine 
gled praise, asthe hero above feat, as the patriot beyond 
reproach. I confess 1 felt. hurt that an American Sena- 
tor in the American Senate--the proudest theatre in the 
world, and that erected on the blood of our revolutionary 
heroes, should indulge a wish to cast a shade, even if. he 
could, upon one of the brightest names in that host, “The 
fact alluded to, if it were a fact, would not, in my opiiion, 
cast a shade, nor even the shadow of a shade, upon that 
bright name. -It would only prove that, in that instance, as’ 
in every other, the love of country predominated, and. was 
his ruling passion. Nor did he pursue his honorable end 
by dishonorable means. He did, with the funds of his 
country in his hands, what he had a right to do; what his 
duty to his country required him to do; and for doing 
which ‘he had the approbation of his country, and her re- 
corded thanks. I do not complain of the statement, there- 
fore, for its possible effect to prejudice the pure fame of 
Colonel Laurens, but for its apparent intent. 

For the most precious of all treasure which-any coun- 
try can possess, is the fame of her great men. It is that 
alone which renders any country. ‘resplendent in the 
eyes of every other. The clarum. et venerabile nomen, in 
évery instance, as well as in that which the poet cele- 
brates, brings much to our city. . That fame endures fop- 
ever: it survives all the revolutions and the ravages of 
time; even those which leave the country itself a wreck, 
even those which blot the nation itself out of existence; 
even ‘then it still survives, to become the property of man- 
kind, and to do honor to the species, and especially to do 
honor to the memory of the departed nation. But its great 
value is this—-it is prolific of great men; beyond any thing 
and every thing else, it awakens and supplies fuel to that. 
noblest of all sentiments, the love of country; it excites and 
leads on to a perpetual emulation in the race ofglory.. What 
aheart, then, must I have, if I could indulge.a wish to dis- 
honor a name that does honor, and will forever do honor, 
to the name of my country! ; fe a 
Mr. TAZEWELL opposed the claim. Its justice did. 
not rest on the services of the deceased, for. he did not 
deny their merit, or that they entitled him to:the eulogium 
pronounced on his memory, in the language of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, as elirum et venerabile nomen; but it 
was right to go back. to their merits, and ask, is there any 
money due.or not? The claim had been before the House 
of Representatives before now, and as often rejected... It 


had- become the practice, when ‘a claim was rejected in 
fone House, to bring-it forward in the other, and ‘there it 
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vibrated, till at length: a favorable réport was obtained, 


and then it was'again preferred ‘with the recommendation 
of having passéd one of: the legislative bodies. -But even 
this.did not hold-good: respecting tlie present bill; for as 
often as it was brought forward in either House, it had re- 
ceived reiterated réjections.- It was not analogous tò the 
case’ of Colonel Hamilton. The claims of Colonel Laurens 
had already been settled, even before the formation of the 
présent Government, and his receipt received for the pay- 
ment of every cent due. Such was not the case as re- 
garded Colonel Hamilton; there was no doubt of the debt 
due, and.no such receipt existed, for the strong reason 
that nothing had previously been paid. Colonel L. 
died in 1781 or ’82, and now a claim was advanced, with 
compound interest, four times.a year for forty years, Who 


ever heard of the like? For thése several reasons he should: 


oppose the bill. A . 

The bill was supported by Mr. HAYNE, and opposed 
by Mr. SMITH and. Mr. MANGUM. 

- The question was then put, and the bill was ordered to 
a third reading, by the following vote: 

YEAS.——Messrs. Buckner, Chambers, Clayton, Clay, 
Dallas, ‘Dudley, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Johnston, 
Knight, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Web- 
ster, Wilkins. —23. 

”*NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Dickerson, Foot, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Mangum, Marcy, Ruggles, Smith, Tazewell, 
White.--11. an - 

BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. DALLAS, pursuant to the notice he had given 
some days before, moved that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to modify and continue the 
act incorporating the. subscribers to the Bank of the 
United States. — 

‘The motion was agreed to--yeas 24. . 

“Mr. DALLAS then stated, that, having brought this 


question before the Senate, he should content himself 


with this success, and would not, at this late: hour. of the 
day, enter into the views which he proposed to present to 
the Senate. He would therefore move that the Senate 
now adjourn; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


Wenpyespar, May 23. 


Mr. POINDEXTER moved that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolution- reported 
by him some time since, authorizing the President to cause 
an equestrian statue of General Washington to be execut- 
ed, but the Senate refused to sustain thè motion. 


. BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The:Senate then took up the bill to modify and continue 
the act to incorporate’ the’subscribers to the Bank of the 
United States. atk 

Mr. DALLAS rose, and said, the interest inseparably at- 
tached to the subject under consideration, had, since the 
memorials from the stockholders and directors of this 
bank were presented to both Houses of Congress, led to 
such exploring investigations, and such ample and authen- 
tic developments, as must make any detailed or elaborate 
discussion tedious and unnecessary. It had been the ef- 
fort of the committee of the Senate, to whom the subject 
was confided, to facilitate every inquiry, and to furnish 
every information which could be desired. Their labors, 
however, were in a great measure superseded by the 
course pursued in the other branch of the Legislature; by 
the appointment of a committee’ to scrutinize the affairs 
ofthe bank, to examine such matters as were deemed par- 
ticularly worthy of examination, and to report at large the 
results. . “Three reports had recently-been made; accom- 
panied. by. voluminous documents; and although, when, 


some days ago, ‘he [Mr.-D.].gavé-notice of hig‘infention to 
call the bill up at the present time, it was ‘supposed that 
all these reports and documents would now be upon their 
tables, circumstances ‘over which no control could be ex- 
ercised by himself, or any of the committee of which he 
was chairman, have yet prevented their being supplied 
with them. Nevertheless, the principal facts and deduc- 
tions were. doubtless incorporated in the three reports al- 
ready published in the daily journals; and as the members 
of the Senate have had access to these, he might assume 
that they were in possession of all the information desired 
at this moment.. He expected to receive the rest of the 
papers from day to day. From these sources, in connex- 
ion with the printed ‘statements and official communica- 
tions, themselves bulky, already before the Senate, details 
so ample and satisfactory can be deduced, that he had 
thought any introductory remarks more a: matter of for- 
mality than of utility. He should be as brief as possible. 

The great question involved in the bill then under con- 
sideration was, whether the Congress of the United States 
would prolong the existence of a national institution erect- 
ed, sixteen years ago, for wise and salutary purposes. 
Shall it be permitted to expire, agreeably to the limita- 
tion of its charter, on the 3d of March, 1836? Undoubt- 
edly the question was of considerable importance: of im- 
portance to the political, financial, and ccmmerc‘al inte- 
rests of the country, the whole country; of importance to 
the American people in their diversified transactions of 
trade, in the every-day affairs of life, in the necessity of 
preparing themselves for such.a shock to their social con- 
dition and active employments, as must inevitably follow 
upon a decision adverse to the continuance of the corpo- 
ration. High and momentous as the question was, he 
hoped it would be encountered and canvassed by the Se- 
nate as one purely and merely of legislative business; 
divested of bias or prejudice of every kind; with a single 
view to the discharge of a representative duty to the com- 
munity at large. lt was, indeed, impossible, secing what 
we constantly saw, and reading daily what daily appeared 
in the newspapers of every quarter of the country, not to 
know that considerations naturally extraneous and irrele- 
vant had gradually become mixed up with this question, 
and had given it a character and direction alike foreign 
and injurious to it. He would invoke from the wisdom, 
and virtue, and patriotism, of the grave council he ad- 
dressed, the calmest, the most candid, and most upright 
reflection: at least, if it were impossible to throw aside all 
feeling or prepossession, he was confident that every Se- 
nator would struggle to repress and subdue it: he felt no 
doubt that such would be the prevailing, if not universal, 
disposition. Inthe absence of all improper feeling, af- 
fecting the subject, he might be allowed to say as to him- 
self, personally, that he should perhaps stand in ‘need, if 
not on the present, perhaps on some future occasions, of 
the indulgence of the Senate; when he confessed the ex- 
istence of that species of bias which cannot but .in some 
degree, though, he trusted, not in a measure to blind or 
mislead his judgment, arise from an undying and ever-in- 
creasing veneration for the wisdom and patriotism of the 
author-of the-charter now under discussion. This was the 
only feeling of which he was at all conscious. ; 

The Senate had been impelled to the discharge of this 
piece of legislative business in a variety of ways, and by 
countless memorials and petitions. The voluminous pa- 
pers which were crowded to the Secretary’s desk, ever 
since its introduction, speak no ordinary language. A 
very large number of the citizens of the United States, 
in their separate and individual capacities, affixed their 
signatures to these documents, and interposed their earnest 
prayers that this institution should be prolonged in dura- 
tion. Many public corporations, actively engaged in the 
business of the world, even those of a rival character, 
competitors in the vast money transactions ofthe country, 
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häving felt, frankly acknowledge its ‘Beneficial influence, | principal managers, to listen to any imputations without a 


i ni ir tials, anxiously as well as! conviction of their injustice, y j 
PEE E T ERE f Rising | He would also venture to say, that if any one, for the 
in the | purpose of depreciating the institution itself, or of awaken- 
but jing jealousies and prejudices, should undertake to impugn 


generously requesting’ fhe renewal of the charter. 
a step highér, numerous assemblies of the péople, 
East, the West, and the North, convened solely, 


and the most sincere regret.: 


isgui Ji i ` “Cot V Motives, or 1 characters of those by 
openly and undisguisedly, to deliberate upon this matter, the conduct, motives, ‘or persona’ c of | 
bed, with tbe im ooa eight to which such assemblies whom it has ‘been conducted, the materials for complete 


are always entitled, 


orwarded their solicitous petitions and final vindication would be found at ‘hand, in, the re- 


for the renewal of the charter, And one step still further: | ports and documentary evidence furnished“ from the com- 


many of the legislative bodies of the respective States of| mittee of the other House. — 


the Union, those very bodies whose voices called into 
official being the members of the Senate, in the formality 
of constitutional representative deliberation, and under 
the solemn responsibilities of their stations, appealed to 
Congress in favor of this bank, and invoked such action as 
would prolong its existence. Indeed, it would seem as if 
our fellow-citizens, in all parts of the country, individually 
and collectively, had attentively listened to the voice of 
their present Chief Magistrate, by whom they had been 
wisely invited to the consideration of the subject more 
than two years ago; and had, now that_the proper occa- 
sion arrived, come forward to express the results of that 
consideration, with unequivocal prayers for the re-enact- 


ment of the charter. To a pressure so perfectly legiti- pendence, S 
i E x a its|Jects, from the creation of the Bank. of North America, 


The Senate, he| under the auspices of Robert Morris, in 1781, to that of 


mate in its character, and distinct and respectful 
tone, Congress could not be insensible. 


It ill became him, however, 
to presuppose that such.a course of discussion would be 
introduced. ^ : te Ng aie 
The essential and paramount objects for the enactment 
of the charter of the bank, in 1816, were doubtless well 
remembered by the Senators present. They were, the 
establishment of a. sound and uniform national currency; 
the creation of a fit instrument for the collection and distri- 
bution of the public revenue; the restoration of specie 
payments, then unlawfully suspended by all the State 
banks, the sole manufactories of the circulatin: medium; 
and the designation of a safe agency wherewith to facili- 
tate the general financial operations of the Government. 
Every hour’s éxperience, since the declaration of inde- 
had proved the vast importance ‘of these ob- 


doubted not, would respond to it, at least by disposing of| the first Bank of the United States, projected by Alexah- 


the question as one of urgent legislative business. 
their duty to terminate it, one way or another. 
The chief feature of the bill reported by the committee, 
and now before thé Senate, wasits first section, containing, 
as it docs, an allowance of the prayers of the many me- 
morialists to whom he had referred, by continuing in force 
and operation the act ineorporatng the Bank of the 
United States for the term of fifteen years. In recom- 
mending this, the committee looked to the national insti- 
tution; its structure, its purposes, its tendencies, its ne- 
cessary and natural course of operations, its limitations, 
conditions, and restrictions, as it emanated from the 
legislative mould sixteen years ago. And they could dis- 
cern no reason for any substantial change. They could 
not be affected, in the formation of this judgment, by any 
scrutiny into the personal conduct or motives of those to 
whose management the general powers of the corporation 
had, atany time, been confided. The abuse of a public 
office may disqualify its incumbent, but furnishes no argu- 
ment whatever for the abolition of the office itself. Every 
thing which human ingenuity has devised, or can devs 
for good, may be misapplied, and be made the means of 
mischief. ‘The most beneficent: trusts, guarded ‘in the 
most careful manner, may be unfaithfully administered by 
bad and selfish agents. What office, eee judicial, 
or executive, could be permanent, could escape early de- 
struction, if its existence were made dependent upon the 
wisdom, purity, and virtue of the human being who hap- 
pened to hold it? With such a principle, we should be 
forever, and perhaps every year, remodelling our whole 
Government organization, abolishing establishments, offi- 
ces, and institutions; reconstructing a fresh series only 
that the perpetually recurring frailties of man might 
lead again and unceasingly to the work of destruction and 
renovation. 3 
He (Mr. D.] would not be supposed, in “these re- 
marks, to intimate that the committee entertained, for one 
moment, the slightest suspicion that the existing charter, 
or any of its privileges, had been, by the stockholders, 
directors, or any of the officers, perverted or misused, in 
the Ieast degree. Such suspicions could not be entertained 
by any one acquainted with the subject, and with the in- 
dividuals referred to. For his own part, he had been too 
long conversant with the general course of operations in 
the institution, and had enjoyed too many opportunities of 
orrectly estimating the worth and intelligence of its 


Vou. VIE.—60 


It was|der Hamilton, in 1791, and especially during the five 


years of peace and of war which intervened between the 

expiration of the charter in 1811, and its revival in a new’ 
form in 1816. During the forty-three years which have 

elapsed since the adoption of the constitution, the country 

has been without a national bank only seven years; the 

national objects adverted to were, of course, for those 

seven years wholly neglected; and it can be asserted . 
without danger of denial, that five of those years teemed 

with more. commercial disaster, fiscal embarrassment, 

trading inconvenience, and fraudulent money transactions, 

than were witnessed before, or than can possibly be 

witnessed during the existence of a wisely and discreetly 

administered Bank of the United States. He [Mr. D.] 

forbore making references to historical facts, further than 

was absolutely necessary. They were familiar in the 

actual experience, and fresh in the memory of those 

whom he addressed; and they were abundant to prove the 

vast, the vital importance of the objects he had enume- 

rated as the fundamental objects contemplated by the 

charter of 1816. i . : 

The attainment of these great objects was, however, 
to be accomplished in a manner compatible with a jealous 
protection of the political liberties, a full security of the 
civil rights, an anxious solicitude for the convenience, and 
an ardent desire for the social happiness and prosperity 
of the whole American people. Hence, while a bank 
was selected as the means for effectuating the desired 
purposes, the act of its incorporation, its charter, was 
loaded with multiplied, efficacious, and insurmountable 
restrictions and limitations; the supervisory intérposition 
of the Government was established; summary proceedings 
were preordained for investigation and judicial trial; and 
the highest penalties prescribed for infractions of the 
charter. Every necessary mode of reaching the corpo- 
ration, either to correct its abuses, to control. its tenden- 
cies, or to-punish its illegal acts, was carefully chalked out 
in advance, and held within. the power of national legisla- 
tion. He [Mr. D.] would not enter upon a detailed re- 
view of the provisions of the charter; the Senate and the 
people are alike well informed of them all; and he would 
only add, that the committee believed no more perfect 
mode of achieving, and of still preserving now that they 
are achieved, the great national objects to which he had 
referred, can be devised, than the one delineatéd in that 
instrument, / 
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Nor could. the committee-be: insensible, not merely to struck out,, of- moulded. into such form as would mect the 


the inutility, but to the positively disastrous consequences, 
to: the. people, and to their Government, of substituting, 


approbation of the Senate. 


1. -The first modification, if it can be properly so. called, 


for the present, anotlier. Bank of the’ United States; of|.confers upon thé corporation the authority of appointing 


compelling this to close its enormous business, or to trans- 
-fer it to -othér hands; of leaving the immense interests of 
‘the: industrious; enterprising, and prosperous people of 
our country, to the extent of more than a bundred millions 
of dollars, to. be rapidly, if not. suddenly, -shifted in 
arrangement, responsibility, and connexion; or of again 
committing the monetary system of the entire confederacy 
to the charge of local and detached and conflicting State 
institutions, over which no control..whatever could be ex- 
ercised.: Suchan unnecessary, involuntary, forced di- 
version of thé:great streams of commercial and moneyed 
operations could not-be effected without. incalculable and 
incurable injury to every class, and especially. to the Ia- 
borious; and most worthy, and ‘most useful class, and 
without, sacrificing’ many. of the great purposes of Go- 
vernment for which. the constitution was formed. Where- 
fore, indeed, should such an experiment be made? The 
‘practical operations of.the existing bank, under -its now 
matured system, have attained every desired object. The 
currency is uniform, and representing a metallic basis; it 
The collec- 


worked well; it had produced more benefit than they by 
whom it was originally framed had anticipated, andut had 
produced less injury, if, indeed, it can. justly be chargea- 
ble with any, than was feared by those who opposed its 


establishment. To speak of it in terms of unqualified 
panegyric, he [Mr. D.] wasnot prepared; but certainly it 
would be extravagant to expect.more to be accomplished, 
and to be accomplished in, a better manner, by an institu- 
tion so complicated, so'cumbersome in size, so detached 
in-parts, and of course. liable; like all other human agen- 
cies,to bé more or Jess affected by the frailties, the follies, 
a} - passions “of the. human beings who: compose or 
impel its ee TOAL e “sitet Bae 
Intentionally avoiding any anticipation of the objections 
which may be made to the passage of the- bill, Mr: -D5 
confined himself to this general view of the reasons which 
influenced the committee in reporting the re-enactment 
of the charter. Should the discussion make it necessary 
heréafter, he felt assured that every difficulty may be 
briefly and frankly surmounted. f eye 
The Senate would: perceive that five modications of the 
-existing charter have been suggested by the committee, 
and that `a compensation or bonus for the renewal is re- 
quiréd.” He would hastily make a few remarks as to each 
of them, Four of these modifications were, in his opinion, 
either unnecessary- or injurious: they were, however, 


two or more officers to sign and countersign the notes of 
the bank, the denomination of which shall be less than 
one hundred déllars. The present charter exacts the 
performance of this arduous duty from the president and 
the principal cashier. It is one to which they are physi- 
cally incompetent. -Their labors. are necessarily directed 
constantly to other objects, objects less mechanical and of 
much higher moment. It would be impossible for these 
two officers, were they even to give all their time exclu- 
sively to signatures, tó furnish. a sufficient amount of cir- 
culation. They must be aided in this department of duty, 
‘or they must neglect it. Congress. had, on several occa- 
sions before this, been apprised of the embarrassment 
experienced from this cause, but circumstances have here- 
tofore interposed to preclude the relief solicited. The 
committee have deemed it beneficial: and the more so, be- 
cause, by rendering unnecessary the continuance of the 
expedient resorted to by the bank, in the issue of branch 
orders, one topic of complaint may be removed, and the 
dangers and facilities of forgery be diminished. 

2. The second modification prohibits the issuing by the 
corporation of any notes of a denomination less than. fifty 
dollars, unless they are payable at the bank’ or branch 
whence they are issued. Mr. D, must confess that he 
could not esteem this as of any importance. It was de- 
signed as a check upon the operations of the respective 
branches: to prevent their paying out notes which were 
payable at other branches, and thus as it were pushing 
into circulation paper which the branch that pays it out 
is not bound to redeem in specie. 

3. Thė third modification made it obligatory upon the 
corporation to receive at the bank, or at any of its offices 
of discount and deposite, in payment of balances due it by 
State banks, notes issued by, and payable at any other 
branch. ‘This seemed to'him to prescribe a duty utterly 
impracticable to any moneyed institution of this. extent. 
It involved, in effect, the principle that the notes of the 
bank were to be payable at every one of the twenty-five 
offices now in being, and at every other which may here- 
after. be established. Could that be done? Was it possi- 
ble to have the capital of the bank, in ‘specie, at every 
place, at the same time? If bound to redeem all their 
notes, no matter. whence issued, at all their offices, their 
gole specie capital, in fact, all the resources of the insti- 
tution; ought to be, at the same instant, in the vaults of 
every office. If each branch be. bound to receive the 
notes of other branches in payment, it is equivalent in 
practical result to obliging itto pay specie for those notes. 
Asa matter of courtesy and accommodation, it is done 
now. While cach’branch has the discretion to receive or 
reject, according to the situation of its own peculiar busi- 
ness.and. proper means, it may carry on the operation 
unembarrassed; ‘but if. made a matter of obligation, cach 
branch wotld.at once be at the mercy of the State banks 
in. its neighborhood, who, by collecting the notes of other 
branches, ` might, in: a moment of adjusting balances, 
pounce down upon it, exhaust its vaults, and compel it to 
close its doors. ‘This suggestion was, however, some- 
what a favorite with a -member of the committee, and to 
him, therefore, its further explanation is left. 

4. The fourth modification makes it unlawful for the 
corporation to hold longer than two years, after acquiring 
title, any real estate, except such as is necessary for the 
transacting of its business. .The existing charter mant- 
fested much jealousy with regard to the acquisition of 
landed property by this moneyed institution, and a restric- 
tion in this particular had been carefully prescribed. Real 
estate is, in truth, not the material for banks; they can do 


nothing advantageously with it: what they desire is that 
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is“ readily: cohvertible;. transferable, 
Landexacts more time, attention, and expense, 
can‘afford, compared with éther objects, to give it: 
do not want it, atid only take it as a last resort, to 
positive loss.. Shortly after this charter went into. opera- 


tion, however, in the years 1819, 1820, 1821, very reluc-| of the United States, 


manageable. question which he was aware would actuate the suffiages 
than they|of many of the Senators present- The constitiitional 
they | power to establish a 
to avoid a| for so-many- years, 


bank had been asserted and sustained 
-by every department of the Govern- 
ment; and had-been so long acquiesced in. by the people 
that, according to his repeatedly. ex- 


tantly on the part of the bank, it legally became possessed, pressed desire ‘of aiding: to give permanency and stability 
especially in Cincinnati, of real estate to ‘a considerable] to the institutions of the country, ‘he must- consider. the 


amount; and though it be satisfactorily shown, that it had [matter as 
according to the provisions of the act of/over again; 


been acquired 
incorporation, and had’ been judiciously and faithfully 
treated, and as rapidly parted with as was consistent with 
the interests of the institution, yet great jealousies and dis- 
trusts seemed tó have prevailed upon the subject, 
these impelled the committee to report the- present re- 


striction; not that they believed these jealousies and dis- trol. X 
trusts to be well founded; but because they deemed it of| the topic, 


importance to do all that could ‘safely be done to obviate 

objections to'an establishment so extensively useful. 
5. The fifth modification prevents the existence in 

one State of more than two offices of discount and depo- 


ahd | member, 


definitively settled, andat rest.” It had, ‘over’and 
been’ ably. and elaborately discussed’ in’ both 
Houses of Congress, and before thethighest judicial tribu- 
nal of the nation, by the strongest minds: ` These discus- 
sions wêre all collected, and in the’ possession of every 
in the volume recently compiled by the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, and placed under our con- 
No‘ingenuity or learning could shed new light upon 
and-he presumed such would be the opinion’ of 
all whom he addressed, how strong soever might be'the 
conscientious convictions of some that it -had heretofore 


any | been erroneously determined. 


He had now said all that. he deemed it material or pro- 


site, and not more than one unless more than one be alrea-| per to say at this opening stage of the discussion’ on the 


dy established. If there be now two, they are to remain; | bill. c a ight 
when there are, asin New York, three, one is to-be with-|he was not desirous to anticipate objections, 
be | refrain from further -trespassing‘on the attention of the 


drawn; and where none are yet located, but one is to 


permitted. The expediency of this provision has been, and | Senate, 


may still be, justly doubted. One State at least, Alaba- 
ma, wlready having a branch, is desirous of a second. 
Like the third modification which he {Mr, D.] had noticed, 
the present one springs from a perfectly fair disposition 
to protect, to every reasonable extent, the interests of the 


He was conscious that much might be added: but 
and would 


until asense of duty compelled him to it. - 

Mr. BENTON then inquired if it was the intention of 
the friends of the bill to urge on the discussion, before the 
documents ordered to be printed were laid on the tables. 

Mr. DALLAS dislaimed any such intention. He 
thought it probable that,if the Senate were.now to adjourn; 
the reports and documents might be furnished by the time 


State banks, and it is founded upon this consideration: 
wherover it is useful or necessary for the attainment of the the Senate, would meet. to-morrow.. He had expected 
national objects—of: collecting and disbursing the re- that the documents would haye.been printed before this 
venues--there let an office of discount and deposite be|day,when he gave notice of his intention to call up the bill. 
fixed; but, where those objects are not in view, let the | He was not disposed to urge the discussion any further, 
field of ordinary banking business be left exclusively to|until the whole of the information’ was before the Senate. 
State institutions. In other words, unless the principle} Mr. WEBSTER said that no one wished to continue the 
upon which the creation of a Bank of the United States | discussion until all the lights which could be shed on the 
is deemed alone constitutional. or expedient, is also in subject were obtained. But.he might not be disposed to 
reality the basis for the location of a branch, it ought not to wait until all the documents ordered by the other House 
exist, However sound this suggestion may be, as far as could be printed. These documents were not under the 
it goes, it obviously overlooks, in his [Mr. D.’s} opinion, |control of the Senate. They had reached a late period 
one of the constitutional foundations of the bank, that is, [of the session. The voice of the country, if it, demands. 
the maintenance of a uniform, sound currency. This isjany thing, demands legislative action on this subject. Two 
essential in every part of the country; and the proposed [or three weeks ago, the House ordered these documents 
inhibition might dangerously interfere with its attainment. {to be printed, and he had been daily expecting them. 
The sixth provision relates to the compensation to be |The different reports had been published in the newspa- 
paid into. the treasury assan equivalent for the franchise | pers: and he was desirous to see the documents on. which 
conferred by a renewal of the charter; that is, the bonus |these reports were grounded, but he was not disposed to 
from the bank. It was known that the adoption of any | wait very long. It would be recollected that the report 
rule upon this subject, or of any amount, must in a great |of the committee of the House was hostile to the institu- 
degree be arbitrary. Many projects werc under consider-|tion. They might not therefore see the importance of ex- 
ation before the committee, but they have preferred the | pediting the printing, as the otherside did. At any rate, 
one oftenest tried and best understood. Itis proposed jit was not a subject. over which the Senate had any con- 
that the bank shall pay one million five hundred thousand |trol. He hoped the papers might be expected without 
dollars in three successive annual instalments of five hun- lany further delay. He was not willing to push the discussion , 
dred thousand dollars each. ‘The sum is the same that{against the inclinations of Senators, but he was unwilling 
was exacted at the period of giving the charter; and al-|to put off the discussion too far. He was willing to gointo- 
though it be recollected that the term of prolongation is| executive business this afternoon, to give time for the docu- 
fifteen instead of twenty years, less by one-fourth, it] ments to be furnished. But he could not consent to put this 
should not be forgotten that the institution in’1816 was| question aside. It was late in the session; they had reach- 
untried, unformed, in embryo; now, it is matured, in the}ed the usual period of adjournment. A long notice had 
full tide of success, and infinitely more competent to pay|been given, and he was anxious that the discussion should 
the same amount, even for the shorter term. “This mode| now proceed, without interruption, until its termination. 
of stipulating the bonus obtained preference, owing alsof Mr. BUCKNER moved that the Senate proceed to the 
to its simplicity and certainty, when contrasted with the | consideration of executivevnusiness.. ` : 
plan, proposed clsewhere, of requiring interest upon the} . The CHAIR decided that such motion was notin order 
public deposites—a plan which must be accompanied by | while the bill was pending, and could only be received in- 
practical difficulties in details, and which, by the reduc-| formally, if there was no objection. ~~~ 
tions of the revenue, might ultimately yield less than it} Mr. GRUNDY said he entirely concurred with the Se. 
was thought reasonable and proper to require. nator from Massachusetts,as to the importance of going 
Mr. D. had intentionally avoided any recurrence to aj on with this discussion: and he. hoped the Senate ` would 
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go into'executive business until the. documents should be 
furnishedis ees ee i kaea y 
Mr.:MOORE objected to this course, on account of the 
thinness of the Senate.: He-intimated- that -he desired 
time to. look at the:docùments, ashe proposed to move an 
amendnient-to the. bill, to impose further restrictions on 
‘the bank... He moved to postpone the further considera- 
‘tion of the bill until Monday. pie yee ae 
© Mr. WEBSTER expressed his concurrence. in the 
views thrown out by the Senator.from Tennessee. . If it 
was an earlier period of the session, he-would also be 
happy. to aid the views of the gentleman from Alabama, 
as far as, his vote-could go. -But it was very late in the 
session. -He was willing to go into executive business for 
-the residue of. this day; and evén during the whole of to- 
morrow, .if the documents- were-not printed before that 
time, but he should. not feel. disposed to give his vote for 
-ady longer delay. ae at ee x 
-- Mr- MOORE persisted in his motion to postpone.. 
Mr. EWING asked for the yeas and nays on the motion. 
At the suggestion of Mr. GRUNDY, Mr. MOORE then 
withdrew his motion. mS - ` 
~The. motion.of Mr. Bucxxer was then informally re- 
-e¢ived, and agreed to. _ : ; 
_ The. Senate then proceeded to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business; and, after: remaining about an hour with 
doors closed, = i 
_o The Senate adjourned. 


i : a . Tuursnay, May 24. 

A resolution offered yesterday by Mr. Rozstys, refer- 
ring it to the Committee on the Library to inquire into 
the expediency of erecting an equestrian statue of Wash- 
ington, executed in bronze, in the square east of the ca- 
pitol, was taken up and agreed to. 


‘BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. — 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, the Senate resumed, as, in 
Committee. of the Whole, the consideration of the bill 
Authorizing a subscription on the part of the United States 
to the ‘stock of the Baltimore. and Obio Railroad Compa- 
ny; and the bill having been read, `- 

` Ms. CHAMBERS. made afew remarks in its support, 
„and called for the yeas and nayson the question. _ 
Mr. MILLER rose toask the amount of the appropriation 
proposed to beinvestedin this road. ‘The number of sharés 
to be subscribed for were ten thousand, and he wished 
to know how much would be expended in their purchase. 
Mr. SMITI answered that the sum proposed to be ap- 
propriated was a million of dollars. 
Mr. MILLER said he should like to know what was now 
the price of the stock of this company in the market. If, 
said he, we ate to go iñto this stockjobbing transaction, 
we ought to. be informed whether it is. likely: to prove a 
“profitabl profitable: concern. He entertained the 
strongest objections to this speci¢s of transactions, min- 
gling the affairs of the.Government with those. of a private 
_company. . If we‘aré,. said he, to appropriate money for 
internal improvements, I had. rather.see the money. given 
away-at once, than thus joining in the speculations ofin- 
dividuals. Your Secretary of the Treasury, in represent- 
‘ing: the interests of the United States, will be continually 
coming in conflict with opposite interests in the institution, 

` andthe interests.of the United States will always be in 
‘the minority. ` 


“Mr. SMITH said he was not able to give the. gentle- 


each. Half the subscription had been paid up; and there 
was no doubt, from the characters of the subscribers, that 
all would eventually be paid. So far, then, as related to 
this much, the stock was safe. The State of Maryland 
had passed a law authorizing a lateral road to Washing- 
ton city. This was found to be practicable, and the road 
would be constructed, provided Congress gave the aid 
contemplated in the bill. Mr. S. would not enter into a 
comparison of the relative merits of canals and railroads. 
He believed, however, that railroads had the advantage. 
In the first instance, they were passable at all seasons. of 
the year, which was not the case with canals; and they 
gave greater facilities to the transportation of the mails 
than had ever yet been known in this country. This had 
been fully. demonstrated in the’ Baltimore, railroad, be- 
tween that place and Frederick; for the mail is now car- 
ried to Wheeling in two days, whereas it formerly could 
only be carried there in four, When the road is completed, 
the mail will be carried to Wheeling in thirty hours. 
These were advantages which it was important to con- 
sider in making up an opinion on the merits of the bill. 
When the subject was before the Scnate on a former oc- 
casion, some gentlemen urged thai a railroad of some ten 
or fifteen miles might.pe earried into successful operation; 
but that it would. be impossible to succeed with one as 
far as the Cumberland mountains, . What was before 
doubt and uncertainty, Mr. S. said was-now rendered cer- 
tain. The experience on the Baltimore railroad, as far as 
Frederick, sufficiently demonstrated that the most san- 
guine anticipations of its friends could be fully realized. 

_. This railroad, he might now say, was in full operation 
to the Point of Rocks,.into the very interior of the coun- 
try. Such was-a general outline of the subject; it was 
one of a truly national character. For, let us suppose, 
that it.is extended further into the interior, say to the 
Ohio, the intercourse will be completed in thirty hours, 
he might say less; a thing which could not be accom- 
plished. by canals, or any other mode: whatever. In re- 
ply to aletter of his, proposing certain queries, he had a 
communication, which would save him the-trouble of cal- 
culation. .Mr..S. then read a comparative statement of 
the. cost of transportation by the railroad and-by the turn- 


-pike. -He stated that the cost of transportation of a barrel 


of flour from the Point of Rocks to Baltimore on the 
railroad was only twenty-seven cents; by the turnpike, 
seventy-five cents; thus saving to the agriculturists at least 
two-thirds: A ton. of iron by the railroad, about three 
dollars and seventeen cents; by the turnpike, upwards of 
ten dollars. This iron was conveyed some twelve miles to 
Frederick, and thence to Baltimore, a distance of seventy 


‘miles, and, after paying the expense of the. first twelve 


miles, was conveyed this distance at less expense than 
iron obtained not many miles from Baltimore... To other 
questions put by him, he had received information respect- 
ing the length of the rails now laid, together with their ex- 


„pense. And he had since later information, that warehouses, 


for.the accommodation of the produce transported, were 
built at the Point of Rocks; and that when the double track 
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|. The question on Mr. Grownx’s motion was then-taken, 
and carried, and the Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business. -When the doors: weré opened, ` 
‘The Senate adjourned. PR aes” : 
Dy Earp ay, May 25.. i 
_ INTEREST—PROTESTED RAFTS. 
A joint resolution. reported: by. the Committeé.on Fi- 
nance to authorize the Secretary of: the’ Navy: ‘to allow 

interest-in certain cases, was.thén taken up. 0-20.96 0 us 
Mr- SMITH explained that this resolution wasto: autho- 
rize the Secretary to pay the interest on bills dyawn from. 
foreign stations. . He adverted to-the: fact ‘that -bills pro- 
perly drawn on.the department had. been : protested; sent 
back, and had been returned with an addition’ of twenty 
per cent. damages. Another case would have occurred 
at this session, for want of funds, had. not-the Secretary 
put his endorsement.on. the draft; and, ön this security, 
the bank: gave the amount of the draft, with: the ex- 
ception of the interest. This resolution was intended to 
meet such .cases, as the bank, on receipt of the interest, 
would always be ready to give money. for the drafts. 4 
Mr. HAYNE made. one.or two remarks in opposition to 
the resolution. He was desirous to meet. every special 
case with a special law. He moved to lay this resolution 
on the table, and the-motion was carried in the affirmative. 


RAILROAD. ` a 


Mr. CHAMBERS moved that the Senate take up the 
bill to authorize a subscription to the stock of the Balti- 
more and Ohio railroad, and asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were-ordered. _ err hee 

The question being taken, the result was as'follows: | 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Ewing, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Nau- 
dain, Robbins, Ruggles, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, White, 
Wilkins.—18. < 2 ; ' 

NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robinson, Seymour, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, ‘Troup, Waggaman, White.—-21. 

So the motion was rejected. ` : 

BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
to continue the Bank of the United States... “ ve 

Mr. WEBSTER said that though he was entirely satis- 
fied with the general view taken by the chairman of: the 
committee, (Mr. Danzas, ] and with his explanation of the 
details of the bill, yet there were a few topics, upon which 
he desired to offer some remarks; and if no other gentle- 
man wished at present to address the Senate, he would 
avail himself of this opportunity. as 

A considerable portion of the active part of life has 
elapsed, said Mr. W., since you and I, Mr. President; and 
three or four other gentlemen, now in the Senate, acted 
1 our respective parts in the passage of the bill creating 
acted on at once. At this late period of the session it was} the present Bank of the United States. We have lived 
time that something should be done. There was thie tariff; to little purpose, as public men, if the experience of this 
question, the land question, and the question of the bank, | period has not enlightened our judgments, and enabled 
all equally important, and it was immaterial to him which| us to revise our opinions; and to correct any. errors into 
of them had the preference, so that some one of them was! which we may have fallen, if such errors there. were, 
actedon at once. If there was to be a further postpone-| either in regard to the géneral utility of a national bank 
ment of the bank bill, he hoped the Senate would take| or the details of its constitution. I trust it will not be un- 
up one of the others he had named; and-he would, to-| becoming, the occasion, if I allude to your own import- 
morrow, ask for the consideration of one of them, if the| ant agency in that transaction. The bill incorporating 
discussion on-the bank question was not then continued.. | the bank, and giving it a constitution, proceeded from a 

Mr. GRUNDY remarked, that he had no wish toèdelay| committee of. the House of Representatives, of which you 
the discussion. As to the time or manner, he had no-| were chairman, and was conducted through that House 
thing to say. The committee who had charge of the bank | under your distinguished lead. Having recéntly looked 
bill could press it in their own way and in their own time. /back to the proceedings.of that day, I must be permitted 
All he now wanted was to proceed to the consideration of| to say that I have perused the speech by which the sub. 
executive business, for which the public service was now| ject was introduced to‘the consideration of the House 
suffering. Pipe ot `.. bwith a revival of the feeling of approbation and pleasure ` 


was completed, and steam. power employed, the distance 
would be accomplished.in seven hours.: Thence the open- 
ing to Leesburg, to Winchester, &c. and thereby facilitate 
the mail gonveyance. Mr. S.. further stated that two 
millions of the stock subscription; amounting to fifty-per- 
cent., had already been paidin. They did not call on the 
Government for any advance till after the Ist. of July, 
1833, when the public debt would be paid off: After 
stating the weekly and monthly receipts from the railroad 
as at present in operation, which presented a favorable 
result, Mr. S. concluded his remarks by expressing his 
hope that the object he proposed .would be carried into 
execution. 3 

Mr. MANGU M thought the bill embraced certain appro- 
priations, which involved principles of much consideration. 
The appropriations already passed this session were nume- 
rous, both by public and private bills, the pension bill, &c.; 
and such being the case, he hoped that if the vote should 
be taken on this question, it would be done with delibera- 
tion. It called fora million of dollars, and yet he (Mr. M.] 
conceived that it was of little more magnitude, as regarded 
its merits, than a private internal improvement bill. Many 
Senators were now absent; and although it was not his 
intention to throw any obstacles in the way of its being fairly 
discussed, he would move that it be now laid on the table. 

A division being called for, it was decided in the affirma- 
tive=-yens 20, nays 14, 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate then took up the bill to modify and continue 
the act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of the 
United States, 

Mr. GRUNDY observed that, if any member wished to]: 

address the Senate, he should throw. ne obstacle in the 
way; but, if the Senate was disposed to postpone further 
discussion until to-morrow, when the documents expected 
might come in, the balance of the day might be profitably 
employed in executive session, ‘There was some execu- 
tive business to be transacted, for which the public service 
was suffering, and he thought it could then be acted on 
better than to interrupt a discussion going on, on an im- 
portant subject. For his part, he had rather hear an un- 
broken argument on the bank question, and he would, 
therefore, move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he had stated yesterday that, on 
account of the absence of the documents ordered by the 
Senate, and which were necessary for facilitating the dis- 
cussion, he was willing to wait until to-morrow. He 
had, therefore, no objection to passing the bill by at pre- 
sent, and going into executive session; but he was unwil- 
ling to delay the subject longer than to-morrow; and, as a 
member of the committee, he should feel it his duty to 
press the consideration of the subject at that time. 

Mr. CLAY thought that the important subjects of pub- 
lic interest which were pressing on the Senate should be 
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with which T heard. ity and I will add, that it would not, | was,-the power reserved to the Government of appointing 
perhaps, ‘now, be-casy*to fiùd a-better brief: synopsis of| five of the directors. ‘We had had noexperience of ourown 
those’principles of cutréncy and of banking, which, since’ of the effect of such Government interference in the direc- 
they spring from the tiature of money and of-commerce, tion of the bank; ‘and in other countries it had been found 


“must. be essentially the same, at all times, inall commercial | that such 


cotamunities,-than that speech contains. The other gentle- 
men now with usin the Senate, all of them, I believe, 
“concurred with the chairman of the committee, and voted 
for the bill. My own vote-was against it.. This is a mat- 
ter of little importance; but it is connected with other 
circumstances, to ‘which Iwill, for a moment, advert. 
. The gentlémen with whom I acted- on that-oecasion, had 
no doubts :of the constitutional power ‘of Congress to es- 
tablish.a national bank; nor had we any doubts of the 
general utillty: of an institution. of that’ kind. We had, 
indeed, most of us, -voted; for a- bank, at a preceding ses- 
sion. But the object of:our regard was.not whatever 
might be called:a bank.. ` We required that. it should be 
established’ on certain principles, which alone we.deemed 
safe and: useful, made ‘subject to certain fixed liabilities, 
andso guarded. that it could neither move voluntarily, nor 
be moved-by others out of its proper sphere of action: 
The bill, when “first introduced, contamed featurés, to 
which we should: never have assented, and we’ set our- 
selves accordingly to work with a good deal of zeal, in 
order to. effect. sundry. amendments. In some of those 
_proposed amendments, the chairman, and those who acted 
with him, finally concurred. Others they opposed.. The 
. result was, that several most important amendments, as I 
thought, prevailed, But: there still remained, in my opi- 
nion, objections to the bill, which justified a persevering 
opposition till they should be removed. ; 


‘The first. objection was to the magnitude of the capital. | 


In its original form, the bill provided for a capital of thirty- 
five millions, with a power in Congress to increase it to 
fifty millions. ‘This latter provision was struck out on the 
motion of a very intelligent. gentleman from New York, 
(Mr.Cady,) and I believe, sir, with your ‘assent. But I 
was of, ion that a capital of thirty-five millions was more 
than’ was. called for. by the circumstances of the country. 
‘The capital of the first bank was but ten millions, and it 
had not-been shown to. be too Small; and there.certainly 
was no good ground to say that thé business or the wants 
of the country had grown, in the mean time, in the propor- 
tion of thirty-five to ten. But the.state of things has now 
become changed. A greatly increased population, and a 
greatly extended. commercial activity, especially in the 
West and Southwest, evidently requires an enlarged ca- 
pacity in the national bank. . ‘he-capital, therefore, is less 


disproportionate tothe occasion, than it was sixteen years 
ago;.and whatever of disproportion may be thought still 


to controlall. electiotis, and-to: seize on the entire direction 
of the bank. It was-on this.very ground, it. was under 
thé ‘apprehension of this very evil, that the last attempt to 
the bill, made by me, proceeded... That attempt 
notion to.diminish the number of shares, by rais- 
mount.of each from one hundred -dollars.to-four 


one other provision of the-bill, which 
unnecessary and. objectionable: » That 


connéxion- between Government and banking 
institutions produced nothing but evil. The credit. of 
banks has generally been very mùch in proportion to their 
independence of Government control... While acting on 
true commercial principles, they are useful both to Go- 
vernment and the people; but the history of the principal 
moneyed institutions of Europe has demonstrated that 
their efficiency and stability consist very much in their 
freedom from all subjection to State interests and State 
necessities. The real safety to the public lies in the re- 
straints and liabilities imposed by law, and in thè interest 
which the proprietorsthemselves have in a judicious man- 
agement of the affairs of the corporation. I will only say, 
on ‘this part of the subject, that it is unquestionably true 
that the successful career of this institution then commenc- 
ed, when its stock, leaving the hands of speculation, came 
to be owned, for the common purposes of investment, by 
such as desired to make investments, ‘and when ‘the pro- 
prietors exercised their proper discrétion in constituting 
their part of the direction, with a single view of giving to 
the bank a safe and competent administration. 

The question now is, sir, whether this institution shall 
be continued. We ought to treat it as a great public sub- 
ject, to consider it, like statesmen, as it regards the great 
Interests of the country, and with as little mixture as pos- 
sible of all minor motives. ; , 

.The influence of the bank, Mr. President, on the inte- 
rests of the Government, and the interests of the people, 
may bë considered in several points of view. It may be 
regarded as it affects the currency of the country; as it 
affects the collectien and disbursement of the public re- 
venue; as it respects foreign exchanges; as it respects 
domestic exchanges; and as it affects, either generally or 
locally, the agriculture, commerce, or manufactures of 
the Union. ea : f 

-First,-as to the currency of the country. -This is, at all 
times, a most important. political object. <A sound cur- 
rency is an essential and indispensable security for the 
fruits of industry.and honest enterprise. Every man of 
property or industry, every man who desires to preserve 
what he honestly possesses, or to obtain what he can hon- 
estly earn, has a direct interest in maintaining a safe circu- 
lating: medium; such a medium as shall be a real and sub- 
stantial representative of property, not liable to vibrate 
with opinions, not subject to be blown up or blown down 
by the breath of speculation, but niade stable and secure, 
by its immediate relation to that which the whole world 
regards as of permanent value. A disordered currency is 
one of the greatest of political evils: It undermines the 
virtues necessary for the support of the social system, and 
encourages propensities destructive of its happiness. It 


wars. against industry, frugality, and economy; and it fos- 
ters theevil spirits of extravagance and speculation. 


of 
all the contrivances for cheating the laboring classes of 
mankind, none has been more effectual than that which 
deludes them with paper money. — This is the most effect- 


Jual of inventions to fertilize the rich man’s field, by the 
-sweat of the poor man’s brow. ` Ordinary tyranny, oppres- 


sion, excessive taxation, these bear lightly on the happiness 
of the mass of the community, compared with fraudulent 
currencies, and the robberies-committed by depreciated 
paper: Our own history has recorded for our instruc- 
tion enough, and more than enough, of the demoralizing 
tendency, the injustice, and the intolerable oppression on 
the virtuous and well disposed, of a degraded paper cur- 
rency, authorized by law, or any way countenanced by 
Government. 

We all know, sir, that the establishment of a sound and 


juniform currency was one of the great ends contemplated 
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‘mitted to'þe, subject only to the control of Congress; but 
paper, assumirig to -be'a representative of this constituents 
was taking great liberties with it, at the.same time that it 
‘was no way amenable to.its constitutional guardian. : -This 
‘suspension of'specie payments. was: of course immediately 
‘followed by great, depreciation-of the paper. It shortly. 
fell-so. low, that a bill on Boston could not’ be purchased 
at Washington under an advance. of. trom twenty: to.twen- 
ty-five per cent. - I do not mean to.reflect'on the proceed- 
ings of the State banks.. .Perhaps:their best justification 
is to be found: in the readiness. with: which . Government 
itself borrowed of them their- paper, depreciated as it was; 
but it certainly becomes us to regard, attentively, this part 
of our experience, and to.guard, as far as we can, against 
similar. occurrences. foo id ` a ae 
Lam of opinion, sir, that a well conducted national bank: 
has an exceedingly useful and effective operation- on the 
pee paper circulation of the country. . 1 think its ten- 
ency is manifestly to restrain, within some. bounds, the 
paper issues of other institutions. If it bé said, on the 
other hand, that these institutions in turn hold in check 
the issues of the national bank, so much the better. Let 
that check go to its full extent.. An over issue by the bank 
itself, no one can desire. But it.is plain that, by holding 
the State institutions, which come into immediate contact 
with itself and its branches, toan accountability for their 
issues, not yearly.or quarterly, but daily and hourly, an 
important restraint is exercised. Be. it remembered, 
always, that what it is to expect from others, it is to per- 
form itself; and thatits own paper is at all times to turn 
into coin by the first touch of its own counter. oo 
But, Mr. President, so important is this.object, that. I 
think that, far from diminishing, we ought rather toine 
crease and multiply our securities; and I am ‘not prepared 
‘to say that, even with the continuance of the bank char- 
ter, and under its wisest administration, I- regard the 
state of our currency as entirely safe. It is evident: to 
me-that the general paper circulation has been extended 
too far. for the specie basis on which it rests. Our sys- 
tem, asa system, dispenses too fur, in my judgment, with 
the usc of gold and silver. Having learned the use of 
paper as a substitute for specie, we use the substitute, I 
fear, too freely. It is true that our circulating paper is 
all redeemable in gold and silver. : Legally speaking, it 
is all convertible into specie at the will of the holder. 
But a mere legal convertibility is- not sufficient... There 
must be an actual, practical, never-ceasing: convertibility, 
This, I think, is not, at present, sufficiently secured; 
and, as it is a matter of high interest, it well deserves the 
serious consideration of the Senate. The paper circula- 
tion of the country is, at this time, probably seventy-five 
or eighty millions of dollars.: Of specie, we may have 
twenty or twenty-two millions: and this, principally, in 
masses in the vaults of the banks. Now, sir, this is a state 
of things which, in my judgment, leads constantly to over- 
trading, and to the consequent excesses and revulsions 
which so often disturb the regular course of commercial 
affairs. A circulation, consisting in so greata degree of 
paper, is easily expended, to furnish temporary capital to 
such as wish to adventure on new. enterprises-in trade; 
and the collection in the banks of most of what specie 
there is in.the country affords all possible facility for its 
exportation. Hence, overtrading does frequently occur, 
and is-always. followed by an inconvenient, sometimes by a 
dangerous, reduction of specie... It is in vain that we look 
to the prudence of banks for an effectual security against 
overtrading. `The directors of such: institutions will 
‘generally go to the length of their means in cashing good 
notes, and leave the borrower to judge for himself of 
theuseful employment-of his money. Nor. would a com- 
petent security against overtrading be always obtained, if 
the banks were to confine their discounts, strictly, to busi- 
ness paper, so denominated; that is, to notes and bills 


inthe ‘adoption of. the: present constitution. If we could 
now fully explore all the motives of those who framed, 
and those who supported ‘it; perhaps we should hardly. 
find amore powerful one than this. .. The object, indeed, 
is sufficiently prominent on the face of the constitution 
itself. It cannot well be questioned that-it was intended 
by that, constitution to submit the whole subject of the 
currency of the country, all that regards the actual medix 
um of payment and exchange, whatever that should be, to 
the control and legislation of Congress. Congress ‘can 
alone coin money; Congress can alone fix the value of 
foreign coins. No State can coin money; no State can fix 
the value of foreign coins; no State (nor even’ Congress 
itself) can make any thing a tender but. gold and silver, 
in the payment of debts; no State can emit bills of credit. 
‘The exclusive power of regulating the metallic currency 
of the country would seem necessarily to imply, or, more 
roperly, to include, as part of itself, a power to decide 
Fo far that currency should be exclusive, how far any 
substitute should interfere with it, and what that substi- 
tute should be. "The generality and extent of the power 
granted to Congress, and the clear and well defined pro- 
hibitions on the States, leave little doubt of an intent to 
rescue the whole subject of currency from the hands of 
local legislation, and to confer it on the General Govern- 
ment. But, notwithstanding this apparent purpose in the 
constitution, the truth is, that the currency of the country 
is now, toa very great extent, practically and. effectually 
under the control of the several State Goveinments;. if it 
be not more correct to say that it is under the control of 
the banking institutions created by the States: for, the 
States seem first to- have taken possession of the power, 
and then to have delegated it. : te ne 
*Whether the States can constitutionally exercise this 
ower, or delegate it to others, is a point which 1 do not 
intend, at present, either to concede or to argue. It is 
much to be hoped that no controversy on the point may. 
ever become necessary. Butit is a matter highly deserv- 
ing of consideration, that, although clothed hy the consti- 
tution with exclusive power over the metallic currency, 
Congress, unless through the agency of bank establish- 
cd by its authority, has no control whatever over that 
which, in the character of a mere representative of the 
metallic currency, fills up almost all the channels of pecu- 
niary circulation, : 

In the absence ofa Bank of the United States, the State 
banks become effectually the regulators of the public cur- 
rency. Their numbers, their capital, und the interests 
connected with them, give them, in that state of things, a 
power which nothing is competent to control. We saw, 
therefore, when the late war broke out, and when there 
was no national bank in being, that the State institutions, 
of their own authority, and by an understanding among 
themselves, under the gentle phrase of suspending spécie 
payments every where south of New England, refused 
payment of their notes. They were not calléd to answer 
for this violation of their charters, as far as I remember, 
in any one State. ‘They pleaded the urgency of the occa- 
sion, and the public distresses; and in this apology the 
State Governments acquiesced. Congress, at the same 
time, found itself inan awkward predicament. It held 
the whole power over coins. No State, or State institu- 
tion, could give circulation. to an ounce of gold or of sil- 
ver, not sanctioned by Congress. Yet all the States, and 
a hundred State institutions, claimed and exercised the 
right of driving coin out of circulation by the introduction 
of their own paper; and then of depreciating and. degrad- 
ing that paper, by refusing to redeem it. As they were 
not institutions created by this.Government, they were 
not answerable to it. . Congress could not call them to ac- 
count, and, if it could, Congress had.no-bank of its own, 
whose circulation could supply the wants of the communi- 
ty. Coin, the substantial constituent, was, and was ad- 
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which represent real transactions, having beén givén and] lars. This will diminish the circulation, and consequent- 
received on the actual- purchase aiid sale of merchandise, | ly the profits, of the bank; but it is of Tess importance to 
because. these transactions themselves may be too far ex-| make the bank a highly profitable institution to the stock- 
tended. In other words, more may be bought than the} holders, than that it should be safe and useful to the cóm- 
wants of the community require, on a speculative calcula-| munity. It ought not, certainly, to be restrained from the 
tion‘of future prices: “Men naturally have a good opinion} enjoyment of all the fair advantages to be derived from 
of their own sagacity. He who ‘believes merchandise is| the discreet use of its capital’ in banking transactions; but 

_ about to rise in ‘price, will buy merchandise, if he possess-|the leading object; after all, in its continuance, is, and 
es money, or. can obtain credit, The fact of actual pur-| ought to be, not private emolument, but public benefit. 

_ chase, therefore, is not proof of a really subsisting want;| It may, perhaps, strike some gentlemen, that the circu- 
and of course the amount of all purchases does not corre-} lation of smalt notes might be cfectually discouraged, by 
spond always with the entire wants or necessities of the com-| refusing to receive not only ail such small notes, but all 
munity. Too frequently it very much exceeds that mea-| notés of such banks as issued them, at the custom-houses, 
sure. If, then, the discretion of the banks, exercised in| land offices, post offices, and other places of public re- 
deciding the amount of their discounts, is not a proper| ceipt, and by-causing them to be refused also, either in 
security against overtrading; if facility in obtaining bank} payment or deposite, at the Bank of the United States. 
credits naturally fosters that spirit; if the desire of gain| But the effect of such refusal may be doubtful. It would 
and love of’ enterprise constantly cherish it; and if it finds| certainly, in some degree, discredit such notes, but proba- 
specie collected in the banks inciting exportation, what is} bly it would not drive them out of circulation altogether; 
the remedy:suited and adequate tothe case? Now, I think, | and if it should not do this, it might very probably increase 
sir; thata closer inquiry into the direct source of the evil| their circulation. If in-some degree they become dis- 
will suggést* the remedy. Why have we so small anj credited, to that degree they would become cheaper than 
amount of specie in circulation? Certainly the only rea-| other notes; and universal experience proves that, of two 
sonis, because we do not require more. We have but} things which may be current, the cheaper will always ex- 
to ask its presence, and it would return. But we volun-| pel the other. , Thus, silver ‘itself, because it is propor- 
tarily banish it by the great amount of small bank notes. į tionally cheaper with us than gold, has driven the gold 
In most of the States the banks issue notes of all low de-| out of the country; thatis to say, we can pay a debt of one 
nominations, down even toa single dollar. -How is it pos-] hundred dollars, by tendering that number of Spanish or 
sible, under such circumstances, to retain specie in circu-| American dollars. But-we cannot go into the market and 
lation? -All experience shows it to be impossible. The] buy ten American eagles for these hundred silver dollars. 
paper will take the place of the gold and silver. When|They would cost usa hundred and four. Thus, as we 
Mr. Pitt, in the year 1797, proposed in Parliament to au-| can pay our debts cheaper in silver than in gold, we use 
thorize the Bank of England to issue one pound notes, | nothing but silver, and-the gold goes where ‘itis more 
Mr. Burke lay ‘sick at Bath of an illness from which he] highly valued. The same thing always happens between 
never recovered; and he is said to have written to the late|two sorts of paper, which are found at the same time in 
Mr. Canning, “tell Mr. Pitt that if he consents to the is-| circulation. That whichis cheapest, or of less value than 
suing of one pound notes, he must never expect to see a| the other, always drives its more respectable associate out 
guinea again.” of its company. 

“The one pound notes were issued, and the guincas dis-{ Measurés, therefore, such as I have alluded to, would 
appeared.» A similar cause is producing now a precisely | be likely, I fear, rather to aggravate, than to remedy the 
similar effect with us, ` Small notes have expelled dollars] evil. ` We must hope that all notes under five dollars may 
and half dollars from circulation in all the States in which | be entirely withdrawn from circulation, by the consent of 
such notes ‘are issued. On the other hand, dollars and {the States and the:State banks; and when that shall be 
half dollars abound in those States which have adopted a|done, their place will be immediately supplied with spe- 
wiser and safer policy. Virginia, Pennsylvania, Maryland, |cie. We should then receive an accession of ten mil- 
Louisiana, and some other States, I think seven in all, do|lions -of dollars, at least, to our specie circulation; and 
not allow their banks to issue notes under five dollars.|those ten millions will find their place, not in the banks, 
Every traveller notices the difference when he passes|not collected any where in large masses, but in con- 
from one of these States into those where small notes are | stant use, among all classes, and in hourly transfer from 
allowed. The evil, then, is the issuing of small notes by|hand to hand. It cannot be denied that such an addi- 
State banks. Ofthese notes, that is to say, of notes un-}tion would give great strength to our pecuniary sys- 
der five dollars, the amount now in circulation is doubt-|tem, discourage excessive exportation of specie, and 
less eight. or ten millions of dollars. Can these notes be|tend to restrain and correct the evils of overtrading. 
withdrawn?. If they can, their place will be immediately | England has applied the like remedy toa similar evil, 
supplied by a specie circulation of equal amount. The|though she has carried the restriction much higher, and 
object is a great- one, as it is connected with the safety allowed- the circulation of no notes for less sums than 
and stability of the currency, and may well justify a seri: [five pounds sterling. 
ous reflection on the means of accomplishing it. © May not|_ Ihave thought this subject, Mr. President, of so much 
Congress and the State Governments, acting, not unitedly, | importance, as that it was fit to present it, at this time, to 
but severally to the same end, easily and quietly attain it? | the consideration of the Senate. I propose todo no more, 
I think they may. It is but for other States to follow the jat present, than to insert such a provision as I have de- 
good example of those which I have mentioned, and the scribed in this bill. In the mean time, I hope the matter 
workisdone. As an inducement to the States to do this, may attract the attention of those whose agency will be 
I propose, in the present bill, to reserve to Congress a|desired to accomplish the general object. 
power of withdrawing from circulation a pretty large part} The next point on which ] will offer a few remarks, is, 
of the issucs of the Bank of the United States. -I propose [the great advantage of the bank in the operations of the 
this, 80 that the State banks may withdraw their small |treasury; first, in the collection, next in the disbursement 

_ notes, and find their compensation in a larger circulation [of the revenue. How is the revenue to be collected, 

- Of those of a higher denomination. My proposition will through all the custom-houses, the land offices, and the 
be, that, at any time after the expiration of the existing | post offices, without some such means as the bank affords? 
charter of the bank, that is, after 1836, Congress may, ìf | Where^are payments made at the custom-houses to be 
ic see fit; restrain the bank from issuing for circulation ;depositéd? In whose hands are these large sums to be 
notes or bills under'a given sum—say ten or twenty dol- ;trusted? And how are they to be remitted to Washing- 
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question is, 
out loss, and without charge. c i 
of the revenue. At present the bank is bound to trans- 
mit Government funds, in one place, to any other place, 
without expense. A dollar at. St. Louis or Nashville be- 
comes a dollar in New Hampshire or Maine, if the trea- 
sury so choose. This, certainly, is very useful and con- 
venient. If there were no Bank of the United States at 
New Orleans, for example, duties to the Government, at 
that place, must be received either in specie, or in bills of 
local banks. If in the former, the funds could not be re- 
mitted where they might be required, without considera- 
ble expense; if in the latter, they could not be remitted 
at all, until first converted into specie. If bills of ex- 
change were resorted to, they would be often not to be 
had without a premium, and always attended with more 
or less risk. In short, the utility of the bank, in collecting 
and disbursing the revenue, is too obvious to be argued, 
and too great not to strike any one conversant with such 
subjects, without the aid of comment.’ 

I have alluded to its dealings in foreign exchanges, as 
one of the most important powers of the corporation. 
‘here are those who think this power ought to be with- 
held, tis, I think, one of the most common objections 
to the bank, in the large cities; but 1 do not think it well 
founded. Tt is said that the trade in exchange ought to 
be left free, like other traffic. Be it so; but, then, why 
not leave it as free to the bank as to others? The bank 
enjoys no monopoly. If it be true that, by the magni- 
tude of its capital, and the distribution of its several offices, 
it acts upon the rates of exchange, not locally, but gene- 
rally, and thus occasionally restrains the profit of dealing 
in one place, by bringing the general rates, through the 
whole country, nearer to a uniformity, the occasional pro- 
fits of individuals may be lessened, but the general efect 
ts beneficial to the public. If, at the same time that it 
keeps the domestic exchanges of the country at low rates, 
it keeps the rates of forcign exchanges nearly uniform 
and level, [hardly know how it could do greater service 
to the commercial community. Tn the business of forcign 
exchange, the bank has, and always will have, powerful 
rivals, [lis natural that these rivals should desire that, in 
this particular, the bank should retire from business. Bat 
are its dealings in exchange found prejudicial, by those 
who deal in it themselves, no further than to buy for their 
own remittances, in the ordinary way of business? In 
things of this kind, we may most safely guide ourselves 
by the light of expericnec; and taking it for granted that 
ihe general interest of the trading community is injured 
by sudden fluctuations in exchange, and benefited by 
keeping it as steady as the commerce of the country will 
allow; in other words, by keeping the price of bills so as 
that it corresponds with the real state of the exchange, 
and not raised or lowered for ends of speculation. [have 
inquired. of those who could inform me, whether, for ten 
or twelve years past, the rates of exchange have or have 
not been as steady and unvarying as may ever be expect- 
ed; and the information I have reccived has satisfied me 
that the power of the bank of dealing in forcign exchange 
has been far from prejudicial to the commercial world. 
While there is a dealer, with competent funds and credit, 
always willing to sell foreign bills at moderate rates, and 
always ready to buy them, also, the very nature of the 
case furnishes a considerable degree of security against 
those fluctuations which arise from speculation, although 
it leaves private dealings entirely free. 

H that power should be now taken away from the bank, 
1 think I can perceive that consequences of some magni- 
tude would follow, in particular parts of the country. At 


present, the producer, or the shipper of produce, atNew 
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Orleans, Savannah, or Charleston, in making” shipments 


for Europe, can, on the spot, cash his bill, drawn, against 
such shipment, without charge ; 
or commission. If the planter has sold to the shipper, 
the latter has his bill discounted, and ‘pays’ the planter, 
who thus receives the price 
and without danger of loss. 
nied the power ‘of purchasing 
be the necessary operation? 


for brokerage, guaranty, 


for his. crop, without delay, 
Suppose the bank were de- 
foreign bills, what would 
‘The producer or shipper 
might send the cotton or the sugar to the North, and, in 
that case, the bank could cash his draft. But if he sent 
it abroad, his bill must be sent to his agent’ in the. bill 
market of the Northern cities, for sale; and if he wishes.to 
realize the amount, he will draw on his agent, and sell 
such draft. This, evidently, subjects him to a double ope- 
ration, and to the expenses of commission, guaranty, &c. 

It is plain, I think, that, in the present state of things, 
the shipper of Southern and Western produce enjoys 
the benefit of both the foreign and the Northern market 
more perfectly than he would if this state of things were 
to be so changed that he could not draw on his consignee 
in the foreign market as advantageously as he can now 
do it. 

But, if there be a question about the utility of the ope- 
rations of the bank in foreign exchange, there can be 
none, I suppose, as to its inflyence on that which is in- 
ternal or domestic. I speak now of internal exchange, 
as exchange mercly, without considering it connected, as 
it usually is, with advance or discount, in anticipation of 
the maturity of bills. In regard to mere exchange, the 
operations of the bank appear to have produced the most 
beneficial effect. I doubt whether, in any extensive coun- 
try, the rates of internal exchange ever.averaged so low. 
Before the bank went into operation, three, four, or five 
per cent. was not uncommon, as the difference of ex- 
change between one extremity of the country and the other. 
It has at times, indeed, as I am informed, been as high as 
six per cent. between New Orleans and Baltimore; and, 
indeed, between other places in this country, much higher. 
The vast amounts bought and sold by the bank, in all 
parts of the country, average perhaps less than one-half 
percent. I doubt whether this exceeds the rates between 
comparatively neighboring parts of Great Britain, or of 
the continent of Europe; although much of it consists in 
exchange between the extreme South and the Northern 
and Eastern parts of the Union. With respect to the 
effect and operation of the Bank upon the general inte- 
rests of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures, there 
will be found a great difference, as we look at different 
parts of the country. Every where, I think, they have 
been salutary; but they have been important in very dif- 
ferent degrees in different quarters. The influence of 
the bank on the general currency of the country, and its 
operations in exchanges, are benefits of a general nature. 
These are felt all over the country. But in loans and dis- 
counts, in the distribution and actual application of its 
capital, different portions of the country have partaken, 
and are partaking, in very different degrees. The West 
isa new and fast-growing country, with vast extents of 
rich land, inviting settlement and cultivation. Enterprise 
and labor are thronging to this scene of useful exertion, 
and necessarily create an urgent demand for capital. This 
demand the bank meets, to a very considerable degree. 
The reports of the bank show the existing extent of its 
accommodation to this part of the country. In the whole 
Southern and Western States, that is to say, south and 
west of Philadelphia, the amount exceeds forty-three 
millions of dollars. In the States lying on the Mississippi, 
and its waters, it exceeds thirty millions of dollars. Of 
these thirty millions, nineteen or twenty are discounts of 
notes, and the residue of acceptances of bills drawn on 
other parts of the country. This last amount is not strictly 
a loan: itis an advance in anticipation of a debt. But 
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other advances are.needed quite as fast as this is paid off, 
as every. successive crop creates a new occasion and a 
hew desire: to sell bills. I leave it to Western gentlemen 
to judge how far this state of things goes to show that the 
continuance of the bank is important to the agriculture and 
commerce. of the West. - I leave it to them to contemplate 
the consequences of withdrawing this amount of capital 
from their country. ` I pray them, also, to inquire what is 
to be their circulating medium, when the notes of the 
bank are called in, Do they see before them neither diffi- 
culty nor danger in this part.of the case? Are they quite 
confident that, in the absence of the bills and notes of the 
Bank of the United States, they need have no fears of a 
-bad ‘currency, depreciated paper, and the. long train of 
ills that follow, according to all human experience, those 
inauspicious léaders?. Iask them, also, to judge how far 
it is wise to settle this question now, so as to give time for 
making this vast. change, if it is to be made at all. The 
present charter is to continue but four years. If it be not 


banks are as well conducted as thoge of other States. But 
she has a common interest in the continuance of a useful 
institution. She has an interest in the wise and success- 
ful administration of the Government in all its depart- 
ments. She is interested that the general currency of the 
country should be maintained in a safe and healthy state. 
She derives a benefit with others (I believe it a great be- 
nefit) from the facility of exchanges in internal commerce, 
which the bank affords. This is the sum of her motives. 
For these reasons, she is willing that the bank should be 
continued. But if the matter should be otherwise deter- 
mined, however much she might regret it on general and 
public grounds, she certainly does not apprehend from 
such a result inconveniences to her own citizens, such as 
may and must fall, so far as I can see, on some others. 
Mr. President, I will take leave of the subject for the 
present, with a remark which I think is due from me. For 
some years past, I have not been inattentive to the gene- 
ral operations of the bank, or to thcir influence on the 


renewed, this debt must be called in within that period. | public interests and the convenient administration of the 
Not a new note can be taken to the bank, for a dollar of| Government; and I take the occasion to say, with sincerity 


it, after that time. The whole circulation of bank notes, 
too, must be withdrawn. Is it not plain, then, that it is 
high time to know how this important matter is to be ad- 
justed? The country could not stand a sudden recall of all 
this capital, and an abrupt-withdrawal of this circulation. 
How, indeed, the West could stand the change, even if it 
were begun now, and conducted as gradually and as gently 
as possible, I confess I can hardly see. The very com- 
mencement of the process of recall, however slight, would 
be feltin the prices of the very first crop, partly from 
the immediate effect of withdrawing even a small part of 
the capital, and, partly from the certainty of future pres- 
sure from withdrawing the rest. Indeed, gentlemen must 
` prepare themselves, I think, for some effect on the prices 
of lands and commodities by the postponement of this 
question, should it take place, as well as for embarrass- 
ments, in other respects. That postponement will, at 
best, not diminish the uncertainty which hangs over the 
fate of the measure. Seeing the hostility which exists to 
renewing the charter, and the extent of that hostility if 
the measure cannot now be carried, not only a prudent 
regard to its own interests, but the highest duty to the 
country, ought to lead the bank to prepare for the termi- 
nation ofits career. It has not before it.one day too many 
to enable it to wind up, without distressing the public, 
such yast concerns. If it were certain that the charter 
was to be renewed, a postponement would be of little im- 
portance. But this is uncertain; and a postponement 
would render it more uncertain. A motion to postpone, 
should sych be made, will be mainly supported by those 
who, either on constitutional grounds, or some other 
grounds, are, and always will be, against the renewal. A 
postponement, under such circumstances, and such aus- 
pices, cannot but ereate far stronger doubts than now 
exist of the final renewal of the charter. It is now.two 
years and a half since the President invited the attention 
of Congress to this subject.. That invitation has been 
more than once repeated. Every where the subject has 
been considered; every where it has been discussed. The 
public interest now requires our decision upon it, and the 
public. voice demands that decision. I trust, sir, we shall 
make it, and make it wisely. 

Mr. President, the motives which prescribe my own 
line of conduct on this occasion are not drawn from any 
local considerations. The State, in whose- representation 

_ Tbear apart, has as little interest, peculiar to itself, in the 
continuance of this corporation, as any State in the Union. 
“She does.not.need the aid of its capital, because tlie. state 
of her commerce. and manufactures does not call for the 
-employment:of more capital than she possesses. 


‘does not need:-it, in any peculiar degree, certainly as any; 


and cheerfulness, that, during that period, its affairs have 
been conducted, in my opinion, with fidelity, as well to- 
wards the Government as towards its own stockholders; 
and that it has sought the accomplishment of the public 
purposes designed by its institution, with distinguished 
ability and distinguished success. 

Adjourned. 


Sarunnay, May 26. 


The resolution offered yesterday by Mr. Cuamsens, iti- 
structing the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire if 
any further measures are necessary to enforce the judg- 
ment or decrees of the Supreme Court, was taken up and 
agreed to. 

BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
to modify and continue the act to incorporate the subscrib- 
ers to the Bank of the United States: 

Mr. MOORE offered as an amendment to the bill an 
additional section, providing that-it should not be lawful 
to establish a branch in any State without the assent of 
that State; that the capital of such branch shall be subject 
to taxation, in like manner with that of the State bank; 
and that, if the bank does not declare what is the amount 
of such capital, it may be lawful for the State to assume any 
particular sum as the amount of the capital. Mr. M. did 
not wish, at present, to press the consideration of this 
amendment, and he moved that it be printed. He would 
take this occasion to return his thanks to the Scnator from 
Massachusetts for his proposed amendment to the bill, by 
which the State of Alabama would be entitled to another 
branch in the northern part of the State. A branch was 
much needed in that part of the State, and had been ap- 
plied for., Whatever might be his final vote on this bill, 
he hoped the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts would be adopted. 

Mr.. DALLAS presumed there would be no objection 
to the motion to print, provided it did not delay the dis- 
cussion of the bill. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he would propose an amendment 
to the sixth section of the billasreported. By that clause 
it was provided that, after the 10th April, 1836, it should 


not be lawful for the directors to establish in any State 


more than two branches where one now existed, nor more 

than one altogether, where at present there was none. 
a D 32 

He would propose to strike out all after the word ‘State, 


Shetand to insert, in Heu thereof, that it would not be lawful 


for the directors to ‘establish or retain more than two 


restraint of cérrectiye on her own paper currency. Her} offices of discount or deposite in any State.” The privi- 
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lege, Mr. W. added, which was sought by the northern 
part of Alabama, could meet with future attention. — 

‘The question was put on the amendment, when it was 
adopted. | ` : 

Mr. WEBSTER proceeded to say. that yesterday he 
had alluded to a modification contained in the seventh sec- 
tion, which regarded the bonus to be paid by the bank 
for its exclusive privileges. That section provided that 
the bonus should be paid in three annual instalments, of 
$500,000 each. He would move that it be amended, so 
that the bank should pay, by way of a bonus, an annuity 
or yearly sum of $150,000, each and every year during its 
term of fifteen years. : 

Mr. SMITH asked what ‘benefits the bank gained for 
the payment of this sam. That it would have certain ex- 
clusive privileges, he knew, and the use of the Govern- 
ment deposites was probably also calculated upon; but it 
should be observed that those deposites would differ ma- 
terially from their former amount. . Should the reduction 
on duties take place, as was supposed, by the repeal of 
ten millions, under a new tariff, the deposites would con- 
sequently be so much less. And he thought the payment 
of $150,000 annually for the use of half the former depo- 
sites, a heavy tax. 

Mr. WEBSTER hoped the measure would have the 
Senator’s approbation, when he would consider what the 
benefits really would be. It not only bad exclusive privi- 
teges over other banks, but a provision was also intended 
to be embraced to augment the amount in bank ten mil- 
tions; and from the interest of this, annually, together with 
the yearly payment of the one hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, the Government would derive a respectable reve- 
nue. It was found that, if the bonus had been fixed at 
$100,000 a year, it would not equal the old bonus. 

Mr. MARCY inquired if there was nota proposition be- 
fore the committee, from a very respectable quarter, to 
pry a bonus of three millions of dollars for the charter of 
a bank. 

Mr. WEBSTER answered that there was. 

Mr, BENTON objected to the payment of any bonus 
whatever, and, in leu of that species of compensation, ex- 
pressed his opinion that the proper compensation for the 
bank, provided this exclusive privilege was sold to it, 
would be to reduce the rate of interest on loans and dis- 
counts. A reduction of interest would be felt by the peo- 
ple; the payment of a bonus would not be felt by them. 
It would come into the treasury, and probably be lavished 
immediately on some scheme, possibly unconstitutional 
in its nature, and sectional in its application. He was 
not in favor of any scheme for getting money into the 
treasury at present. The difficulty lay the other way. 
The stvuggle now was to keep money out of the trea- 
sury; lO prevent the accumulation of a surplus; and the 
reception of this bonus would go to aggravate that diffi- 
culty, by increasing that surplus. Kings might receive 
bonuses for selling exclusive privileges to monopoliz- 
ing companies. In that case his subjects would bear 
the loss, and he would receive the profit; but, in a repub- 
lic, it was incomprehensible that the people should sell to 
a company the privileges of making money out of them- 
selves. He was opposed to the grant of an exclusive privi- 
lege; he was opposed to the sale of privileges; but if grant- 
ed, or sold, he was in favor of receiving the price in the 
way that would be most beneficial to the whole body of 
the people; and, in this case, a reduction of interest would 
best accomplish that object. A bank, which had the be- 
nefit of the credit and revenue of the United States to bank 
upon, could well afford to make loans and discounts for less 
than six per centum. Five per centum would be high in- 
terest for such a bank; and he had no doubt, if time was 
allowed for the application, that applications enough would 
be made to take the charter upon these terms. 

Being on his feet, Mr. B. said he would again go on to 
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submit some reasons why the question of renewing the bank 
charter should not be decided at thistime. Hedid not object, 
to discussion. It was through discussion that the people 
were reached, Congressional debates excited and fixed their 
attention, often imparted to them information, and. aided 
them.in reflecting back their wishes and sentiments upon 
their representatives. ) 
ing brought thissubjéct before the Congressand the people; 
in his three-annual messages; he was well satisfied that the 
directors of the bank had moved their application at.the 
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Heapplauded the President for hav- 


present time: he had no objection even to thé present dis- 
cussion, except that it detained him from his family, and 
consumed time which he wished to employ‘on subjects of 
more immediate and pressing importance to his constitu- 
ents; but he took a clear and broad distinction. between. 
discussion and decision; and as discussion should always 
precede decision, and leave as much time for consideration 
afterwards as possible, he was opposed to decision now. 
There was certainly no necessity for it. The bank char- 
terhad four years yet to run, and two years after that to con- 
tinue in force for winding up its affairs; in all, six years be- 
fore the dissolution of the corporation: and if he was to 
name the true appropriate time for Congress to make its 
decision, it would be in the two years which intervened 
between the expiration of the charter and the dissolution 
of the corporation; and this would remit the final decision 
to the Congress which would sit between 1836 and 1838. 
The stockholders had not applied for the recharter at this 
session. ‘Their resolution, adopted in triennial meeting 
last September, authorized the president and directors to 
apply at any time before the next triennial meeting, which 
would be in September, 1834; so that, according to the re- 
solution of the stockholders, there were yet two sessions 
of Congress to be held before the quéstion need be de- 
cided: . 

Many reasons oppose the final action of Congress upon 
this subject at the present time. Weare exhausted with 
the tedium, if not with the labors of a six months’ session. 
Our hearts and minds must be at home, though our bodies 
are here. Mentally and bodily we are unable to give the at- 
tention and consideration to this question, which the mag- 
nitude of its principles, the extent and variety of its de- 
tails, demand from us. Other subjects of more immediate 
and pressing interest must be thrown aside, to make way 
for it. The reduction of the price of the public lands, 
for which the new States have been petitioning for so 
many years, and the modification of the tariff, the con- 
tinuance of which seems to be weakening the cement 
which binds this Union together, must be postponed, and 
possibly lost for the session, if we go on with the bank 
question. Why has the tariff been dropped in the Se- 
nate? Every one recollects the haste with which that 
subject was taken up in this chamber; how it was pushed 
to a certain point; and how suddenly and gently it has 
given way to the bank bill! Is there any union of inte- 
rest--any conjunction of forecs--any combined plan of ac- 
tion-~any alliance, offensive or defensive, between the 
United States’ Bank and the American system? Certainly 
they enter the ficld together, one here, the other yonder, 
(pointing to the House of Representatives, ) and leaving 
a clear stage to each other, they press at once upon both 
wings, and announce a perfect non-interference, if not- 
mutual aid, in the double victory which is to be achieved. 
Why have the two. bills reported by the Committee on 
Manufactures, and for taking up which notices have been 
given, why are they so suddenly, so easily, so gently, 
abandoned? . Why is the land bill, reported by the same 
committee, and a pledge given to call it up when the 
Committee on Public Lands had made their counter re- 
port, also suffered to sleep on the table? The counter 
report is made; it is printed; it lies on every table; why not 
go on with the lands, when the settlement of the question 
of the amount of revenue to be derived from that source 
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precedés the tariff question, and must be settled before 
we know how much revenue should be raised from im- 
ports? _ ; . : 

An. unfinished investigation presented another reason 
for delaying the final action of Congress on this subject. 
‘The House of Répresentatives had appointed a commit- 
tee to investigate the affairs of the bank; they. had pro- 
ceeded to the limit of the time allotted them; had report- 
ed adversely to the bank, and especially against the’ re- 
newing of the charter at this session; and had urged the 
necessity of further examinations. Would the Senate 
proceed while this unfinished investigation was depend- 

- ing in the House? Would they act so as to limit the in- 
vestigation to the few weeks which were allowed the 
committee, when we have from four to six years on hand 
‘in which to make it? The reports of this committee, to 
the amount of some 15,000 copies, had been ordered by 
the two Houses of Congress, to be distributed among the 
people. For what purpose? Certainly that the people 
may read them, make up their minds upon their contents, 
and communicate their sentiments to their representa- 
tives. But thesé reports are not yet distributed; they are 
not yet read by the people; and why order this distribu- 
tion without waiting for its effects, when there is so much 
time on hand? Why treat the people with this mockery 
of a pretended consultation, while proceeding to act be- 
fore they can read what we have ordered to be sent to 
them? Nay, more, the very documents upon which the 
reports are founded ‘are yet unprinted! The Senate is 
actually pushed into this discussion, without having seen 
the evidence which was collected by the investigating 
committee, and which the Senate itself has ordered to be 
printed for the use of its memhers! 

The decision of this question, continued Mr. B., does 
not belong to this Congress, but to the Congress whjch 
will be elected under the new census of 1830. It looked 
to him like usurpation for this Congress to seize upon a 
question of this magnitude, which need not be decided 
until the. new and full representation of the people comes 
in, and, if. decided, the decision of which is irrevocabie, 
though it cannot take effect until 1836, that is to say, un- 
til three years after the new and full representation would 
be in power. What Congress is this? It is the appor- 
tionment of 1820, formed on a population of ten millions 
of people. It is just going out of existence. A new 

- Congress, apportioned upon a representation of thirteen 
millions, is already provided for by law, and after the 4th 
of March next—within nine months from this day--will 
be in power, and entitled to their seats where we now sit. 
That Congress will contain thirty members more than the 
present. Millions of people are now unrepresented, who 
will be then represented. The West alone loses twenty 
votes!—in the: West alone, a million of people lose their 
voice in the decision of this question! And why? What 

“excuse? What necessity? What plea for this sudden 
“haste which: interrupts an unfinished investigation, sets 
aside the immediate business of the people, and. usurps 
the rights of our successors? No plea in the world, ex- 
cept that a gigantic moneyed institution refuses to wait, 
and must have her imperial wishes immediately gratified. 
If charters were to be granted, it should be with as little 
invasion of the rights of posterity--with as little encroach- 
‘ment upon the privileges of our successors, as possible. 
Once in ten years, and that at the commencement of each 
full representation under a new census, would be the most 
: proper time. ; t 

Mr. B. had nothing to do with motives. He neither 
preferred accusations, nor pronounced absolutions; but it 
~ was impossible to shut his eyes upon facts, and to close up 

“his'reason against the deduction of inevitable inferences. 
“The Presidential election was at hand--it would come on 

“in four months-<and here was a question which, in the 
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some, may decide it--which is pressed on for decision 
four years before it is necessary to decide it, and six years 
before it ought to be decided. Why this sudden pres- 
sure? Is it to throw the bank bill into the hands of the 
President, to solve, by a practical reference, the disputed 
problem of the Executive veto, and to place the Presi- 
dent under a eross fire from the opposite banks of the Po- 
tomac river? He [Mr. B.] knew nothing about that veto, 
but he knew something of human nature, and something 
of the rights of the people under our representative form 
of Government; and he would be free to say that a veto 
which would stop the encroachment of a minority of Con- 
gress upon the rights of its successors-—which would ar- 
rest a frightful act of legislative usurpation-—-which would 
retrieve for the people the right of deliberation, and of 
action—which would arrest the overwhelming progress 
of a gigantic moneyed institution—-which would prevent 
Ohio from being deprived of five votes, Indiana from losing 
four, Tennessee four, Hlinois two, Alabama two, Ken- 
tucky, Mississippi and Missouri one each—which would 
save six votes to New York and two to Pennsylvania; a 
veto, in short, which would protect the rights of two mil- 
lions of people, new unrepresented in Congress, would be 
an act of constitutional justice to the people, which ought 
to raise the President, and certainly would raise him, to a 
higher degree of favor in the estimation of every republi- 
can citizen of the community than he now enjoyed. By 
passing on the charter now, Congress would lose alt 
check and control over the institution for the four years 
it had yet to run. The pendency of the question was a 
rod over its head for these four years; to decide the ques- 
tion now, is to free it from all restraint, and turn it loose 
to play what part it pleased in all our affairs—-elections, 
State, federal, and Presidential-—that it pleased. 

Mr. B. turned to the example of England, and begged. 
the republican Senate of the United States to take a les- 
son from the monarchial Parliament of Great Britain. 
We copied their evil ways; why not their good ones? 
We copied our bank charter from theirs; why not imitate 
their improved example on the question of renewing the 
charter? Formerly it was the custom to renew the char- 
ter half a dozen years before it was out; but in 1826 this 
practice was denounced by the whig members, and has 
been totally discontinued. ‘Phe charter of the Bank of 
England expires in 1833-~it is now within nine months of 
its expiration, and is not yet renewed, and will not be re- 
newed without leaving open the question for the fullest 
inquiry and latest deliberation. The question has been 
annually debated in Parliament for five or six years; the 
freest range is allowed to the discussion; the danger of 
such an institution, even in a monarchy, is loudly pro- 
claimed; and all parties agree—-tories as well as whigs-- 
in leaving open the question for ultimate decision to the 
last moment. In the House of Commons, in January, 1831, 
Sir Henry Parnell expressed his hope that the House 
would be called upon to institute a strict examination into 
all the circumstances connected with the banking system 
in England before the question of the recharter was de- 
cided; and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Lord Al- 
thorp, fully concurred in his sentiments, and pledged 
himself that his Majesty’s ministers were in favor of in- 
quiry, and would-make no private arrangement with the 
bank to forestall the free action of Parliament. Here, 
then, is a British ministry and a British Parliament keep- 
ing open the question of renewing the English charter to 
the last month, and all concurring in favor of strict ex- 
amination and full inquiry, while we must be hurried into 
decision four years too soon, and without finishing the ex- 
amination we have begun, or seeing the papers which we 
have ordered to be printed! An immense proportion of 
the stockholders in the present miscalled Bank of the 
United States are Englishmen. ‘These Englishmen have 
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have to submit there to the strictest examination into their | their natural capacities. 
and will creations and legal appellations; 
directors and cashiers, they elected trustees and clerks; 
and these trustees and clerks, who, by the bye, were the 
to be overlooked |same old officers of the bank, went on to settle up its af- 
fairs as a private concern. They executed their trust 


banking operations; but -here they will not wait, 
not submit! ; he 

The impropriety of proceeding to decision at. the pre- 
sent time was too obvious and egregious I 
by. the advocates of the bank. They have found it ne- 
cessary to anticipate the objection, and to offer-reasons to 
rebut it, What are those reasons? Why, first, that 
the President has brought this question to the notice of 
Congress. Certainly he has, and that not once, but three 
times, and always for the same purpose-—for the purpose 
of exciting inquiry and discussion--to carry the question 
to the people, as well as to Congress; and in his last mes- 
sage he declares expressly that he leaves the question, for 
the present, to the enlightened consideration of Congress 
and the people! Here is an invitation to consider before 
we decide; an invitation for the people to consider as well as 
Congress; and it is a total perversion of his recommenda- 
tion for Congress to decide, without considering, and es- 
pecially without leaving the people any opportunity to 
consider! Hé [Mr. B.] had attempted, on a former occa- 
sion, to excite discussion in conformity to the President’s 
recommendation, but it was kept out by a vote of the 
Senate; and now he was called upon to decide without time 
for discussion. Another reason given for deciding at this 
session, is, that next session will be too short for so import- 
ant a subject! as if the present session was yet to last 
longer than the next one will be! The nest session will 
certainly be three months long, and may be four or five 
months long. 1f Congress chooses to meet, as it has the 
right to do, and as many believe it ought to do, in October 
or November, the present session cannot last but three or 
four weeks, and we have our hands full of pressing and 
immediate business--the public lands—-the tariff--and 
many minor subjects. ‘This answer will not do. The 
next session will be four times as long as the remainder of 
this session; it will consist of the same members who are 
now here; it must be precisely the same thing to the bank, 
as a moneyed institution, to have its application passed 
upon then as now; but, as a political institution, it may be 
quite different; the Presidential election will then be over! 
the political effect of the veto may then be lost! and, there- 
fore, a decision just after the election can answer no pur- 
pose! a decision just before the election is the only thing 
which can accomplish the views of the combined forces 
which have now taken the ficld! 

A third reason given for present decision is, that the 
bank may begin to draw in its debts and wind up its af- 
fairs, if the charter is not renewed. This is no reason at 
all. It is less than none. Such a reason can only impose 
upon the most ignorant and uninformed. The bank has 
two years, by its charter, to wind up its affairs after the 
expiration of the charter, and may take as many years 
more as it pleases, by following the example of the old 
Bank of the United States, and converting its directors 


into trustees, to collect the debts and sell the effects of 


the corporation. The application for the renewed char- 
ter of the old bank was refused in the very last year of 
its existence. Then, as now, an affected cry was raised 
of pressure upon the debtors, and distress of the commu- 
nity, if the question was not decided a long time before- 
hand; but the republican Congress. of that period, like 
the whig Parliament of the present day in England, kept 
open the question to the last moment; and when decided, 
none of the evils took place which had been predicted; 
none of the dreadful pictures were realized which had 
been conjured up by interested stockholders and terrified 
debtors, to alarm and divert from their duty the Congress 
of 1811. The corporation was dissolved instanter; it 
had not the two years to go upon, which this bank has 
after the expiration of its charter; it came to a sudden 
and final end, but without shock tothe community, or in- 
jury to itself. The stockholders resolved themselves into. 


They laid aside their-artificial 
and, instead of electing 


quietly and leisurely; they were many years about. it; and 
conducted things so gently, and finished off so gradually, 
that no-man can tell; without a reference-to history, when 
they: finished. Surely this bank, if not. renewed, can 
wind up inthe same way; and if it will not, the sooner 
the unfortunatedebtors-can get out of its clutches, the 
better for themselves. 1f they have a disposition to press 
their debtors, and distress the community, they can do it 
without the pretext of an unrenewed charter. 

But it is said the debts to this bank are so great! Thirty 
millions of dollars due from the West; half as much from 
the South; nearly seventy millions in all! It is indeed a 
frightful debt; and. infinitely more burdensome than a 
public debt of the same amount, for the interest is payable 
every sixty days in advance, with accumulations from ex- 
change and compound operations, which make it equal 
to. nine or ten per cent. We are rejoicing at emancipa- 
tion from a national debt, at the moment that we have 
fallen into a bank debt, far greater than that of the reyo- 
lutionary war, and infinitely more devouring upon our 
resources, from its multiplied and compound exactions 
for interest, and its absorption of specie, and infinitely 
more galling to our spirits, from its direct bearing upon 
the property and persons of our citizens. It is said that 
the bank must begin to diminish this debt if it has not an 
immediate assurance of a renewed charter... Good! No- 
thing better could happen! The sooner itis diminished, 
the better for the freedom, the prosperity, and the happi- 
ness of the country. It has been created in a.sudden and 
extraordinary manner. An immense proportion of it has 
grown up since the President’s demonstration against the 
bank in 1829, and for the undeniable purpose of creating 
an interest in favor of a renewal by multiplying the num- 
ber of persons interested in the renewal. In the mean 
time, the country is worse off than for many years past. 
The cry of pecuniary distress resounds from all quarters. 
The pressure upon the money. market is the theme of 
every tongue. ‘he bankitself is crippled and disabled 
from fulfilling the object of its creation. -In‘a time of 
profound peace, it can give no aid to the merchants who 
are in debt to the treasury! A payment of six millions of 
public debt is deferred three months, because the revenue 
bonds could not be paid! And thisis the condition of a 
bank which is to aid the nation in time of war.and-peril! 
Every interest, public and private, requires this great 
debt to be diminished. The president of the bank, in a 
Ictter printed and laid upon the tables of the Senators, 
says there are no standing accammodations at bank; then, 
surely, indefinite time is not wanted to pay them. A large 
part of the Western debt is in domestic bills of exchange. 
These cannot be permanent debts, unless they are dis- 
guised loans, to draw interest as a debt, and premium as 
bills of exchange. If real bills of exchange, they will be 
paid at maturity, or be returned dishonored, and delivered 
up to the pursuit of the law; if not real bills of exchange, 
but disguised loans, they are usurious and void, a violation 
of the charter, an oppression: upon the country, and ` 
ought to be detected and exposed. So far as the West 
is concerned, the sooner it cam get rid of its thirty mil- 
lions of bank debt, the better. It would stop the ex- 
hausting drain of near three millions of bank interest; it 
would relieve its flourishing towns from. the grasp. of a 
power which can crush them at any moment. 

Mr. B. said he had given reasons enough to show the 
inexpediency of final action upon this question at pre- 
sent; but he had another reason to give, of a nature en- 
tirely different from those he had urged, and one which 
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was entitled to the consideration, not only of the people’s! Majesty’s ministers, nor Parliament, would ever agree to 


represéntatives here, but of the.people themselves at 


home.: It wasia reason’which would. address itself to that! clusive privileges! 


portion“of the people, and their representatives, who 
were in favor of national banking, but not wedded to the 
present. British’ monarchial bank, miscalled Bank of the 


renew the charter of the Bank of England with their ex- 
Exclusive privileges, they said, were 
out-of fashion! Nor is it renewed to this day, though the 
charter is within nine months of its expiration! 

In the peculiar excellence of the Scottish plan, lies a 


United States. He alluded to the establishment of seve-| few plain and obvious principles, closely related to repub- 


ral American banks, with moderate capitals, and without 
exclusive privileges, to be located in the different sections 
of this Union, and to supersede’and succeed the present 
gigantic institution. This was-the plan of Mr. Madison. 
He suggested it in his speech in the House of Represen- 
tatives, in the year 1791, against the establishment of the 
first United States’. Bank, and recommended it to the con- 
sideration of those who. were determined to embark the 
United States in the banking career, he himself being op- 
posed to any banks; but if there was one, he insisted 
there ought to be several, The genius of our republican 
Government, the equal privileges of the people, the ex- 
tent of our country, the diversity of our pursuits, and our 
abhorrence of monopolies, would all require the multi- 
plication and diffusion of banks, if there was a single one. 
Mr. Madison complained of the proneness of our states- 
men to copy English examples, without considering the 
difference between the genius of the English Government 
and our own. Theirs was a monarchy; ours a republic: 
theirs preferred a single bank, with enormous power and 
extensive privileges, because it favored the concentration 
of wealth. and power inthe hands of a few; ours (if it 
admitted of any bank) would require several, because it 
abhorred exclusive privileges, and required the diffusion 
of wealth and power, and the equal distribution of benefits, 
as well as burdens, to all parts of the Union, The sug- 
gestion of Mr. Madison had appeared to him [Mr. B.] to 
be eminently just and proper from the time that he first 
read it; and he had been entirely confirmed in that opi- 
nion, and convinced of the advantage of several banks over 
one, (if there are-to be any,) even in a monarchy, by 
tracing-and comparing the history of the three Scottish 
banks with the single British bank. In reading this his- 
tory, he had seen the advantage of checking powers in 
banking Governments as well as in political Governments. 
The three Scottish banks-had held each other in check, 


had proceeded moderately in all their operations, conducted f 


their business regularly and prudently, and always kept 
themselves in a condition to face their creditors; while 
the single English bank, having no check from rival in- 
stitutions, ran riot in the wantonness of its own unbridled 
power, deluging the country, when it pleased, with paper, 
and filling it with speculation and extravagance; drawing 
in again when it. pleased, and filling it with bankruptcy 
and pauperism; often. transcending its limits, and twice 
stopping payment, and once for a period of twenty years. 
‘There can:be-no question of the incomparable superiority 
of the Scottish banking system over the English banking 
system, even in a ‘monarchy; and this has been officially 
announced to the Bank of England by the British minis- 
try, as far back-as thé year 1826, with the authentic de- 
claration that the English system. of banking must be assimi- 
lated to the Scottish system, and that her exclusive’ privi- 
lege could never be renewed. This was done in a 
correspondence between the Earl of Liverpool, first Lord 
of the Treasury; and Mr. Robinson, Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, on one side, and the Governor and Deputy Go- 
vernor of the Bank of England on the other. {n their 
letter of the 18th January, 1826, the two ministers, ad- 
verting to the fact of the stoppage of payment, and re- 
peated:-convulsions of the Bank of England, while the 
Scottish banks had been wholly free from such calamities, 
declared : their conviction that there existed an unsound 
and delusive ‘system of banking in England, and a sound 
and. solid system in- Scotland! And they gave the official 
assurance ‘of the British Government, that neither his 


lican ideas. First. No exclusive privileges. Secondly. 
Three independent banks to check and'control each other, 
and diffuse their benefits, instead of one to do as it pleas- 
ed, and monopolize the moneyed power. Thirdly. The 


liability of each stockholder for the amount of his stock,’ 


on the failure of the bank to redeem its notes in specie. 
Fourthly. The payment of a moderate interest to de- 
posites. Upon these few plain principles, all of them 
founded in republican notions, equal rights, and equal 
justice, the Scottish banks have‘ advanced themselves to 
the first rank in Europe, have eclipsed the Bank of Eng- 
land, and caused it to be condemned in its own country, 
and have made themselves the model of all future bank- 
ing institutions in Great Britain. And now, it would be 
a curious political phénomenon, and might give rise to 
some interesting speculations-on the advance of free prin- 
ciples in England, and their decline in America, if the 
Scottish republican plan of banking should be rejected 
here, while preferred there, and the British monarchial 
plan, which is condemned there, should be perpetuated 
here! and this double incongruity committed without ne- 
cessity, without excuse, without giving the people time 
to consider, and to communicate their sentiments to their 
constituents, when there is four, if not six years, for them 
to consider the subject before final decision is required! 

Following out the suggestion of Mr. Madison, and tak- 
ing the Scottish plan for his basis, Mr. B. said he had 
sketched a skeleton plan for three moderate republican 
banks, in place of the present gigantic monarchial one; 
and would submit his plan for the consideration and im- 
provement of those who advocated the establishment of a 
national bank, without being wedded to the one which we 
copied from England, and the original of which is now 
condemned in England. 

Mr. B. then read his plan as follows: 


Plan for three Banks. 


1. Locations: One north of the Potomac; one south 
of that river; one at New Orleans; all with leave to es- 
tablish branches, subject to taxation, where the States 
may permit. 

2. Capital: Not to exceed five or six millions of dollars 
each. 

3. No exclusive privileges. 

4, Each stockholder to be liable to the amount of his 
stock on the failure of the bank to redeem its notes in 
specie. ` 

5. No bonus to be paid to the United States for their 
charters. -In lieu of bonus, the interest which the bank 
may take on its loans and discounts, to be reduced to five 
per centum. sp ns 

6. United States to own no stock. 

- 7. Foreigners to own none. 

8. To make compensation to the United States for the 
use of public deposites. 

9. To allow a moderate interest to other deposites. 

10. To hold no real estate except for their necessary 
accommodation. 

11. No member of Congress, or officer of the Federal 
Government, to be a stockholder or director. 

12. No person to be a stockholder or director in any 
two of these banks at the same time. = 

13. To issue no note for a less amount than $20; nor to 
receive or pay out a State bank note of less amount. 

14, Each to be on an equal footing with respect to the 
favors of the Federal Government.’ 
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Mr. B. did not present tliis-sketch asa perfect plan, 
He only threw it out for consideration, especially for the 
consideration of the people whohe hoped would, be al- 
lowed time to consider it. A suggestion which.emanated 
from Mr. Madison—principles which had the approbation 
of Europe—certainly deserved consideration; and if the 
plan which he submitted should have the fortune to be 
perfected and recommended by a committee of Congress, 
or other respectable portions of the community, and su- 
persede the present bank, it might tend to lessen the 
evils, and to diffuse the benefits of the banking system in 
America. The details of the plan were particularly open 
to improvement; but the great principles on which it was 
founded, he held to be incontrovertibly and immeasura- 
bly preferable to the principles on which the present Bank 
of the United States rested. It is certainly more republi- 
can, for it avoids monopoly and exclusive privileges, and 
diffuses itself over the great sections of the Union, instead 
of being confined to a` single city. Itis better for the 
people; for the people are always better served by rival 
institutions than by a single onc. Itis better for the Go- 
vernment: for then the Government will not lie at the 
mercy of any one bank; nor be forced to trust all its mo- 
ney to the keeping of one; nor be confined to the recep- 
tion of notes issued by one; nor be compelled to suspend 
important payments, for example, a public debt, because 
any one of these banks may have become so crippled and 
disabled as not to be able to help the merchants to pay 
their revenuc bonds, It will be better for our free insti- 
tutions: for if there is but one bank, it must quickly fall 
into the hands of one political party, to be used for the 
exaltation of themselves, and the depression of their ad- 
versarics; but if there are several, each party may find a 
refuge in some one from the persecutions of the other. 
‘Lhe moderate capitals which are proposed would prevent 
them from being too powerful; and the tendency of our 
political parties to degenerate into sectional parties, would 
leave the bank of each section in the hands of the domi- 
nant party of that section; while the branches of the 
other banks would present a resource to the minorities. 
As for the story that the present Bank of the United 
States is not a political engine, it isa story for nurses to 
tell, and for children to believe. It is a political engine! 
and a tremendous one, too! Its power is terrific, and ir- 
resistible, having the secret, ramified, and despotic organi- 
zation of the Jesuits, with the reventcs of an. empire. 
No individual can stand before it. But one man in Ame- 
rica can now stand before it, and him it now defies to the 
encounter! If victorious now, it is conqueror forever. 
It will go on to take possession of all power, through the 
medium of all elections. Senators, Representatives, Pre- 
sidents, Judges, must all be bank men! and even the 
State Legislatures must be bank Legislatures, in order 
to secure the clection of bank Senators! Mr. B. wished, 
in the first place, to destroy this tremendous power—to 
extirpate it, root and branch, from the country. If that 
could not be done, he was for weakening the monster 
which he could not kill; he was for republicanizing, as far 
as it could be done, the odious and dangerous monarchial 
features which it contained; he was for superseding the 
mammoth institution by smaller ones, which would be less 
formidable to the liberties of the country, and more man- 
ageable by the representatives of the people. 

Next to the political advantages which would result 
from diffusing the banking power, would be the pecuniary 
advantage to the South and West, in emancipating them 
from subjection to a remote and rival section of the Union, 
and rendering them masters of their own moneyed system. 
At present, the moneyed system of every Southern and 
Western city is under the domination of the Northeast. 
The consequence of this domination is a reversal of every 
natural relation between these sections of the Union, and 
the impoverishment and exhaustion of the dependent parts. 


Looking. at their respective resources, and the compara- 
tive exportations of domestic productions, and the South 
and West should be infinitely richer than the Northeast; 
andso they undoubtedly would have been, had it not been 
for aseries of federal legislative acts, of which the esta- 
blishment of the United States’: Bank is the most disastrous 
and oppressive. As the sources.of national wealth in the 
production of the great ‘staple exports—cotton, tobacco, 
rice, provisions—they should abound with gold and silver; 
exchange should be in their favor; their:local bank paper 
should be in demand every where; thëy., should be the 
largest importing quarters of the Union. But not being 
masters of their own moneyed system, they retain none of 
these advantages which nature so bountifully bestowed 
upon them. Their gold and silver is drained off to the 
seat of the moneyed powers; exchange is against them, 
because they are debtors, instead of being creditors, to 
the Northeastern section of the Union; their bank notes 
are at a discount every where, because it is the interest 
of the moneyed power to disparage them; imports they 
hardly possess at all, because it requires capital, that is to 
say, money, to establish importing houses, and pay the 
duties on imported goods. Without money, without the 
control of their own moneyed. system, the Southern and 
Western cities cannot have the benefit of their own com- 
merce. Their produce is bought by non-resident mer- 
chants; the imports and the profits go to distant and rival 
cities; and thus it is that New Orleans, with an exporta- 
tion of thirteen millions of domestic produce, imports but 
seven millions of foreign goods; Mobile, with as large a 
domestic export as Philadelphia, imports but 150,000 dol- 
lars; Charleston, with.an exportation of seven millions, 
imports one million; Virginia, with-an exportation of five 
millions, imports but half a million; while Philadelphia, 
with a domestic exportation of three millions, imports nine 
millions; New York, with the same exportation with New 
Orleans, imports thirty to forty millions; and so of all: the 
other cities in the section of the moneyed power. The 
unnatural state of the moneyed system, chiefly induced by 
the Bank of the. United States, is the principal cause of 
these unnatural results. Abolish that bank; let each sec- 
tion of the Union become the master of its‘own money 
markets, and imports and exports would quickly balance 
each other. New Orleans and Charleston would take new 
and gigantic: starts. Every Southern and Western town 
would immediately feel the advantage of their moneyed 
independence. > 
Mr. B. concluded with saying that the plan which he 
suggested was not only to be republican, but American; 
it was tọ admit of no stockholders but those who were 
citizens. The present Bank of the United States was full 
of foreigners. lt was monarchial in its organization, and 
foreign in its character. The former Bank of the United 
States was justly odious, and truly condemned, on account 
of its foreign composition; and the present bank was more 
largely imbued with foreign capital than the former one 
was. Foreigners, in the former bank, held but 18,000 
shares of $400 each, making $7,200,000 of stock; in the 
present bank, they own 84,055 shares of $100 each, mak- 
ing $8,405,500 of stock. Itis to no purpose to say the 
foreigners have no votes: those who have the money will 
rule in all moneyed institutions. They had no votes in the 
former bank; but the republicans of 1811 would not tole- 
rate an institution of which they were members. The best 
feature in the Scottish plan of banking—the best which 
he proposed in the plan he had sketched—was the Jiabili- 
ty of stockholders for the amount of their stock. This, 
of course, would require American stockholders; as a pri- 
vilege to sue British lords and ladies in England, Scotland, 
and freland, would be a nugatory andridiculous provision. 
Mr. BUCKNER made a few remarks, in reply to his 
colleague, [Mr. Bexrox.] That gentleman had opposed 
the consideration of the bank question at the present time, 
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and one of the reasons given by him was, that, by a post- 
ponement until after the next Presidential election, the 
President. would. be relieved from a cross fire from the 
friends.and opponents of the bank, with regard to his ap- 
proval or veto of the bill. 
[Mr BENTON explained 
ing. 
tte bill, if acted on-now, would necessarily be connected 
with the Presidential election, not that the President him- 
self would be embarrassed by it.] ` Š 
Mr. BUCKNER said he was glad to hear the gentle- 
man’s disclaimer, for he had apprehended differently the 
tenor of the gentleman’s remarks.. But, lest others might 
entertain similar views, he would ‘say a word or two on 
the subject. Ifthe President had placed himself, or. his 
friends had placed him, in such a position as to be em- 
barrassed by the decision of this great question, it was 
not thé fault. of the friends of the bank, nor was it their 
duty to relieve him from the cross fire that might, in con- 
sequence, be directed against him. . Who was it, asked 
Mr..B., that first brought up the bank question, continual- 
ly teasmg both Congress and the public with their oppo- 
sition to the institution? It was not the friends of the 
bank, but rather those who now thought to entrench 
themselves behind the new census. A postponement on 
such grounds would never be sanctioned by the people of 
the United States; and: he entertained a different opinion 
of the President, to whom he had always given his support, 
to believe that any action on the question could place him 
in a situation of embarrassment. But why postpone this 
question, more than any other, until the Congress under 
the new census? If we wait until then before we act on 
this important national question, that a decision may be 
made on it by a fuller representation of the people of the 
United States, does not the same reason apply with equal 
force to other great national questions—to the tariff, in 
‘which all the people of the United States are interested; 
and to the public lands, more peculiarly interesting to the 
people of the West, both of which the gentleman is so 
anxious to bring forward? Why should we now press the 
land question, of such all-absorbing interest to the people 
of the West, on-the very heels of a Congress in whicb, as 
the gentleman says, their representation will be increased 
by twenty-one members. I ask, why should we postpone 
the bank question for the consideration of a Congress 
under the new census, rather than the question of the pub- 
lic lands? -Sir, if the principle of the gentleman pre- 
vails, every great national question must be laid aside, 
for the like reasons; and it will, in future times, be 
looked to as a precedent, and the Jast Congress under an 
apportionment will postpone every important national 
question for the consideration of their successors. Mr. B. 
would have been willing to have postponed the bank bill 
altogether until the next. Congress, had not the subject 
been forced upon their attention by the opponents of the 
bank, and compelled its friends to.act. As it was, he was 
ready to decide on it now, holding himself, as-he did on all 
public questions, responsible to his. country and. to his 
constituents. : f Na 
Mr. BENTON said that, as the amendment was of great 
importance, and as a number of Senators were absent, he 
would move an adjournment--negatived, 19 to. 23. 
Mr, CLAYTON had a few observations to make in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bzxron,] on 
the postponement of the bill to a more advanced period. 
He had suggested. that party feelings would be engender- 
ed with. it, and that, in consequence of the Presidential 
election, it would become a party question with the peo- 
ple, and therefore ought to be postponed.. He would 
reply to the gentleman, that the question has been press- 
ed on Congress this very session by the President himself, 
and-their.acting. on it is in perfect accordance with the 
sentiments he:has expressed. 


that such was not his mean- 


- [Mr. Cuaytron here read the paragraph in the last 
message in reference to the subject. ] 

As he [Mr. C.] understood the sentence, the President 
had conceived it his duty to press the early decision of 
this important question on the people, nor could he see, 
nor appreciate, the principle laid down by the gentleman, 


The idea intended-to be conveyed by him was, that| [Mr. B.,] how it could influence the election, or be put 


aside on that account, when they were told it had been 
brought before them by the President himself. 

But again, he [Mr. C.] would inquire of the Senator 
from Missouri, if his argument. were now good, as to its 
postponement till the time of the expiration of the charter, 
why he had so strenuously pressed a decision on the ques- 
tion even last session. If the gentleman’s memory will only 
serve him, or if he will turn to what is recorded on their 
journals, he will find that, on the 2d of February, 1831, a 
resolution was introduced by himself, that ‘* the sense of 
Congress should be expressed against renewing the char- 
ter.” In that year the gentleman had thought it right for 
Congress to pass on its constitutionality-——why not now, in 
1832? He [Mr. C.] could not see the force of the gentle- 
man’s redsoning respecting the new ratio. The President 
had not referred to it, nor was it probable it had ever oc- 
curred to him; and it appeared to hiny[Mr. C.] that the 
President had placed it before the present Congress. He 
trusted, he was confident, that, in deciding the question, 
party feelings would have no place. He perfectly agreed 
with the honorable chairman of the committee, [Mr. Dar- 
Las,] that it should be solely a legislative business, and 
that they should act on it as such, and not suffer them- 
selves to be carried away by any bias or prejudice what- 
ever, or other feelings. It was a measure in which the 
interests of the whole American people were involved, 
and if aught of party feelings would have place, they would 
not be introduced by himself, or the friends with whom 
he generally coincided in sentiment. There was no occa- 
sion for him to dwell on the general features of the mea- 
sure, after the eloquent remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Wensrer] yesterday; he would mere- 
ly refer to the plan proposed by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, of establishing three separate banks--one at New 
Orleans, one at Richmond or Charleston, and one north 
of the Potomac. x 

This scheme of revolutionizing the banking system was 
fraught with more evil; it would necessarily create a rival- » 
ry between the different interests; give rise to more sec- 
tional feelings; would tend to dissever the Union; and 
there would be an end to all uniformity of currency. He 
considered that the South and the West were more bene- 
fited by a United States’ Bank than the other parts of the 
Union. Its benefits were a sound currency, and a unifor- 
mity in the value of the circulating medium; so that, in all 
places, the value of a representative by paper was equal- 
ized and ascertained. 

The great evils that were felt on the refusal to rechar- 
ter the old bank, must be remembered. They-arose from 
the immense quantity of paper that was then put into cir- 
culation throughout all parts of the country. ‘This paper 
was so abundant, that any man could obtain what he wish- 
ed, by simply putting down his name. Property, in con- 
sequence, Tose above its real value; and the effect was, 
before the opening of the new bank could take place, and 
the depreciation of things to their intrinsic standard, that, 
for every dollar that had been borrowed, two had to be 
paid. But he had not intended to enter on the general 
question; his object had merely been, in rising, to reply 
to the proposition for postponing the measure; and he 
could not see how it could be effected by the new repre- 
sentation. This body, next year, would be the same, with 
probably asingle exception that might arise in consequence 
of death or resignation; and, as regarded the election, it 
would be- known that we were acting in conformity with 


| the President’s wish, to go on with it in the present session. 
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Mr. DALLAS, also, made some remarks in reply to-Mr. 
Besto, and in favor of immediate action on the question. | 
Mr: BENTON said that the President, in the passage 
read by the Senator from Delaware, left the discussion of 
the question to the representatives of the people and to 
the people themselves. The peoplethemselves had not 


yet hadan opportunity to discuss the question. They had’ 


not been able to read, much less to consider, any thing 
in regard to the question. Congress had collected infor- 
mation, stated facts, and drawn up reasonings upon the 

uestion, all which had been ordered to be printed for, 

istribution among the people. But if we would give ef- 
fect to the order to print, if we would give effect to the 
Executive recommendation, we must let the people have 
time to read what we may submit to them. The effect 
and purpose of the resolution submitted by him last year 
was to excite discussion, not to decide this question.. It 
is by discussion here that the people abroad are informed. 
He did not object to the discussion now; only for the rea- 
son that the diacussion will interfere with other business, 
and detain us from our homes. 

Mr. MARCY said he hoped the Senator from Massachu- 
setts would put his proposition in blank, that we may in- 
crease the amount of the bonus. It had been declared by 
a very intelligent friend of the bank, that the renewal of 
the charter would increase the value of the stock, by the 
amount of seventeen millions of dollars. It was proper, 
therefore, that the Government should have a suitable 
equivalent for the benefit thus to be conferred on the 
stockholders, 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Wsusrer’s amend- 
ment, and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 32, nays 10. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the yeas and nays being 
desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, those who 
voted are as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Bilis, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hendricks, Johnston, King, Knight, Miller, 
Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Seymour, Silsbee, Tazewell, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, Webster, White, Wilkins. ` 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Hill, Mangum, Marcy, Smith, Sprague, Troup. 

Mr. WEBSTER then submitted two amendments, and 
moved that they be printed; which was ordered. 

The first authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
addition to that now held by the United States, to purchase 
stock in the bank to an amount not exceeding three mil- 
lions of dollars; and the second provides that Congress may 
hereafter passa law restraining the bank, or any of its 
branches, from making or keeping in circulation, after 
the 4th of March, 1836, any notes or bills of less amount 
than dollars. . 

Mr. HAYNE rose to inquire whether the gentleman 
proposed, by his first amendment, that the United States 
should subscribe for the additional stock at its par value, 
or go into the market and purchase it at the market price. 
If the latter, he would suggest that Congress could, at any 
time hereafter, if thus disposed to invest its surplus reve- 
nue, pass a law to buy stock to the amount that it might 
be deemed proper at the time to hold. There was no 
necessity for appending such a provision to the charter, 
unless it was intended to give the United States an adyan- 
tage over other purchasers in the market. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Mowpay, Mar 28. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate postponed all 
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978 
; Toure, i 


ofthe Whole, the amendment yeported by the Committee 
onIndian Affairs; appropriatirig’ 5,000 dollars to be expend- 
ed, under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the 
relief of the Seminole Indians, on account of the failire of 
their crops last year. Mc BR hae 6 

The amendment was agreed to. < ya amet 

“Mr. TIPTON then moved to amend the bill, by striking 
out the proviso that no portion of ‘the’ money. appropri- 
ated by this bill shall be-used to ‘reward agents for settling 
disputes among themselves. `` 4 est as Pes 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, ‘regarding ‘this as the best 
feature in the bill, objected-toits being stricken out, and 
asked for the yeas and nays on the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ee 

Mr. TIPTON asked if it would not be better to permit 
a few blankets to be given to divert the Indians from their 
customary habit of having blood for blood, than to risk 
the repetition of outrages similar to those which had been 
perpetrated by the Sacs or the Menominees. . A discre- 
tionary power confided to the agents might prevent this 
effusion of blood. oN ose . à 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN replied that the committee of 
the other House had inserted in the bill the clause. which it 
was now proposed to strike out; and he considered that, 
in introducing it, the committee had-done a great public 
service, He did not wish to sée a continuance of this sys- 
tem of bribes, but would prefer that a moral influence 
should be brought to bear upon these people. If the 
agents were to tell them that, unless they abandoned their 
sanguinary habits, the Government of the United States 
would withdraw its countenance and protection from them, 
it would have more influence than all the bribes which 
could be.given them, in the form of blankets and rum. 
He was desirous to prevent agents froin exercising this dis- 
cretionary power; and hoped the vote of the Senate would 
sustain the course of the House of Representatives. . 

Mr. WHITE made a few observations similar in their 
import, stating that the gentleman of the other House who 
had introduced the clause, and in whose opinton he had 
much confidence, believed that disputes were sometimes 
got up for the purpose of obtaining the rewards held out 
by Government. He knew of no such practices him- 
self; but, if they existed, they ought to be discouraged. 
He thought the motion calculated to embarrass. the bill, 
and was sorry the gentleman from Indiana had made it. 
He would be compelled to vote against it. . 

The question was then taken on the motion to ‘amend; 
and decided as follows: a ae 

YEAS.--Messrs. Dallas,- Forsyth, Hendricks, ..King, 
Smith, Tipton, Waggaman.-~7. ce : 

NAYS.—Messrs.- Bell, Brown, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clay, Clayton, Dickerson, Dudley, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Sprague, Taze- 
well, Tomlinson, Troup, Webster, White, Wilkins.-~34, 

So the motion was negatived. f 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendments being concurred in, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed, and read a third time, -> : 
Mr. CLAY presented a petition from George Johnson 
and others, of New York, manufacturers of hair cloth, &c. 
praying that the reduction of duties proposed by the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury might not become a law. 

Mr. C., in presenting this petition, availed himself of the 
opportunity to state that, from this petition, and from a 
number of letters which had been addressed to him, con- 
cerning the state of our manufactures, and the prosperous 
condition of some of them, he had become convinced that it 
was asolemn duty which Congress owed to the country to 


the preceding orders, and took up the bill making appro- proceed in. the work of regulating the duties with the 

priations for the Indian Department for the year 1832. greatest caution. They might not be aware that they were 

The Senate then procedeed to consider, as in Committee ‘giving a fatal stroke to some branches of the arts, while 
Vox. VILI.—62 we 
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incautiously legislating on. the subject, which more full 

consideration would have induced them to avoid. - He had 

thought ‘it his duty to make this remark, and he would 

move thatthe petition. be laid-ori the table and printed. 
"The motion was agreed to. ` ` 


_... BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate then again proceeded to consider the bill 
to modify and continué the charter of the Bank of the 
United States. Bo ` 

The question being on the amendments proposed- by 
Mr. Wenster, being in substance—— 

ist. That the Secretary of the. Treasury should, at any 
time hereafter, when directed by the President, have the 
power to purchase additional stock in the bank to an 
amount not exceeding three millions; and : 

_ 2d. That it should not.be lawful for the bank, after the 
4th of March, 1831, to issue any notes of a less value than 
dollars. ’ è i `: 

Mr. WEBSTER acceded to the suggestion of. the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, that, in reference to his first 
amendment, Congress could-act hereafter, whenever such 
action should be called for by circumstances. He would 
not therefore press that amendment. 

The amendment was then withdrawn. 

Mr. WEBSTER said a few words in defence of his se- 
cond amendment, which imposed no restriction until after 
the expiration of the present charter. The effect of his 
proposition would be-to introduce more specie into cir- 
culation, and: to banish the small notes with which the 
country is inundated.. He moved to fill the blank with 
ten dollars, but expressed his willingness to vote fora 
higher restriction, if any Senator should move it. 

Mr. BENTON would propose to substitute twenty dol- 
lars, and would ask for the yeas and nays on the question. 
He alludedto the precedentin England of fixing ona high 
amount, and to the evils that had occurred from a contra- 
ry system, by the efforts of counterfeiters being confined 
to notes of small amount, as circulating among the labor- 
ing’and. poorer classes, who were less able to detect the 
forgery. ~The notes of the United States’ Bank, also, cir- 
culating to the greatest distance, where counterfeits were 
less liable to be detected, if. of a low amount, and thus 
circulating among the marketing class, might induce the 
same evils. : i 

Mr. FOOT was in favor of the amendment, bùt not in 
the extent of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BENTON. ] 
Eight years ago, he [Mr. F.] had made an attempt to pro- 
hibit the circulation of notes under five dollars. He be- 
lieved, if the measure could be made general--if the 

. power extended to. raise the amount of State notes, it 
would have the effect to increase the circulation of specie. 
He would be in favor of making it ten dollars; but not till 
the State banks, by one consent, shall limit theirs to five 
dollars. . For, if the notes of the Bank of the United States 
were high, no benefit from it would accrue to the coun- 
try; for they would not be brought in circulation through 
the States. He was willing to leave a discretionary power 
in Congress, when the States would come into jit.. 

Mr. SMITH was in favor of the limitation of ten dollars; 
but would be opposed toa higher restriction than five dol- 
lars, unless the States were limited to be under five dol- 
lars. . Of all the evils that could befall the country, that of 
a sudden return to a specie currency would be the worst. 
If it. were to-be brought about, it must be gradually.. 

Mr. CLAY mentioned the state of the banking system 
in Kentucky—the failure of several banks... When he first 
heard.the amendment, he was opposed to it. The propo- 
sition to pass an enactment thus restricting the amount of 
the notes, would seriously affect the resources. of that 

.. $tate~-they had no.bank of their own, and, by raising the 

notes. of the bank above five dollars, they would have to 
have recourse to. the notes of their neighboring States for 


their circulating medium, to transact their ordinary busi- 
ness and dealing. - Therefore, he was opposed to ahigher 
sum than ten dollars, and would. only agree to this, as a 
discretionary favor resting in Congress whether it might 
`| be prudent hereafter to fix on that amount. 

After a few remarks from Mr. FOOT and Mr. CHAM- 
BERS, the question was taken on filling the blank with 
twenty dollars, when it was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment thus shaped was concurred in. : 

Mr. MOORE then moved his amendment, Ist, that no 
branch should be established in any State, without the as- 
sent of the State; and, 2d, that every branch shall be lia- 
ble to taxation in the State as the ‘State banks are, or in 
proportion as other property is taxed. 

Mr. HOLMES asked for a division of the amendment. 

Mr. FORSYTH moved a modification of the amend- 
ment, so as to exclude so much of it as requires the assent 
of the States to the location ofa branch within their limits. 
His reason was, that, as some of the States entertained 
doubts as to the constitutionality of the power exercised in 
the establishment of these branches, he did not desire 
that they should be placed ina situation to be sufferers on 
account of their conscientious scruples. If there were 
local as well as general benefits resulting from these es- 
tablishments, these States ought not to be shut out from the 
enjoyment of these advantages on account of their doubts. 

Some discussion took place on this proposition, in which 
Messrs. SPRAGUE, EWING, FORSYTH, KANE, BEN- 
TON, BUCKNER, MILLER, KING, CHAMBERS, CLAY, 
and TAZEWELL took part. 

Mr. JOHNSTON said this amendment contained two 
distinct propositions, which ought to have been separately 
presented for discussion. The two propositions received 
the consideration of the committee: it was determined final- 
ly to limit the extension of the branches to the number 
already established, unless by the consent of the States, 
and to take a bonus, in Heu of all other taxes, either of the 
General Government or of the States. 

It is now proposed to reverse both, first, by making the 
operation -of the charter depend on the consent of the 
States to the establishment of a branch within their limits 
and jurisdiction, and then to give the States the further 
power of taxing them. i 

Both of these, if adopted, defeat totally the end of the 
charter, or they make the operation ofan act of Congress 
depend on the will of each of the States. These propo- 
sitions are founded. either on constitutional objections to 
the power of Congress over the subject, or on the expe- 
diency of the exercise of this restraining power on the part 
of the several States. 

With regard then, 1st, to the constitutional power. The 
passage of the act presupposes the power; and besides 
the sanction of all the branches of the Government, which 
it must receive, it has already been twice chartered, and 
sustained by the judgment of the Supreme Court. > Those 
who believe there is no power to grant the charter, cannot 
save their consciences, or the constitution either, by this 
limitation. 

We either have the power, or we have not. If we have 
it, the assent of the States is not necessary to confer or 
confirm it. If we have not the power, they cannot give 
it by theirassent. It either derogates from the power, or 
implies a doubt of the authority of Congress, or it obtains 
for them the authority to do what is otherwise an uncon- 
stitutional act, by unconstitutional means. If we have the 
power, it isplenary; if we have it not, it cannot be con- 
ferred by the assent or sanction of one or all the States. 
It can only be given by an amendment to the constitution. 

Now, 2dly, with regard to the expediency. It is to 
give the States the power to defeat, and one of them may, 
and probably will, defeat the operation of the law. The 
bank is instituted for great national purposes, not for the 
mere pecuniary benefit of the States, although. that is a 
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great object—not for the benefit ‘of stockholders——not for 
the mere discounting of notes—but_to receive and distri- 
bute the reventie—to furnish a sound currency, a general 
medium of circulation throagh all the States—to equalize 
exchange, and other objects of a public nature. : 

How can these purposes be attained, unless the branches 
are established in all the commercial States? Two-thirds 
of the revenue is received in the single city of New York. 
That great emporium is-also the centre of a great part of 
all the commerce of the United States; and perhaps half 
of allthe bills, domestic and foreign, either pass.through 
or terminate there. If New York refuses to admit a branch, 
where and how will you. receive the revenue, and how 
distribute it? How canyou régulate exchange, or furnish 
ageneral circulation? Will not that single State, then, 
counteract the design of Congress? And other intermedi- 
ate States. would do the same thing. Suppose Lonisiana 
should refuse, must the benefit of this charter to all the 
Western States be defeated by her refusal to admit a 
branch into her city, the commercial centre of at least ten 
States in the Union? If, therefore, the bank is founded 
on any public national objects, and it can be justified on 
no uther, is it wise and proper to make its utility depend 
on the assent of each of the States? To give them the 
power by anticipation to annul our own laws, and defeat 
the wisest purposes? 

With regard to the power of taxation. It matters little 
to the bank whether they paya bonus to the Government, 
or a tax to the States--but both would be unjust. Ifthey 
pay it to us, it either goces to the treasury for the use and 
benefit of all, or it may be applied, in our, discretion, to 
any public object, or divided among the States. If we 
give the power to the States to tax, it will operate more 

avorably upon some States. Louisiana would receive a 
much larger share, from being the emporium of the West, 
than the other States. Besides, the power to. tax, as a 
franchise, isan unlimited power over the subject, and may 
be used to exclude or expel the bank from the State... If 
you give the power to tax like other banks, some States 
have no banks, and many do not tax their banks; some do 
tax them, but in general they stipulate a bonus. If like 
other property, there will be the difficulty of ascertaining 
the capital and regulating the rates; collision with the 
States hostile to the bank will be unavoidable. 

Besides, why conferthe power? 1f they have the pow- 
er, then itis unnecessary; if they have not, shall Congress 
give the States the power todo what they can do without, 
and at the same time to destroy a great national institution? 
The jurisdiction over the subject is exclusive. Theassent 
of the States is no more necessary or proper than it would 
be to ask them to establish a custom-house, or to carry the 
mail or march troops within their limits. 

The amount of the bonus--how we shall employ it, or 
divide it, is a distinct question. ; 

Mr. WEBSTER said he trusted the Senate would not 
act on these propositions, without fully understanding their 
bearing and extent. For my own part, said he, I look 


choose? -We have already heard, inthe course’ of this 
debate, of two cases in which States attempted to`exer- 
cise a power of this kind, when they did not constitution- 
ally possess. it, .-'Two.States have taxed the branches, for 
the avowed purpose of ‘driving them out of their limits, 
and were prevented fron accomplishing this object mere- 
ly by force of judicial decisions against their-right. ‘If, 
then, these attempts have been made to exercise ‘this pow- 
er, when it was'not legally possessed, and against the will 
of Congress, is there any doubt it will be exercised when 
its exercise shall be permitted, and invited by the propos- 
ed amendment? No. doubt; in: my mind, the power, if 
granted, will be exercised, and the main object of continu- 
ing the bank thus defeated. s i pk eS 

I have already said that the second branch. of the amend- 
ment is as objectionable and as destructive as the first. 1 
think it so. It appears to me to give ample power, by 
means of taxation, to expel the bank from any State which 
may choose ‘to expel it. It gives a power of taxation, 
without fixed limits, or any reasonable guards. And a 
power of taxation, without fixed limits, and without guards, 
is a power to embarrass, a power tọ oppress, a power to 
expel, a power to destroy. The $tates are to be allowed 
to tax the branches according to the amount of their loans 
and discounts, in like manner as other ‘banks, or other 
property in the State, shall be liable to taxation. 

Now, sir, some of the States have no banks. Of course 
they tax no banks. In other States, the banks pay the 
State a bonus, on thcir creation, and are not otherwise 
taxed. In other cases, the State in effect itself owns the 
bank, and a tax on it, therefore, would be merely nominal. 
Besides, no State is to be bound to lay this tax, as it taxes, 
its own banks. It has ati option to tax it in that manner, 
or as other. property is taxed. What other property? It 
may be as lottery tickets, gaming tables, or other things 
which may be deemed fit to be discouraged or suppressed, 
are taxed. The bank may be classed with other nuisan- 
ces, and driven out or put down by taxation. All this 
is perfectly within the scope of the amendment. The 
license is broad enotigh to authorize any thing which may 
be designed or wished. ; 

Now, sir, in the first place, I doubt exceedingly our 
power to adopt this amendment, and I pray the delibe- 
rate consideration of the Senate, in régard.to this point. 
In the first place, let me ask, what is the constitutional 
ground on which Congress created this corporation, and 
on which we now propose to continue it? There is no 
express authority to create a bank, or any other. corpo- 
ration, given to us by the constitution. The power is 
derived by implication. It has been exercised; and can 
be exercised, only on the ground of a just necessity. Itis 
to be maintained, if at all, on the allegation that the esta- 
blishment of a national bank is a just and necessary means 
of carrying on the Government, and of executing the 
powers conferred on Congress by the constitution. On 
this ground, Congress has established this bank, and on 
this it is now proposed to be continued. And it has 


upon the two parts of the amendment as substantially of| already been judicially decided that Congress having 


the same character. Each, in my opinion, confers a power 
in the States to expel the bank at their pleasure; in 
other words, entirely to defeat the operations and destroy 
the capacity for usefulness of the whole bank. The sim- 
ple question is, shall we, by our own act, in the charter 
itself, give the States permission to expel the bank and all 
its branches fromrtheir limits, at their own pleasure? The 
first part of the amendment gives this permission in ex- 
press terms; and the latter part gives it in effect, by au- 
thorizing the States to tax the loans and issues of the bank, 
with no effectual limitation. It appears to me idle to say 
that this-:power may be safely given, because it will not be 
exercised. It is to be given, I presume, on the supposi- 
tion that probably some of the States will choose-to exer- 
cise it; else why is it given at all? And will they not so 


established a bank for these purposes, the constitution of 
the United States prohibits the States from taxing it. Ob- 
serve, sir, it is the constitution, not the law, which lays, 
this prohibition on the States. The charter of the bank 
does not declare that the States shall not tax it. It says 


not one word on that subject. The restraint is imposed 


not by Congress, but bya higher authority, the constitution. © 
Now, sir, I ask how we can relieve the States from this 
constitutional prohibition. It is true that this prohibition 
is not imposed in express terms; but it results from the 
general provisions of the constitution, and has heen judi- 
cially decided: to exist in full force., This is a protection, 
then, which the constitution of the United States, by its 
own force, holds over this instrument, which Congress 
has deemed necessary to be created, in order to carry on 
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the Government, so soon as Congress, exercising its own 
judgment, has chosen to: create it, Can we-throw off, 
from this Government, this constitutional. protection? I 
think it clear we cannot: We cannot repeal the constitu- 
tion’. We cannot say that every power, every branch, 
every institution, and. every law of this Government, 
shall not ‘have all the force, all the sanction, and. all 
the protection, which the constitution gives it. By the 
constitution, every law of Congress is finally to be consi- 
dered, and ‘its construction ultimately settled by the Su- 
preme Court of-the United States. These very acts, 
before referred. to, taxing the banks, were held valid by 
more or fewer of the States’ judicatures, but were finally 
pronounced unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of the 
United States; arid this, not by force of any words in the 
charter, ‘but by force of the constitution itself. I ask 


whether it is competent for us to reverse this provision of 


the constitution, and to say that the laws of Congress 
shall receive their ultimate construction from the State 
courts. .Again: the constitution gives Congress a right 


to lay duties of imposts, and it prohibits the exercise of 


any such power by the States. Now, it so happens that 
the national treasury is full, and the State treasuries are far 
less só.. It might be thought very convenient that a part 
of the receipts at the custom-houses should be received by 
the States. But will any man say that Congress could 
now authorize-the States to lay and collect imposts under 
any restrictions or limitations.whatever? - `No one will pre- 
tend it: “ That would be to make a new partition of power 
between this Government and the State Governments. 
Mr. Madison has very correctly observed, that the assent 
of the States cannot confer 4 new power on Congress, ex- 
cept in those cases especially provided in the constitution. 
This is very true; and it is equally true that the States can- 
not obtain a new power, by the consent of Congress, 
against the prohibition of ‘the constitution, except in those 
cases which are expressly so provided for in the constitu- 
tion itself, 

These reasons, sir, lead me to think. that if, for pur- 
poses connected with the beneficial administration of the 
Government, we deem it necessary to continue this cor- 
poration, we are not at liberty to repeal any protection, 
or any immunity, with which the constitution surrounds 
it. We cannot give to a law of the United States less 
than its constitutional effect. ‘The constitution says that 
every such law, passed in pursuance of the constitution, 
shall be paramount to any State law. We cannot enact 
that it shall not be so: for that would be to repeal, so far, 
the constitution. 

Allow me now, Mr. President, to inquire on what 
ground it is that the States claim this power of taxation. 
They do not. claim it asa power to tax all property of 
their own citizens. This they possess, without denial or 
doubt. : Every stockholder in the bank is liable to be 
taxed for his property therein, by the State of which he 
isa citizen. This right is exercised, I believe, by all the 
States which lay taxes on money at interest, income, and 
other subjects of that kind.. It is, then, not that they may be 
authorized to tax the property.of their own citizens; nor 
is it because any State does not participate in the advan- 
tage of the premium or bonus paid. by the bank to 
‘Government. for the charter. That sum goes.into the 
treasury for the general good of all. 

"Nor can the claim be sustained, nor indeed is it asserted, 
on the strength of the mere circumstance that a branch 
oran office is established in a State. Such office or 
branch is but an agency, It is no body politic or corpo- 
rate, - “It has no legal existence of itself. It is but an agent 
of the general corporation. That these agents have their 
residence or place of business in a particular State, is not 
of itself the foundation of any claim. But, according to 
tlie language of thée-amendment, the ground of this claim 
to tax is evidently the loans and. issues; and these loans 


| 


and issues, properly speaking, are the loans and discounts 
of the bank. The- office, as an. agent, conducts the ar- 
rangements, it is true; but the notes which are issued are ° 
notes of the bank, and the debts created are debts due to 
the bank. The circulation is the circulation of the bank. 
‘Now the truth is, what the States claim, or what this 
amendment proposes to give them, is, a right to tax the 
circulation of the bank. It is on this right that the argu- 
ment rests. The common way of stating it is, that, since 
State banks pay a tax to the State, these branch banks, 
coming among them, ought to pay a similar tax. But 
the State banks pay the tax to the State for the privilege of 
circulation; and the proposition is, therefore, neither 
more nor less than that the United States’ Bank shall pay 
the States for the same privilege. The circulation of the 
bills is the substance. The locality of the office is but an 
incident. An office is created, for example, on Connecti- 
cut river, either in Massachusetts, Vermont, Connecticut, 
or New Hampshire. The notes of the bank are loaned at 
this office, and put into circulation in all these States. Now 
no one.will say that the State where the office happens to 
be placed, should have a right to lay this tax, and the 
other States have no such right. This would be a merely 
arbitrary distinction. It would be founded on no real or 
substantial difference, and. no man could seriously con- 
tend for it, as it seems to me. Under this very amend- 
ment, Pennsylvania would be authorized to collect a large 
tax, and New Jersey no tax at all, although the State cir- 
culation of New Jersey is as much infringed and diminished 
as that of Pennsylvania by the circulation of the Bank of 
the United States. The States which have the benefit of 
branches, (if it be a benefit,) are to have the further ad- 
vantage of taxation, while other States are to have neither 
the one nor the other. Founding the claim on the State 
right to derive benefit from the paper circulation which 
exists within it, the advocates of the claim are clearly not 
consistent with themselves when they maintain a measure 
which professes to protect that right in some States, and 
to leave it unprotected in others. 

But the incquality of the operation of this amendment 
is not the only, nor the main, objection to it. It proceeds 
ona principle not to be admitted. It asserts, or it takes 
for granted, that the power of authorizing and regulating 
the paper currency of the country is an exclusive State 
right. ‘The ground assumed can be no less broad than 
this: because the Bank of the United States having the 
grant of a power from Congress to issue notes for circula- 
tion, its right is perfect, if Congress could make such 
grant. It owes nothing to the States, if Congress could 
give what it has undertaken to give; thatis to say, if Con- 


| gress, of its own authority, may confer a right to issue 


paper for circulation. Now, sir, whosoever denies this 
right in Congress, denies, of course, its power to create 
such a bank asnow exists; at least, so it strikes me. The 
Bank of the United States is quite unconstitutional, if the 
whole paper circulation belongs to the States; because 
the Bank of the United States is a bank of circulatign, 
and was so intended to be by Congress, which expressly 
authorized the circulation of notesand bills. The power 
of issuing notes for circulation is not an indispensable ingre- 
dient in the constitution of a bank merely as a bank. 
‘The earlier banks did not possess it, and many good ones 
have. existed without it. A bank with no such power 
might yet very well collect the public revenue, (provided 
there was a proper medium in which it could be paid, ) 
could tolerably well remit the revenue to the treasury, 
and could deal usefully, to some extent, in the business of 
exchange. 

On what ground is it, then, that Congress possesses the 
power not only to create a bank, but a bank of circula- 
tion? Simply, as I suppose, because Congress possesses 
a constitutional control over the currency of the country, 


land has power to provide a safe medium of circulation, as 
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well for other purposes.as for the collection of its own’ 
debts and revenue. ‘The bank, therefore, already pos- 
gesses unconstitutional power, if the paper circulation be 
the subject, exclusively, of State right or State regulation. 
Indeed, sir, it is not a little startling that. such exclusive 
right should now be.asserted. I observed, the other day, 
that, in my opinion, it was. very difficult to maintain, on | 
the face of the constitution itself, and independent of long’ 
continued practice, the doctrine that the States could au- 
thorize the circulation of bank paper at all. ‘They can- 
not coin money; can they then coin-that which becomes 
the actual and almost the universal substitute for money? 
Is not the right of issuing paper, intended for circulation, 
in the place and as the representative of metallic cur- 
rency, derived merely from the power of coining and 
regulating that metallic currency? As bringing this mat- 


ter toa just test, let me ask whether Congress, if it had. 


not the power of coining money, and of regulating the 
value of foreign coins, could create a bank, with the 
power to circulate bills. For one, I think it would be 
difficult to make that out. Where, then, do the States, 
to whom all control over the metallic currency is alto- 
gether prohibited, get this power? It is true that, in 
other countries, private bankers, having no legal authority 
over the coin, issue notes for circulation. But this they 
do always with the consent of Government, expressed or 
implied; and Government restrains and regulates all their 
operations at its pleasure. It would be a startling propo- 
sition, in any other part of the world, that the prerogative 
of coining money, held by Government, was liable to be 
defeated, counteracted, or impeded, by another preroga- 
tive, held in other hands, of authorizing a paper circulation. 

It is further to be observed, that the States cannot issue 
bills of credit; not that they cannot make them a legal 
tender, but that they cannot issue them at all. Is not this 
a clear indication of the intent of the constitution to re- 
strain the States as well from establishing a paper circu- 
lation, as from interfering with the metallic. circulation? 
Banks have been created by States with no capital what- 
ever; their notes being put into circulation simply on the 
credit of the State or the State law. What are the issues 
of such banks but bills of credit issued by the State? 

L confess, Mr. President, that the more I reflect on this 
subject, the more clearly does my mind approach the con- 
clusion that the creation of State banks, for the purpose, 
and with the power of circulating paper, is not consistent 
with the grants and prohibitions of the constitution. But, 
sir, this is not now the question. The question is not 
whether the States have the’ exclusive power; it is, 
whether they alone have the power. May they rightfully 
exclude the United States from all interference with the 
paper currency? Are we interlopers, when we create a 
bank of circulation? Do we owe them a seignorage for 
the circulation of bills, by a corporation created by Con- 
gress? Up to the present time, the States have been 
content with a concurrent power. They have indeed 
controlled vastly the larger portion of the circulation; but 
they have not claimed exclusive authority over the whole. 
They have demanded no tax or tribute from a bank issuing 
paper under the authority of Congress. Nor dol know 
that any State or States now insist upon it. It may be 
that individual States have put forth such claims, in their 
legislative capacity; but, at present, I recollect no instance. 
The amendment, however, which is now proposed, asserts 
the claim, and I cannot consent to yield to it. . We seem 
to be making the last struggle for the authority of Con- 
gress to interfere at all with the actual currency of the 
country. Ishall never agree to surrender that authority; 


I would as soon yield the coinage power itself; nor do 1 |. 


think there would .be much greater danger; nor a much 
clearer departure from constitutional: principle, in con- 
senting to such surrender, than in acquiescing in what is 
now proposed. 
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Mr. MOORE said, Iregret extremely, sir; the protracted 


discussion to which this ‘proposition has given rise; and, 
sir, I regret it none the less on account of the. seeming 
necessity.which it has devolved. on-me to throw myself 
upon the indulgence of the Senate, whilst I attempt, in a 
brief manner, to supportit. 


As far as this amendment has received. opposition upon 


constitutional principles, Imay be permitted to congratu- 


late myself that it has fallen to: the« lot’of the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, {Mr.Tazewsat,} than‘whom none - 
is better qualified for the task, of placing this-matter-upon 
its true ground, and of removing every difficulty and 
objection that-has been urged on this-score; this hasbeen 
done most ably-and effectually, and I think 1 may add to 
the satisfaction of all. é is 

But, sir, I think I ħave just reason to.complain that 
great injustice has been done me, ‘and the amendment I 
have had the honor to propose, by gentlemen in the oppo- 
sition applying arguments and objections as if to meet 
feature and principle not contained in the amendment. 

Sir, it cannot be disguised that the main opposition to 
this proposition has been predicated upon the assumed 
fact, that, if successful, it would recognise the right in the 
States to impose taxation ‘ad libitum,” or toan amount 
which would exclude or expel these institutions from the 
country. This is not my object; the amendment contains 
no such feature, and is obnoxious to no such objections. 
It expressly provides that the tax shall be such as is im- 
posed upon other banks or upon other property owned by 
citizens of the State; but if the phraseology be objec- 
tionable, amend it, make it a reasonable tax, or establish 
any other proper rate of taxation of which the subject is 
susceptible; but let: not gentlemen: intimate. that the 
object is, or that the effect will be, to produce expulsion. 

I cannot believe, Mr. President, the: effect of the modi- 
fication would be to prejudice the: institution. I have 
been actuated by no such views’ in: bringing it forward; 
but 1 do sincerely believe it right and just, and that with 
it the institution will be more popular, and, if the modifi- 
cation is adopted, that the citizens will invite the locatio 
of its branches in the State of Alabama. : 

Sir, if I am not greatly mistaken, a portion of them 
have already done so; foras well as my memory serves 
me, in the memorial which I had the honor of presenting 
from the citizens of Mobile, asking the rechartering of 
this institution, it is solicited upon these terms. But the 
honorable Senators from Massachusetts and Pennsylvania 
(Messrs. Wunster and Darras) ask with great emphasis, 
what does this amendment propose to tax? whether the 
banking house, the office of discount and deposite; &c. - 

I answer, sir, that it proposes to tax the very subject- 
matter in relation to this institution, which is constitution- 
ally a proper subject for taxation. 

Gentlemen may call it a franchise, a faculty, an immuni- 
ty, a banking privilege, or by any other name they may 
be pleased to give it; we care not; but they object to this 
tax, because it is upon the loans and issues of the bank. 
Let them point out a better mode of getting at the object; 
itis well known that these branches have no actual capital; 
but it is equally well. known that they are authorized to 
carry on banking operations upon a nominal capital. By 
the State laws, other bank capital is taxed, and private 
moneyed capital of an individual is taxed at interest; and, 
sir, I can see no solid objection to the taxing of this bank- 
ing.operation, and ‘inthis way. But it is alleged that «it 
is not a subject of taxation by the laws of the State, 
because it is foreign capital.” Now, sir, is this so; is this 
tenable? - ` i 
With due deference to the opinion of other gentlemen, 
I must be permitted to.say that I view the power of taxa- 
tion as one of the highest attributes of State sovereignty, 
and that the State possesses this power im the most unli- 


jmited extent over all objects or subjects of property 
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within its jurisdiction. . Sir, Icare not whether the pro- 
perty belongs to a foreigner or a-citizen; providéd it be 
within the: jurisdiction of: the State, and receives protec- 
tion from her laws; -this.circumstance constitutes the right 
of taxation: 20.2 o 

The’ State of Alabama imposes a tax .upon foreign 
merchandise, their own bank stock, the money of their 
own citizens placed at interest; race turfs, race horses, 
pleasurable carriages, &c., these are considered as the 
most legitimate objects of taxation, because the tax is 
either paid by the wealthy, who are most able ‘to bear it, 
or it is paid for property, which is. most profitable to the 
owners. But we are compelled to go further, and extend 
the tax to other objects, real estate, slaves, a man’s saddle 
horse, . his cattle, his family clock in. his house, his time- 
piece in-his pocket; nay, sir, a poor man whe owns not one 
cent of property, and may have a large. family to support, 
is required to pay 4 poll tax; yes, sir, he must pay for his 
scalp, and upon the principle that his personal rights and 
privileges are protected by the laws of the State which 
makes this demand upon him. 
` I have said that foreign merchandise, introduced. from 
New York or‘elsewhere, was in our State subject to taxa- 
tion; and why should not moneyed capital, brought from 
Europe or elsewhere, be also subject to taxation? Why 
should the individual who brings this capital among us 
enjoy exemption from liability to taxation? This capital 
is more -actively and profitably employed. Bankers drag 
thousands of dollars from the pockets of our fellow-citi- 
zens; their rights are equally protected; the laws afford 
them all the necessary facilities in carrying on their bank- 
ing operations, in the collection of their debts, &c. And 
what is more, if their rights are invaded, they will be de- 
fended by the citizens of the State, and mainly by these 
very poor men, too, who pay a poll tax, many of whom 
have no property to protect and defend, while they, with 
their lives, defend and protect millions for bankers. For 
my part, I cannot conceive of a more legitimate subject 
of taxation than bank stock. For the reasons Ihave already 
intimated, the tax is paid by those most able to bear it, 
and upon property which. yields immense profits to the 
owners. 

But the propriety of this tax is objected to, again, on 
the ground that the corporation has already given to the 
General Government a sufficient equivalent for all the 
privileges, immunities, &c. in the bonus provided for in 
this amended charter; and to permit the States to impose 
a further tax, would be too burdensome and improper, &c. 
Now, sir, is this so? Are we not bound to view this bonus 
as in consideration for the franchise, immunities, and the 
deposites the General Government afford this institution 
asa corporate body, unconnected with the privileges it 
may enjoy by the location of its branches in the States, 
under State authority? Can it be presumed -that a State 
would yield its right of taxation, as regards its branches, 
for the inconsiderable amount of interest it may have in 
the bonus? Of what value will the proportion of this one 
and a half million of dollars, to which the State of Alabama 
may be entitled, be to that. State? It. will. not be the 
means of reducing the high taxes and heavy burdens 
which are pressing so oppressively upon our citizens. No, 
sir, this bonus will be taken from the general coffers, and 
appropriated to purposes of internal improvement, the 
erection of breakwaters, lighthouses, canals, subscrip- 
tion to stock in the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, 
&c.; for, sir, it was with some difficulty that an attempt to 
obtain one million from the treasury for this project was tions, was fifty-two, and some had been negotiated since. 
successfully resisted the other day. Sir, experience as-|'To all these different branches the personal attention of 
~ sures us these are the purposes to which this one and aithe Secretary of War is now required. The creation, 
half million. of dollars will be appropriated, unless, indeed, | therefore, of such an officer as is provided by the bill, he 
the amendment of the honorable Senator from Maine ;deemed to be indispensably. necessary. The first section 
[Mr. Seracux] shall succeed, which provides that the fof the bill provided for the appointment of the officer, 
bonus shall be divided among the several States according | leaving the amount of his salary in blank. The second 


to their respective representation in -Congress.. And, sir, 
although I do not think this would do justice to the State 
of Alabama, yet I believe, as a distinct and substantive 
proposition, I would support it in preference to the origi- 
nal plan; but, sir, I cannot vote for it as a substitute for 
the proposition Ihave had the honor to submit. 

Whatever, sir, may be the final fate of this amendment, 
whether it shall receive the favorable consideration of the 
Senate or not, I shall have the consolation to know I have, 
in proposing it, discharged’a solemn duty to my constitu- 
ents, and will only repeat what I have before intimated, 
that in relation to it Ihave not been influenced from any 
view to embarrass the institution, but that I have presum- 
ed it would finally be promotive of its best interest. and 
prosperity, at the same time it guarded the sacred and 
constitutional rights of the sovereign States. 

The Senate adjourned. 


Turspay, May 29. 
BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. SMITH moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill authorizing a subscription to the 
stock of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad. 

Mr. MILLER said he had viewed the vote by which 
the Senate a few days ago had refused to takeup this bill, 
as indicating-a determination not to go. any further into 
these expenditures for internal improvements. He now 
asked for the yeas and nays; and he hoped the decision 
of the question now would determine whether the Senate 
intended to take up the bill this session or not. If it 
should be taken up, he should consider it as a refutation 
of the charge that the administration were disposed to 
cut down wasteful expenditures for internalimprovements. 

Mr. SMITH reminded the Senate that this was no grant 
of money, but an appropriation for a profitable investment 
of stock. 

The question was then taken on the motion to consider 
the bill, and was decided as follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs. Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Ew- 
ing, Holmes, Johnston, King, Naudain, Poindexter, Rob- 
bins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Tipton, Wagga- 
man, Wilkins.—18. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Robinson, Sprague, Tazewell, ‘Tomlinson, White. 
23. 7 


COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the bill ap- 
pointing a commissioner of Indian affairs, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. WHITE made a brief explanation of the condition 
of the Indian office, to show the necessity which existed 
for the appointment of this officer. He stated that the 
amount which had been distributed last year from this 
office was not.lessthan a million of dollars; that the In- 
‘dian’ Department consisted of a superintendent, twenty 
agents, and thirty-six subagents; that the number of In- 
dians with whom the Government had some business to 
transact, was 313,120; that the licenses which were grant- 
edin 1828, were eighty-eight, and in 1830, ninety-eight; 
that the number of Indian schools, established by treaty 
or otherwise, was fifty-four, and that the number, accord- 
ing to the last statement, of treaties containing appropria- 
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section prevented the introduction of ardent spirits among 
the Indians; and there-was. another section, which autho- 
rized the dismissal of ‘such interpreters and mechanics as 


were no longer necessaty, and the discontinuance. of} 


agents and subagents. by g 
He moved to fill the blank in the first section with 
“three thousand dollars;” and the motion was agreed to-— 
yeas 16, nays 11. f 
The bill was then ordered-to be read athird time. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate then resumed, as.in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to modify and continue the act to incor- 
porate the subscribers to the Bank of the United States. 

The question being on.the motion of-Mr. Forsyra 
to amend the amendment offered by Mr. Moons, by 
striking out so much as requires the assent of the States 
to the establishment of branches within their limits, and 
inserting such words as would complete the sense of the 
residue of the amendment—— : 

After some observations from Mr. EWING, Mr. SMITH 
demanded a division of the amendment, so that the ques- 
tion might be first taken on the motion to strike out. 

After a few remarks from Mr. HOLMES, Mr. BUCK- 
NER, and Mr. DALLAS, the yeas and nays having been 
ordered, on the call of Mr. SMITH, the question was put 
on the motion to strike out, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.-~Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Freling- 
huysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Smith, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 

ms. —=-28. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Tipton, White,--18. 

The residue of Mr. Forsyru’s amendment, being the 
insertion of three or four words to render the sense of the 
amendment complete, was agreed to. 

The question was then put on the residue of the amend- 
ment; which was agreed to without a division. 

Mr. SPRAGUE then moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out the provision giving the authority to tax 
the branches, and substituting a provision that the bonus 
to be paid by the bank to the United States shall be di- 
vided among the several States, in proportion to their po- 
pulation. 
_ Mr. WEBSTER then made some observations at length, 
in reply to the arguments of Mr. Tazsweut. After he 
had concluded, 

Mr. TAZEWELL inquired if he had understood the 
Senator from Massachusetts correctly, as entertaining 
doubts of the power of the States to create State banks. 

_ Mr. WEBSTER replied that it was now too late to ques- 
tion a power which had been acquiesced in by the differ- 
ent branches of the Federal Government for these forty 
years. But if the question had been originally put to him 
before such acquiescence, he should have expressed great 
doubts on the subject. He then referred to the clauses 
of the constitution which prohibit the States from coining 
money, and reserve to the United States the exclusive 
power of regulating the currency, and making issues of 
gold and silver; and inferred, that, if the constitution thus 
cautiously excluded the States from issuing a metallic cur- 
rency, it never intended. that they should authorize the 
issue of that which is a representative of the metallic cur- 
rency. The States had been indulged with the power of 
creating banks for forty years, and now they demanded to 
make that power exclusive, and to tax the branches of the 
United States’ Bank established in their limits, for the pur- 
pose of establishing a uniform currency. l 

Mr. FORSYTH asked if he had understood the Senator 


from Massachusetts as stating that the States had the right| 


to tax stich of their citizens as held stock in the United 


States’ Bank, on account of-that stock. ~~ - es 
Mr. ‘WEBSTER replied in the affirmative. °° 7 eo 
Mr. FORSYTH replied that if that was the case, how __ 

was.it-contended that the eight and a half millions of stock 

held by foreigners were to be considered as not liable to 

taxation? fg Bi S Ga yer i 
-Mr. WEBSTER replied that; by the coniity-of nations, 


|the property of foreigners was held’ fréd from taxation.. 


Why did we not tax the loans of the. Barings to the Ohio 
canal, or the Holland loan to the Chesapeake-and Ohio 
canal, or the Pennsylvania loan?. It is the understanding 
between nations not to tax private property in peace, or 
to confiscate it in war. . We may hold stock in the funds - 
of Great Britain, but we are not liable to taxation for that 
stock. . $ 
After a few words from 
tion of his views, 
Adjourned. 


Mr. SPRAGUE, in explana- 


Wepnespar, Max 30. 


The Senate disposed of sundry private bills, and then 
spent the remainder-of the day in executive business. 


THURSDAY, Max 31. 
RAILROAD IRON. 


The bill to exempt from duty imported iron actually 
laid on railroads or inclined planes, being under consider- 
ation : 
Mr. SMITH explained the object of the bill: it was to 
exempt from the present duty of twenty-five per cent. bars 
of iron imported for the use of railroads and inclined. planes, . 
made by any'State of incorporated compaty: He sug- 
gested the advantages which the country was likely to de- 
rive from railroads; and that, in the present full state of. 
the treasury, it was the duty of the Government to extend 
to them every possible facility. The iron for the carts 
and carriages was manufactured in the United States; and 
one company in Baltimore had, last year, expended one 
hundred thousand dollars in the purchase of iron. He 
considered this iron as a raw material, which could not 
enter into competition with any of our domestic manufac- 
tures. x 
Mr. DALLAS moved to amend the bill by striking out 
the words ‘* by any State or incorporated company,” and, 
also, the words ¢¢ on any such railroad or inclined plane.” 
It was his purpose to extend the provision to any indivi- 
duals who may have imported, or may import, iron for the 
use of a railroad. He had presented a memorial on this 
subject, presenting a case of that kind, which he desired 
to embrace. 

Mr. DICKERSON objected to the amendment... If the 
Senate were about to go beyond the exemptions allowed 
by the existing tariff law, he hoped the privilege would 
not be extended beyond the iron. imported by any State 
or incorporated company. -The ‘iron referred to by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania was imported previous to 1828, 
before the duty on iron was imposed. He inquired if this 
iron was gaged, finished, and in every way prepared. for 
a railroad. The law ought to:be made to operate on fu- 
ture cases alone, and limited to States and incorporated 
companies. . : 

` Mr-e HAYNE moved an amendment, providing that the 
benefit of drawback should be extended to any importer 
of railroad iron, on his giving bond that, within three 
years, it should be laid down, or the duties should be paid 
in full. We : 

Mr. CLAY stated that the effect of this amendment 
would be to destroy the, security of the Government. He 
was of opinion that-cases like that to which the Senator 
from South Carolina looked, im his amendment, would be 
of rare occurrence. Railroad iron would rarely be im- 
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ported years before it was required; when, in afew months, | - Mr. BUCKNER concurred in the propriety of the , 


a- supply could always be obtained from England. But, 
-as the tariff question would soon come up for discussion 
before the Senate, he thought the. best method would be 
tointroduce into. the general bill a provision to exempt 
iron. of this character, ifit was thought right to exempt it, 
from the full’ duty. He therefore moved to lay the bill 
and amendment. on the table, and to print the amendment. 

The motions were agreed to. f 


INDIAN WAR. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, the preceding orders were 
then postponed, and the bill to reappropriate the unex- 
pended balances of former appropriations was taken up. 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to amend the bill by inserting 
an. appropriation of twenty thousand dollars, to be expend- 
ed for the relief of such friendly Indians as may seek pro- 
tection within the Indian agencies on the Northwestern 
frontier. He stated that this amendment had the sanction 
of the War Department, being regarded by the Secretary 
as a necessary appropriation. 

Mr. TIPTON said a few words in alow tone of voice. 
Orders, he stated, either had been, or would immediately 
be, issued, to invite all friendly Indians to come within the 
agencies. Such as did not accept the invitation, and were 
afterwards found in the woods and prairies, would be treat- 
ed as enemies, since it would be impossible to discriminate 
between friends and enemies, unless they should come 
within the protection of the agencies. ~ 

Mr. CLAYTON said he would feel obliged to the Se- 
nator from Indiana to state what was the cause of the pre- 
sent war. 

Mr. TIPTON replied that the Indians in that quarter of 
the country had been fora long time dissatisfied. He had 
been much among them, and, during a long residence 
there, had repeatedly heard their. complaints. In 1829, 
about twenty of them came to him, and complained that 
‘the white men encroached on their lands, and ploughed 
up- their cornfields, and committed other depredations 
upon them; and these complaints were repeated last year. 
He attributed the present. difficulties to the inadequate 
protection which had been given to them by the Govern- 
ment against these intruders who interrupted their repose, 
and interfered with their exertions to raise the crops ne- 
cessary for their subsistence. -The Government bad dis- 
regarded their complaints, suffered them to be imposed 
upon and injured, and had thus produced the hostile feel- 
ing which now exhibited itself.. There was another cause 
which had led to the present state of things. These In- 
dians were still in the habit of receiving British presents. 
There was a band who called themselves the British band 
of Sacs and Foxes. It was not to be doubted that they 
were influenced by a Power on the other side of the wa- 
ter. Unless, however, the Government would send among 
these Indians persons unconnected with trade, and who 
would not be guilty of acts of fraud and imposition, the 
state of things which has. now occurred, will occur again 
and again. Every evil which now exhibited itself had 
grown out of difficulties between the Indian agents, the 
traders, and the Indians; and from the circumstance that 
the Government had permitted the white people to en- 
croach on their grounds and break up their cornfields. 

Mr. KANE read a letter from the Secretary of War, 
stating that official accounts had been this morning receiv- 
ed atthe department of the defeat of a body of the militia 
in.an attack made by the Indians. The Governor of Ili- 
nois had called out 2,000 additional troops; and it was re- 
‘ported that there would be great difficulty in procuring 
the supplies.. These Indians, it was stated, deceived the 
commander of the militia, by approaching him under a flag 
of truce. - The letter suggested the propriety of increas- 
ing- the -appropriation of 150,000 dollars, now contained 

-inthe bill, ‘to 300,000. 


amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana, but © 
thought the amount insufficient. “ He conceived the possi- 
bility of all the Indians translated to the western shores of 
the Mississippi, being obliged to throw themselves upon 
the protection of the United States. If all the friendly 
Indians within the limits of the United States were to be 
received under the protection of the Government, he sug- 
gested that they might be employed with more efficiency 
than cur own troops against the. hostile Indians. 

He stated that, from his knowledge of some of them, 
he would be disposed to place implicit confidence in their 
attachment, fidelity, and courage. They would afford a 
better protection to the frontier, than an equal number 
of white troops; and if they were so employed, it would 
be nécessary to supply them with weapons, and to give 
protection to their wives and families. He thought it im- 
possible to determine how long these brutalities might 
last. As soon as it was known that the Indians had been 
successful in their attack, every hostile Indian would has- 
ten to join with them. He moved to strike out 20,000, and 
insert 50,000 dollars. 

Mr. HENDRICKS accepted the amendment as a modi- 
fication of his motion. 

Some further discussion took place on the amount to be 
appropriated; when g 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, in consequence of an asser- 
tion that the Secretary of War had recommended 20,000 
for this object,- moved to strike out 50,000, and insert 
20,000-dollars. 

The motion was carried in the affirmative. 

The amendment, as amended, was then agreed to. 

Mr. KANE then moved, in conformity with the sugges- 
tion in the letter of the Secretary of War, that the sum of 
$150,000 for the expenses of defending the frontier be 
stricken out, and $300,000 inserted in its room. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUDLEY moved to amend the bill by adding a 
section appropriating $500 to defray the additional expen- 
ses of one of the commissioners to Green Bay. He stated 
that General Rich had been required, after his return 
from Green Bay, to come on to Washington, and that the 
appropriation was to cover the expenses which he had in- 
curred during that journey. He had come at a time of 
great inclemency, and under circumstances of personal 
inconvenience, and while in a state of impaired health, and 
had performed his services faithfully. 

Mr. WHITE said that the allowance for this journey 
had been 15 cents per mile, and $3 a day, and General 
Rich claimed 40 cents a mile, and $8 a day. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. KING moved to amend the bill by inserting a clause 
providing that any balance which might remain of the ap- 
propriation for recording patents, might be applied for the 
purpose of arranging the papers in the State Department, 
which were in a state of much confusion. 

The motion was negatived. 

The bill was then reported as amended; and the Senate 
having concurred in the amendments, the bill was ordered 
to be read a third time. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate then resumed, in Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill to modify and continue the act 
to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of the United 
States. The question being on Mr. Spracue’s amend- 
ment to the amendment submitted by Mr. Moorg, to the 
effect that the bonus to be paid by the bank should be 
distributed among the several States according to the 
federal number's of their population. 

Mr. CLAYTON said a few words in favor of the amend- 
ment. ‘The principle, he said, had been recommended 
by the President of the United States, in one of his mes- 
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sages, and was’ not Tableto the objections that had been 
urged against a distribution of surplus revenue. a 

Mr. MARCY called for a division of the question, so as 
frstto take it on striking out; and then inquired if, incase 
the amendment should be stricken- out, it would be in or- 
der to propose an amendment to the substitute. | = 

The CHAIR having stated that it would, a division of 
the question was ordered. ; 

Mr. HAYNE then called for the yeas and nays on the 
question; which were ordered. 

After some remarks from Mr. MOORE, 

Mr. KANE rose to express his views with regard to the 
amendment, as briefly ashe could, for he was sensible that 
the late period of the session did not admit of much argu- 
ment. He was in favor of preserving the amendment of 
the gentleman from Alabama, as it then stood, in its pre- 
cise language throughout, because the corporation and its 
members possessed privileges, to the exclusion of the rights 
of the rest of mankind. He was for taxing the bank and its 
branches to the extent of its loans and issues, because to 
that extent it prevented others from doing a similar busi- 
ness. lt was known that banking was an original right; 
every man had the right to bank on his own account; and 
in that country from whence banking was derived, it was 
not only an original, but a common Jaw right. It would 
be unjust in States to deprive their citizens of rights in 
favor of a few, without an equivalent; and therefore, when 
States did give exclusive privileges, they made those to 
whom they were granted pay for them. But the United 
States claimed the right to grant this privilege. If, then, 
the right piven to this corporation by the United States 
be an exclusive right, it was not only a deprivation of the 
rights of individuals, but of the States, to grant such ex- 
clusive rights. It was on this ground that he was in favor 
of retaining the right of taxing the bank and its branches 
to the extent of its loans and issues. But it is said this has 
already been done. The bill requires a bonus of $150,000 
annually for fifteen years. ‘This provision was arbitrary; it 
could not be ascertained the amount of benefit that would 
accrue to the bank for the renewal of the charter, and there 
were therefore no precise data by which, in the outset, to 
assess the just amount to be exacted. A bonus for exclu- 
sive privileges was the offspring of necessity—the expe- 
dient of profligate princes of arbitrary Governments, 
exacted simply because wanting a little money, and there 
were those who were willing to give it. 

Mr. SPRAGUE made a few remarks in reply to Mr. 
Kawr, in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. HAYNE observed that, when the amendment of 
the gentleman from Alabama was first introduced, there 
was some embarrassment. Believing, as he did, that the 
States possessed the power of taxing the branches of the 


bank within their limits, he was at first unwilling to con-. 


cur in an amendment that seemed to express a doubt as to 
that power. He concurred with the gentleman that no 
fegislation on the part of Congress could either add to, 
or take from, the rights of the States. He regarded the 
amendment as nothing more or less than ‘as a limitation 
in the charter, which will prevent any difficulty between 
the bank and the State. By inserting the provision, the 
bank would be left no pretext for resisting the right of the 
States to tax its branches. It had been said that this tax 
might be made ruinous, and drive the branches from the 
States; but this objection would apply as well to any other 
objects of taxation—to mercantile, and all the species of 
property liable to taxation. With regard to the substitute of 
the gentleman from Maine, he was opposed to it ¿ofo cel. 
He regarded it as a principle which, when once introduc- 
ed, would never cease to operate as a curse on the coun- 
try. It had before this been introduced in other forms, 
and strenuously resisted; it would again be attempted; and 
he would tndertake to say that, if this amendment pre- 
vailed, it would be only the commencement. f 
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Mr. MILLER ‘said he was opposed to striking out the 
amendment, as well because of its intrinsic merits, as:be- 
cause he was opposed to the substitute proposed by the 
gentleman from Maine. He regarded this proposition as 
a universal truth that there was no species of property 
inthis country that was not liable to taxation,.both by the 
Federal and State Governments. The Federal Govern- 
ment had the right to tax the State banks; and, on the 
other hand, the States had a right to tax the branches of 
the United States’ Bank within their respective limits. If 
it be contended that the emanation of the charter from 
the Federal Government protected the corporation from 
taxation, the same exemption might, with as much reason, 
be claimed fora corporation, fora ferry, for mercantile busi- 
ness, or, in short, for any property owned by citizens out 
of the State imposing the tax. ‘With regard’ to the case 
of McCulloh and the State of Maryland, referred to by 
the Senator from Delaware, he admitted that the Supreme 
‘Court had decided against the power claimed by the State. 
But if a provision of this kind were introduced in the bill, 
the Supreme Court would never decide that Congress had 
not the right to introduce it; and it would -preclude the 
court from deciding against the power of the States. ‘The 


'gentleman contended that Congress did not -possess the 


right to'insert such a provision; but it was obvious that 
those: who granted a privilege, had the right to prescribe 
the conditions on which ‘it should be exercised. Mr. M. 
urged various arguments in favor of the amendment, and 
against the substitute proposed by Mr. SPRAGUE. 

After some remarks from Messrs. MARCY, SMITH, 
and MANGUM, 

Mr. HAYNE said, before the question was taken, he 
would read an extract from a petition of Messrs. Thorn- 
dike and others, merchants of Boston, praying for a char- 
ter ofa national bank. Mr. H. read the extract, by which 
it appeared that the petitioners offered to pay a bonus of 
one per cent. on the amount of their capital; and, also, to 
pay to the Statesa tax not exceeding the amount imposed 
by them on their. own banks. -The bonus provided in the 
present bill, said Mr. H., is one-half per cent. These 
gentlemen offer double the amount--one per cent.; and 
this he only mentioned to show that mercantile men, of 
great experience, were of opinion that the bank could 
not only pay a bonus of $600,000 per annum, but pay a 
reasonable tax to the States. . 

Adjourned. 


Fripay, June 1. 
TOPOGRAPHICAL ENGINEERS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill to organize 
the corps of topographical engineers. © * °  - 

The bill having been read in Committee of the Whole, 

‘Mr. HAYNE expressed his hope that some sufficient 
reason for this organization would be given by the chait- 
man of the Military Committee. Where was the necessity 
for the increase of officers proposed by the bill?. We 
were in a period of profound peace; and there was an én- 
gineer corps in the service of the Government. He re- 
peated his desire for some explanation. 

Mr. BENTON replied that a number of citizens were 
now in the employment of the Government as civil engi- 
neers, and they were employed at considerable :expense, 
and were not subject to martial law. The bill organizes 
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a corps which will be able to render more. efficient. ser- 
vices to. the country, and: which-will-be more-readily con- 
trolled, asit-will be-under military government. He also 
suggested that.the-bill-~would effect a-considerable reduc- 
tionof expense. osc = fa wind 

‘Mr. FOOT: asked if there were not now officers of the 
army who were detailed for this very service. The Senate 
had been told that money would be saved by this creation of 
new officers.  Duajng the whole time that he had been in 
the public service, he. had never known any saving pro- 
duced by the creation of new officers. 

Mr, SMITH, in reply, stated that it was true that offi- 
cers were. detailed for this service, but it was a cause o 
much complaint, because the regular duty which was thus 
devolved.on those who remained with their corps, was 
double. It has sometimes happened that but a single offi- 
cer has been left to an artillery company. He stated that 
instances had occurred of officers who, after being in the 
topographical service, had imbibed such a dislike of the 
regular service, that, rather than return tò it, they had 
resigned. Being once detailed on that service, they be- 
come unfit .for military duty; and thus it frequently hap- 
pens.that. the best officers are lost to the country, 

Mr. HAYNE briefly expressed the objections to the bill, 
which had presented themselves to his mind. He regard- 
ed the new organization proposed by the bill as exception- 
able, because it left several able and faithful officers to be 
dismissed. ‘He referred to the present mode of employ- 
ing the graduates of West Point in the topographical duty. 
If they. were found qualified, they might be still kept.on 
that duty; butif not qualified, and any one should feel 
discontent in being ordered back to military duty, he 
might resign. There would be found plenty of brevets 
to take his place. If it was desirable to get rid of the 
citizens from the topographical duty, that could be done 
by repealing. the law which authorizes the employment of 
civil engineers. "The Secretary of War has found it. more 
advantageous'to employ citizens than to send the military 
on'this service. 

Mr. FOOT said he had heard it suggested that this was 
hit upon.as-a convenient mode of getting rid of certain 
officers in the army. . He did not know whether this was 
the fact or not; 'but-he thought, under all the circum- 
stances, it would be becoming in the Senate to act cau- 
tiously on the subject. He would, therefore, move to lay 
the bill on the table. 

The motion was agreed to—yeas 27. 


EXTENSION OF PATENTS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider a bill authorizing 
letters patent to be issued to Thomas y 7 
and James Lang; the two former being residents in Great 
Britain, and the last a resident in Scotland. 

Mr. MARCY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
moved to amend the bill by introducing the words ‘and 
to Samuel Hill, of , in the county of Notting- 
ham, England, for an improved piston and valve for steam 
engines,” &c. 

Mr. WEBSTER regarded this as an important bill. It 
granted letters patent to foreigners who did not reside 
here, who never had resided, and who never intended to 
reside here. If it was right to do this, some general prin- 
ciple ought to be adopted. He had strong objections to 
legislation in special and individual, cases. The law of pa- 
tents had been already so modified as to. give them to any 
foreigner who showed a disposition to reside here. Some 
years ago,-a.man named Brown obtained a patent, by 
holding out the idea that such was his intention; but hav- 
ing obtained it, he gave it to be understood that he never 
intended, to:reside here; and he never came here at all. 
He was. desirous Congress should exercise the powers 
granted:to it, bythe passage of a general law, if the prin- 
ciple was to be established that foreigners ‘should have 


patents. He did not know that-he might not give his con- 
sent to such law.. But he could not consent to take up 
special cases. It was not possible for the two Houses to 
sit in judgment on the merits of any invention which was 
to be submitted to them; and, if they could not, it would 
be impossible to refuse the passage of any bill after this. 

He moved to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with instructions to report a general bill. 

Mr. DICKERSON said he was opposed to this bill. He 
was not willing to extend these privileges to foreigners. 
Congress had, in his opinion, often impeded the progress 
of science by granting patents. Oliver Evans’s mills threw 
an impediment in the way of improvement. He had 
found out some old. invention, and, by giving it a new 
dress, had obtained a patent, and thus injured the cause 
of science. A foreigner might obtain a patent here, and 
might afterwards leave the country, and take steps to pre- 
vent it from being of any advantage to us. In case of any 
national rivalry, the foreign Government might buy up his 
patent, in order to preclude us from any participation in 
its benefits. He would not, therefore, grant patents, even 
on the principle of reciprocity, since they were merely 
given for the benefit of individuals. 

Mr. HOLMES did not see the dangerous consequences 
of passing this bill, in such an alarming point of view. He 
could not find in the constitution any discrimination made 
between foreigners and American citizens. He referred 
to the recommendation of General Washington, in his 
first message, as to the introduction of foreign improve- 
ments. Under the existing law, foreigners might come 
and reside here two years, obtain their patents, and then 
return home, and dispose of their inventions. 

Mr. HAYNE said he was one of the committee who had 
reported the bill, and he agreed with the Scnator from 
Massachusetts that it was a subject involving some diffi- 
culty. The question was, should we grant rights of an 
exclusive character to foreigners; and, if so, on what prin- 
ciples? Was it better to act, for the present, in particu- 
lar cases, or to adopt a general principle? The comit- 
tee had thought it best to act on a few special cases first, 
in order to see how the thing worked, before a generat 
principle was adopted. In this. case, the gentleman had 
himself appeared before the committee, and had not only 
established his own respectability, but’ had satisfied the 
committee that he was associated with gentlemen in this 
country, of large capital, whose object it was to introduce 
it into use among us. 

Mr. WEBSTER made one or two additional remarks. 
He suggested that foreigners would have the power of 
withholding their improvements from us for fourtcen 
years. He insisted, however, that we had little to fear, 
since we were already ahead of our foreign brethren in 
the progress of useful invention. If his motion to recom- 
mit should fail, he hoped the chairman of the committee 
would give satisfactory explanations of the nature of this 
improvement. He further suggested that, in case Con- 
gress should afterwards desire to revoke a patent granted 
to a foreigner, it could not well be done, as the foreigner 
would be out of our reach. 

The question was then taken on the motion to recom- 
mit, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 26. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate sitting as in Committee of the Whole, the 
consideration of the bank bill was resumed—the question 
still pending on Mr. Moonz’s amendment, giving the seve- 
ral States the power of taxing the issues and loans of the 
bank; and on Mr. Sprasv’s motion to strike out so much 
of the same, and to substitute a clause to distribute the 
bonus to be paid by the bank among the States, accord- 
ing to their federal numbers. 

Mr. BIBB rose. The amendments proposed embraced, 
he said, two distinct questions. ‘The first question related 
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to the propriety of recognising the power of taxation in 
the several States.within their-own jurisdiction; and the 
amendment to this went to abrogate such power, and to sub- 
stitute a correlative proposition in its place; enacting that. 
the bonus to be paid by the bank for its exclusive privi- 
leges and franchise should be distributed among the States. 
Now, for his part, he could not agree to ‘such substitute; 
for he could not yield up the question of the power of 
taxation in the States. Such.a substitute would seem an 
attempt to change the nature of the original federal com- 
pact—to enlarge it—to make the power of the Federal 
Government more transcendent than at the adoption of the 
federal constitution. As regarded the first question, re- 
lative to the power of taxing residing in the States, it had 
been argued in two ways that it did not exist; that this 
could be proved by the decision of the Supreme Court; 
and again, that, if it did not exist under the old charter 
of the bank, Congress could.-not give it now. It was 
with the greatest reluctance that he would impugn any 
decision of the Supreme Court; for, than himself, no man 
had a higher opinion of its merits, or held it in higher 
respect. But, nevertheless, he would not blindly surren- 
der his judgment to any tribunal, however exalted, when 
it was evident its judgment was erroneous, And when 
the Supreme Court erred, he would not hesitate to ex- 
press his dissent. And, in the case of McCulloch against 
the bank, it was his opinion that the court had so erred, 
that its decision amounted to felo dese. The principles 
and the premises ‘there assumed were erroneous—of con- 
sequence, so was the conclusion. It was also argued that, 
if the power of taxation were’ granted, it included the 
power to destroy. He (Mr. B.] denied the proposition, 
and would contend that the power of taxation included 
the power to protect. The argument was only accordant 
with tyrannical principles, not with republican doctrines. 
It was one which could not be exercised in a republic. 
Where, again, the power of taxation is granted, he would 
assert that the party exercising this right is bound to pro- 
tect those taxed in licu thereof, the same as other institu- 
tions. 
the distinction of the property of the bank, 2nd the indi- 
vidual property of the stockholders. And what would 
become of the property of foreigners? Every day’s ex- 
perience showed the result of taxation within our jurisdic- 
tion; if foreign merchants introduced goods, they were 
taxed at the very threshold, no matter where the owners 
were domiciled, and the protection of their rights of pro- 
perty followed. It was a universal principle, that our 
power to tax foreign goods, on their introduction, involved 
protection, not confiscation. The Jatter power would be 
that of a demon, not that of a civilized Government. If 
reul estate is purchased by this corporation, as such, it is 
not, it is truc, the property of A or B, but of the stock- 
holders at large. It is united property, and as a whole, 
like other property, is a fair subject of taxation. Again: 
did he hold his property in the bank, he thought that it 
should not, for that reason, be exempt from taxation. 
And why should not corporations be taxed? Faculties 
were taxed. Look at our carly laws for internal improve- 
ments. Lawyers were taxed for the right of exercising 
their profession; and even our administration--the pro- 
perty in their hands, under executory deeds; was a sub- 
ject of taxation. He would ask why, if a person chose 
to invest his property or his money in this manner, in a 
corporation, it should not.be liable to taxation. Hasit 
not more profit, when thus invested, than in any other 
mode, and not subject’ toas much labor or attention on 
the part of the Mdividual? It was known that, after the 
payment of all expenses, it left a clear dividend, equal, if 
not more than property otherwise invested. It should 
be taxed, in his opinion, above all other property, because 
it allowed the stockholders, without any trouble on their 
part, to exercise their different avocations and professions; 
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and that it was the fairest subject of taxation in theworld; 
because it allowed its owner other disposal: of his time.» © 

‘As this tax formed a portion of the revenue of the coun- 
try, it must be manifest that the power to impose it existed 
in the General Government from the adoption of the Fede- 
ral Union: © When: the constitution. was formed; the right 
was never doubted: -But this powér (taking it for grant- 
ed) in the United States was possessed as: concurrent by: 
the several States, unless: where, by their” own: consent, 
it was expressly denied them by the constitution. ‘Withit’ 
their own jurisdiction they possessed as: full ‘and concur- 
rent power of taxation as the General’ Government: To 
prove this, he would refer to the carly exposition ofthis 
part of our constitution, at the time of its adoption, when 
it was necessarily best understood. ‘It. would. be found:in 
the < Federalist,” page 32, written by. Alexander Hamil- 
ton. [Mr. B. here read the extract from the: Federalist:] 

Now, sir, said Mr. B., let us examine what is this cor 
poration. It was contended that the power'rested in the 
Government to create it, but he should not now broach 
the important question which the right involved. But let - 
it be supposed that the Government has the power, have 
the States the right of taxing it within their jurisdiction? 
| What is this corporation? Is it‘ not’ merely the right of 
separate individuals to put'their money, their stock, ’to- 
gether, for their better interest? And with the exception 
of some seven millions of stock owned by the Govern-: 
ment, it is the property of individuals. ; Government has 
no control over it beyond that of other stockholders, who 
hold the same amount. And whence the privilege of these 
individuals, by the mere act. of putting their aggregate 
property under the management of a directory, to thus’ 
exempt it from the liability it would otherwise be subject 
to? The Government holding but a small’ portion of this 
property, he would say that the bank was under the sway 
of those individuals, who managed its concerns, as any: 
other property would be managed, to redound most to 
their interest, and that it was not a Government machine; 
and, under such circumstances, he would ask. if any cor- 
poration, exercising the objects and pursuits of individuals, 
could claim the immunities ‘and privileges of a sovereign 
power. He would never consent that a-corporation of 
individuals should 'wield its sovereignty—that their capital 
should be above the power or reach of those very States 
in which they exercised their franchise—in which they 
might be said ‘to live, move, and have their being.” 

Let us suppose, said Mr. B., that the branch of the bank 
in Kentucky, or in Ohio, for example, is robbed. Who 
punishes the felon? -Is it the Government? No, sir. If 
one of itg officers or managers be assaulted, is it the Go- 
vernment punishes for the violence done? No, sir; it is 
the State in which those acts are committed that punishes,. 
and the State alone has the power. Further, so far as the 
Government holds property in this corporation, it isa 
surrender in so much of its sovereign power; for, when a 
sovereignty mixes with mere individuals, commingles with 
them, it cannot elevate the individuals to its station, but 
it sinks to their level. ‘ : 

He had already endeavored to show, by the opinions of 
Hamilton, and his exposition of the constitution, that the 
several States possessed a concurrent power of taxation 
with the. Government itself, unless when defined. to the 
contrary; and these were limited to two subjects, viz. im- 
ports and exports, the. taxing of which-is placed. in the 
Government alone. The income on the public lands, 
which had since been created, might be alsoadduced; but 
where the United States had laid a tax on them, did it pre- 
vent the State Government from taxing the same? Both 
had done so. If the United States laid its hand on some 
particular objects for taxation, whether slaves, land tax; 
or other things, it did not place an exclusive right in the 
Government; because, exercised in those particulars, the 
State was deprived of the like power, but had likewise a 
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correlative, a concurrent power. Nor does it follow 
that, if. this corporation be invested with. certain immuni- 
ties, they. shall‘operate-as a bar against the right inherent 
in the States. Such privileges, if invested in: those in- 
dividuals'in their:corporate capacity, would resemble the 
old noblesse in France, whose estates were exempt from 
- all: taxation, throwing the’ burden on the people, and 
create in this country a great moneyed aristocracy, a privi- 
leged class: He would never consent to such privileges. 
Out ofa capital of thirty-six millions, only seven were owned 


by the Government, thus leaving twenty-nine millions of 


exempted property. Then, as regarded the property 


owned. by non-residents, which, it would appear, amount- 
ed to one-fourth of the whole. By the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, that we could not tax the subjects of a foreign 
Government, this property was exempt; and if this argu- 


ment and decision were correct, the whole. stock of the 
bank might be transferred, and thus a general exemption 
take place. 
to be called on by their authority, to give their protection 
to the officers of this corporation resident within them, 
and yet be réstricted from taxing the property and the if- 
dividuals thus protected? He would ask, what boon wag 
given. to the States in lieu? 

Mr. B. referred to the Jaws that had already been passed 


for taxing the Bank of the United States, In the third vo- 


lume of the Laws of the United States, would be found an 
imposition ofa direct tax, and, among other things, the law 
imposes a stamp taxon the notes of all the banks; and the 
Bunk of the United States then, existing under the autho- 
rity of the United States, hada tax imposed on it, and did 
make the composition of one per cent. provided for by that 
law. The other law was that of 1813, which law im- 
posed a tax on banks, and the Bank of the United States 
was not then exempted. If the Government, then, pos- 
sesses the power of taxing the United States’ Bank, how 
is it that the States are to be divested of that power? It 
has been said that, if this power be conceded to the States, 
they will act widely and inconsiderately, and tax the bank 
toitsruin. But, because a power may be abused, dogs it 
argue that this power does not exist? If this be conceded, 
it would prohibit the exercise of all lawful power, both 
by the Federal and State Governments. He meant no 
disrespect to the Congress of the United States, when he 
asked if there had never been an abuse, or indiscreet ex- 
ercise of power, on their part. Where was the remedy, 
when there was such an indiscreet exercise of power? 
There was none, other than in the returning good sense 
of the people of the United States, exercised through 
their representatives. He admitted that the State of Ohio 
had acted indiscreetly in taxing the bank so extravagantly 
as she did. But let us review the circumstances under 
which she acted. At the close of the war, there was no 
Bank of the United States, but the currency of the coun- 
try was confined to notes of the State banks. The Go- 
yernment applied to these banks, and urged them to take 
its loans: He was in Congress at the time that the cashiers 
attended, and exposed the situation of the bank. We 
have no money, said they; but we have stock on which 
we make our discounts; we consider this cash, which could 
be realized in time of peace, butnow notavailable. Every 
bank applied to, thus exposed their situation, and declared 
their inability to lend; that when war came, their situa- 
tion would be perilous, for the stock on which they relied, 
and which yielded them six per cent., could not be turned 
into money, in case of a pressure on their banks. The 
reply of the Secretary was that of a statesman. The Go- 
vernment, said he, must have money; and the consequence 
was, specie payments by the banks ceased; the Govern- 
ment continued to sell treasury notes to them, and they 
continuéd-to make loans to the Government. The notes 
of thesé-banks not paying specie, were taken to an im- 
mense amount, and circulated throughout the country, 


Could this be allowed? And were the States 


for the payment of the troops, and for the purchase of all 


.the supplies needed to carry on the war; for, unfortunate- 


ly, the banks that did pay specie, refused to lend money 
to support an ‘< unnatural and unjust war.” When peace 
came, no time was allowed to these banks, who had put 
into circulation ‘such a vast amount of notes in order to 
serve the Government, to eall intheir cireulation; but, for- 
getful of the benefits received from them, the Govern- 
ment immediately created another bank, to compel those 
banks to find specie for the amount they had out. What 
was the consequence? The Bank of the United States 
went into operation with not three millions, and, in less 
than eighteen months, issued notes to the amount of eigh- 
teen millions, which was afterwards reduced to nine mil- 
lions. The State banks were drained of their specie to 
supply the Bank of the United States, (upwards of seventy- 
two millions were drawn from Kentucky and Ohio alone, } 
until they found themselves in a situation of great depres- 
sion and embarrassment, and many of them were ruin- 
ed. Now, it was not astonishing that, in this state of 
things, when such a besom of destruction was sweeping 
away the State institutions, and the fortunes of individuals 
connected with them, that there should have been such 
an excitement as caused the legislation of the State of 
Ohio, before referred to. At that very time, the State of 
Kentucky was employing, through the medium of her 
State bank, a capital of seven hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, acquired by the sale of her Green river lands. 
This was the case, also, with the State of Ohio, who made 
a similar investment of her capital. ‘The bank interfered, 
and these State Institutions were ruined. Here was the 
cause of the extraordinary excitement which produced 
that extraordinary taxation of a bank that had produced 
so much injury. He was not now arguing the question 
whether the bank should be rechartered or not; he was 
only contending that, if it should be rechartered, it should 
not be in such a way as to have the power of breaking 
down the State institutions. 

Mr. B. here entered, at length, into the argument asto 
the right of the States to tax the branches within their 
limits, and the propriety and expediency of the National 
Legislature affirming the right, by introducing such a pro- 
vision in the charter. Í 

Mr. B. concluded by arguing that the right of taxation 
belonged to the States in their sovereign capacity—-that 
such rights were not specially adverted to in the constitu- 
tion; the Congress had not the power to delegate or to 
compromit. That he was one of those who denied the 
power of the General Government to raise money for dis~ 
tribution--a proposition which the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Spracue,]so to apply the bonus, 
would carry into operation. He would oppose it on con- 
stitutional grounds--he would oppose it as inexpedient; 
and, further, he would vote against the substitute as re- 
garded the striking out of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Moonz,] as denying the power 
of taxation in the several States. , 

Mr. DUDLEY said that, recognising the right of the 
several States tu give instructions to their Senators who 
ought to consider themselves bound to obey them, he had 
no difficulty in yielding a ready obedience to the instruc- 
tions contained in the resolutions he then held in his hands. 
These resolutions were adopted at the late session of the 
Legislature of the State of New York, and had never yet 
been presented to the Senate. The subject had a long 
time been under discussion, and that resolution had finally 
received the concurrence of a majority of two-thirds of 
the Legislature. He believed, therefore, that they spoke 
the language of a majority of the State. He should ac- 
cordingly vote against the bill, in whatever shape or form 
it might be modified. He took this opportunity of 
expressing his disapprobation to granting a great moneyed 
monopoly in consideration of a bonus. He concurred in 
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the principles of the amendment offered by the gentleman | taxation; between franchises‘and privileges on, one side, 
from Alabama, affirming the rights of the States to tax and material substances on the other, was-80 completely 
the branches of the bank to the extent that they tax their blasted and annihilated by one additional stroke of light- 
own institutions, and should give to the amendment. his ning, that the fathers: of the distinction really believed 
support. In the State of New York, which had a banking | that they had’never made it! and sung their palinodes in 
capital of twenty-four millions, all paid in, and many insu- tthe face of the House. 

rance and other incorporated. companies, all such institu- The argument that these branches. are necessary to 
tions were taxed, not by the State, for there was no State enable the Federal Government to’carry on its fiscal’ope- 
tax, so called, but taxed under the authority of the State | rations, and, therefore, ought to be independent of State 
for local purposes. The taxes raised from forty to eighty | legislation, is answered and expunged by a matter of fact, 
cents, averaging about fifty cents-on the one hundred | namely, that Congress itself has determined otherwise, 
dollars. He felt that he should neglect the interests of|and that in the very charter of the bank. “The charter 
the State he represented here, if he did not urge the intro-| limits the right of the Federal Government to the establish- 
duction of a clause-in the bill, reserving to the States, the | ment of a single-branch, and that one in the District of 
right to tax the branches of the bank equally with their|Columbia! The branch at this place, and the- parent 
institutions. He asked the reading of the resolutions, and | bank at Philadelphia, are all that the Federal Government 
that they might be laid on the table. Mr. D. then handed jhas stipulated for. All beyond that is left to the bank 
in and the Secretary read the resolutions adopted by both | itself to establish branches in the States or not, as it suited 
branches of the Legislature of New York, instructing | its own interest, or to employ State banks, with the ap- 
their Senators and requesting their Representatives in|probation of the Secretary. of the Treasury, to do the 
Congress to oppose the rechartering of the Bank of the | business of the branches for the United States... Congress 
United States. is contented with State banks to do the business of the 

Mr. BENTON rose to say that this motion presented the | branches in the States; and, therefore, authorizes the very 
most direct attack upon the rights, the interests, the inde- | case which gentlemen apprehend and so loudly deprecate, 
pendence, and the sovereignty of the States, which he had | that New York may refuse her assent to the continuance 
ever personally witnessed. The amendment offered by the | of the branches within her limits, and send the public de- 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moone] was declaratory of| posites to the State banks. This is what the charter con- 
the rights of the States, both to refuse admission of these | templates. Look at the charter; see the fourteenth arti- 
branch banks into their limits, and to tax them like other | cle of the constitution of the bank; it makes it optionary 

roperty, if admitted; if this amendment was struck out, | with the directors of the bank to establish branches in 
it was tantamount to a legislative declaration that no{such States as they shall think fit, with the alternative of 
such rights existed, and would operate as a confirmation |using State banks as their substitutes in States in which 
of the decision of the Supreme Court to that effect. It|they do not choose to establish branches. This brings 
is to no purpose to say that the rejection of the amend-|the establishment of branches to a private affair, a mere 
ment will leave the charter silent upon the subject; and | question of profit and loss to the bank itself; and cuts up 
the rights of the States, whatsoever they may be, will re-| by the roots the whole argument of the necessity of these 
main in full force. That is the state of the existing charter. | branches to the fiscal operations of the Federal Govern- 
It is silent upon the subject of State taxation; and in that/ment. ‘The establishment of branches in the States is, 
silence the Supreme Court has spoken, and nullified the | then, a private concern, and presents this question: shall 
rights of the States. ‘That court has decided that the |non-residents and aliens—even alien enemies, for such 
Bank of the United States is independent of State legisla-| they may be--have a right to carry on the trade of bank- 
tion! consequently, that she may send branches into the fing within the limits of the States, without their consent, 
States in defiance of their laws, and keep them there with- | without liability to taxation, and without amenability to 
out the payment of tax. ‘This is the decision; and the de- | State legislation? The suggestion that the United States 
cision of the court is the law of the land; so that, if no|owns an interest in this bank, isof no avail. If she owned 
declaratory clause is put into the charter, it cannot be|it all, it would still be subject to taxation, like all other 
said that the new charter will be silent, as the old one was. | property is which she holds in the States. The lands 
The voice of the Supreme Court is now heard in that} which she had obtained from individuals in satisfaction of 
silence, proclaiming the supremacy of the bank, and the}debts, were all subject to taxation; the public lands which 
degradation of the States; and, unless we interpose now|she held by grants from the States, or purchases from 
to countervail that voice by a legislative declaration, it| foreign Powers, were only exempted ‘from taxation by 
will be impossible for the States to resist it, except by | virtue of compacts, and the payment of five per centum 
measures which no one wishes to contemplate. on the proceeds of the sales for that exemption. 

Mr. B. regretted that he had not seen in the papers any} The right of the. States to tax banking institutions of 
report of the argument of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. [every kind, State or federal, is just as clear, and rests 
TazEWeLL] in vindication of the right of the States to tax}upon the same foundation, as her right to tax land and 
these branches. It was an argument brief, powerful, and | houses, merchants and jewellers, ferries and taverns. 
conclusive—lucid as a sunbeam, direct as an arrow, andj The right clearly exists with respect to the branches of 
mortal as the stroke of fate to the adversary speakers. the United States’ Bank; and ought Congress to destroy 
Since the delivery of that argument, they had sat in dumb | that right, by refusing to insert a declaratory clause to pro- 
show, silent as the grave, mute as the dead, and present- | tect it against the decision of the Supreme Court? Of all 
ing to our imaginations the realization of the Abbe Sieyes’s|the subjects of taxation, the moneyed power is the most 
famous conception of a dumb legislature. . Before the|suitable and proper. Jews were taxed, and enormously 
States surrendered a portion of their sovereignty to cre-|taxed, all over Europe, because they dealt in- money, 
ate this Federal Government, they possessed the unlimited | They were made to bear the chief burden of taxation, 
power of taxation; in the act of the surrender, which is] because, having most money, they were most able to bear 
the constitution, they abridged this unlimited right but in |it. These branch banks ought to be taxed,.at least as 
two particulars--exports and imports——which they agreed much as the citizens of the State, upon the same princi- 
no longer to tax, and therefore retained the taxing power|ple. These foreigners and non-residents, carrying on the 
entire over all other subjects. This was the substance ofi trade of banking within a State, and making immense 
the argument which dumb-founded the adversary: and| sums out of the people of the State, to be carried off and 
the distinction which was attempted to be set up between| expended elsewhere, and contributing nothing to the 
tangible and intangible, visible and invisible, objects of military. defence of the State, ought certainly to contri- 
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in the-hands.of four and twenty States upon the approval 
of the charter. _ This is a consequence which the friends 
of the bank would not relish; yet, if the scheme of pay- 
ing the bonus to the States individually, instead of paying 
it to the Federal Government, a reference of the charter 
to the States, for their acceptance or rejection of the bo- 
nus offered, becomes indispensable, unless they are to be 
treated as. miserable dependents of the bank, without 
even the right of giving an opinion upon the sufficiency 
of what is offered. Whether referred to them or not, 
the States will have the power of refusing. to accept the _ 
bonus: some States may refuse; some are certainly bound 
to refuse. Whatthen? Does the charter go into effect, 
without regard to the refusal of the State to receive the 
bonus? The bank, assuming the lofty superiority of throw- 
ing her so much, (and, if she did not pick it up, she might 
do without it,) the imperial bank, would disregard her 
pouting, and goon as she pleased. The substitute of the 
Senator from Maine is certainly ingeniously worded; it 
suits some State right men, and some anti-State right men. 
He [Mr. B.] was opposed to every thing in legislation 
which suited persons irreconcilably opposed on funda- 
mental principles. The substitute seemed to blink the 
question. Yesterday, when first offered, it had a phrase 
in it which is now taken out. The States were then to 
have this bonus ‘in consideration” of not taxing the 
branches; but this clause, which implies a right, and the 
sale of a right, is now taken out, and the substituted 
amendment had lost its first distinguishing feature. 

The amendment of the Senator from Maine proposes 
to grant an annuity to the States in lieu of the taxes they 
would have a right to receive, thus placing the States in 
the same elevated relation with respect to the bank, which 
the Indian tribes now occupy with respect to the Federal 
Government. ‘Vhe. annuity now in the bill is $150,000, 
which, being fairly distributed per capite, according to the 
Indian rule, would furnish about cight mills, or three- 
fourths of a cent, to each inhabitant of the States. This 
is a fine sum to be given for the sovereignty of a State; 
and must have some relation or reference to the value of 
the mess of pottage which a foolish boy once received for 
his birthright.. If Congress must sell the rights of the 
States, let them at least take the best price which is offer- 
ed; and a far better one than that in the bill has been of- 
fered.. The memorial for a new bank, to be owned 
wholly by American citizens, offers $700,000 a year du- 
ring the continuance for the charter; why not take that, 
which is nearly five times the amount of the bonus in the 
bil? The citizens who offer it are acknowledged to be 
able to take the stock of the bank, to pay the bonus, and 
to manage its affairs. Why not sell to them in preference 
to this old company, which offers but the fifth part, and 
has already’ had their privilege for twenty years, and is 
besides so largely made up of foreigners, and now known 
to be in the hands of the political party which the people 
of the United States have discarded from office? 

Mr. B. expressed his earnest wishes that this deadly 
blow at the rights of the States might be averted; that 
thé amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Moore] might be adopted; and the sovereignty of the 
States be vindicated from the authority of the Supreme 
Court; and that the great moneyed power of the Bank of 
the United States might be forced to contribute, with the 
citizens of the States, to the support of the Government 
whose protcction they received. 

Mr. SPRAGUE replied to Mr. Benrox. It was the 
general custom, he said, for those who were unable to re- 
ply to a proposition, to assail it with invective, and to load 
it with abusive epithets. . When, therefore, it is said that 
the amendment he proposed was a contrivance unworthy 
of legislation, he could deign no other reply than that the 
assertion itself was unworthy. He denied that he had, in 
any way, attempted to blink or evade the question. He 


bute in money to the support.of the. Government from 
which they derive all the benefits of. wealth and protec- 
tion. > The lands of non-residents, and of aliens, arẹ not 
exempted’ from taxation; why should their banks be 
exempted? Great is the profit which they derive from 
the banking business; great is the power which it gives 
them over the persons and the property of our citizens. 
The bank debt is now about seventy millions of dollars, 
which cannot be a less annual tax upon the people of this 
Union than five or six millions of dollars. In the West 
alone the debt is near thirty millions, and the annual inte- 
rest, with exchange and other charges, near three millions. 
The abduction of specie from the South and West, by 
the_operation of these branches, is now ascertained to 
exceed twenty-three millions of dollars! Of this immense 
sum, Louisville has furnished one million one-hundred 
and seven thousand five hundred and sixty-three dollars; 
Cincinnati, six hundred and twenty-seven thousand dol- 
lars; Pittsburg, about nine hundred thousand; St. Louis, 
three hundred thousand, (within the last two years;) New 
Orleans, about twelvé millions of dollars, besides near a 
million more shipped ‘direct to Europe, without passing 
through the mother bank. When carried to Philadel- 
phia, much of this specie is sent abroad, to be sold ata 
premium in Europe. About five millions of dollars have 
thus been exported and sold by the bank within a few 
years at a premium of ninety-seven thousand one hundred 
and forty dollars; and, in lieu of specie thus abducted 
from the South and West, these sections are deluged with 
a small paper currency, as illegal as it is unsound and 
vicious, and practically unconvertible into specie, because 
it is made payable five hundred or a thousand miles off. 
All the flourishing cities of the West are mortgaged to 
this moneyed power. They may be devoured by it at any 
moment. They are in the jaws of the monster! A lump 
of butter in the mouth of a dog! one gulp, one swallow, 
and all is gone! 

The story of foreign capital brought into the States is 
an illusion, contradicted by the bank itself. The branches 
at. Mobile,.Natchez, St. Louis, Buffalo, Utica, and Port- 
land, are shown in the monthly statements to have no 
capital. The other branches are shown by the Presi- 
dent’s letter, in answer to.a call of the Senate, to have 
nothing but a nominal capital, without any solid or real 
foundation. The investigating committee have ascer- 
tained from the bank itself that the whole amount of spe- 
cie ever furnished by the parent bank to the whole batch 
of her Southern and Western branches, only amounts to 
tue precise sum of eight hundred and ninety-six thousand 
four hundred and seventy-two dollars! And this is the 
capital for which the West and South are to be grateful! 
This is the capital on which a debt of about forty millions 
in these two sections of the country has becn created! 
Thisis the capital for which foreiguersand non-residents are 
to become the lords and masters of the land, and for which 
the States are to be so thankful and so humble as not to 
require them to pay any tax upon their loans and issues! 

The justice of taxing these branches is. just as clear as 
the right to do sọ, and it belongs to the State itself to ex- 
ercise thé right of taxation, or to compound it fora bonus. 
The substituted amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maine, [Mr. Spracux, ] besides being a direct attack 
upon the rights of the States, is radically wrong in as- 
suming to accept a sum for the States without their con- 
sent. Congress cannot bargain for the States. She 
cannot agree with the bank for a certain sum, and then 
assign it to the States, as to so many dependent provinces 
of a paramount empire. Itis for the States themselves 
to say whether this bonus is sufficient, or whether they 
choose to sell their birthright for any bonus at all; and if 
this amendment shall be adopted, a proviso will certainly 
be offered; to-refer the acceptance of the bonus-to the 
will of the States: and thus a veto will be placed at once 
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statedyin distinct terms, his opinion that the States had 
no right to tax. the branches of the United States’ Bank. 
He agreed perfectly with the decision. of the Supreme 
Court; and had unhesitatingly avowed that, unless a pro- 
vision to that effect be inserted in the charter, the States 
will have no right to tax the bank. If you come te the 
expediency, said he; I deny thatalso. As to.any degra- 
dation in the States receiving such.trifling annuities, like 


the Indian tribes, as spoken. of by the gentleman from Mis- |amendment; which was rejected by 
The amend- |yeas 2, nays 43. 


souri, he could not, for:himself, perceive it. ¢ 
ment did not make the annuity; it was already in. the bill 
provided that the United States should receive it. Now, 
if it was degrading for the States to receive annuities, 
which, divided among the people, would only amount to 
seven or eight mills each, would the proportion be much 
greater if paid to the United States? And such, said Mr. 
§., are the materials of which arguments are made, to be 
addressed to the people of the United States. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri tells me, said Mr. S., that I ought to 
make a motion to increase the bonus. I cannot do so, 
said he, at this stage of the business, but will unquestiona- 
bly make the motion at a proper time. we 

The question was then’ taken on striking out Mr. 
Moone’s amendment, and decided in the affirmative, by 
the following vote: 

YEAS. --Messrs, Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Jobn- 
ston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, ‘Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.——26. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Man- 
gum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Robinson, Tazewell, White, 
~~18, l 

The question wasthen taken on inserting Mr. Spnacur’s 
amendment, and it was also decided in the affirmative-— 
yeas 25, nays 19, as follows: 

YELAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Uwing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tom- 
linson, Waggaman, Wilkins.—25. 

NAYS.~-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Tazewell, Webster, 
White.--19. 

Mr. FOOT then moved further to amend the bill, by 
adding an additional section providing that the cashier 
of the bank shall annually report to the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury the names of all the stockholders of the bank 
who are not residents of the United States; and, on appli- 
cation from the Executives of the several States, furnish 
them the names of the stockholders who reside in the 
United States. 

Mr. T. said the object of this amendment was to enable 
the States to tax the stockholders of the bank who reside 
within their limits. In Connecticut, said Mr. F., we tax 
the stockholders of our own banks, and would also tax 
those of the Bank of the United States, who reside in the 
State; but, on application being made to the cashier of the 
bank for their names, tliey were refused. 

This amendment was adopted without a division. 

Mr. BIBB then offered three sections as amendments: 

The first prescribing that the parent bank shall be man- 
aged by a president and twenty-four directors, and of the 
branches by a president and twelve directors each; the 
President of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint all the presidents, 
and one-half of the directors, and that it shall not be ne- 
cessary that they shall be stockholders of the bank; 

The second amendment providing that the bank shall 
not take more than five per cent. perannum, in the shape 
of interest and discounts; and 3 
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The third providing that no person shall‘ vote at any 
election more than thirty shares, including those he’ shall 


vote in his own right, as stockholder, and as attorney, |. 


agent, or proxy. ` 

After a debate, in which Messrs. BIBB, DALLAS, 
SMITH, and GRUNDY, took part, i 
Mr. BUCKNER called.for. a division, of the question, 
which was ordered, and it -was first, taken-on the first 
the following vote— 


|" YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb.-2.. ` , 
NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
| Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, John- 
ston, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Troup, Waggaman, Webster, White, 
Wiikins.—43. 
The question was then taken on the second amendment 
to reduce the interest taken by the bank to five per cent., 
and decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS.-—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
Troup, White.~-20. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Ewing, 
Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Miller, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins. —25. : ; 

The question was then taken on the third amendment, 
and it was rejected by the following vote: . 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hill, Kane, Marcy, Moore, White.—10. i 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell; Brown, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, King, Knight, Mangum, 
Miller, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robii.- 
son, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Waggaman, Webster, 
Wilkins.--35. 

Mr. EWING then moved to amend the bill by striking 
out the fifth section, which provides that it shall not be 
lawful for the bank, two years after the 3d of March next, 
to hold any real. estate, except on mortgage, or for the 
transaction of its business, directing a sale after that time, 
and imposing a penalty of ten thousand dollars for the in- 
fraction of this clause. 

i This motion was rejected—yeas 22, nays 23, as fol- 
ows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Ewing, 
Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Knight, Nau- 
dain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster,‘ 
Wilkins.—-22. 

NAYS.~-~Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dicke 
erson, Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Johnston, 
Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Ruggles, 
Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, White.—23. 

Mr. WEBSTER then proposed to amend the fifth sec- 
tion-by striking out two years and inserting five years, so 
as to allow the bank five years instead of two to sell its 
real estate. . - 

This motion was carried without g division. 

Mr. WEBSTER then proposed an amendment, striking 
out that part of the bill providing that the bank and its 
branches shall receive in payment of debts due by State 
banks the notes of any of the branches. >~ 

Afteradebate, in which Messrs. WEBSTER, KNIGHT, 

jand TAZEWELL took part, the amendment having been 
opposed by the two last named gentlemen, 

Mr. -WEBSTER withdrew the amendment, stating that 
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some modification of this section could be made. after the 
bill should be reported to the Senate. ` : ; 

1Mr. BIBB then moved to amend the fourth section, by 
striking out: the. words ‘from any other incorporated 
‘bank,”’ so as ‘to: make it incumbent on the bank and its 
branches to receive the notes of any and all’of their 
branches in payment of debts due from individuals as 
well as from State banks. 

This amendment was opposed by Mr. WEBSTER, and 
supported by Messrs. BIBB, HAYNE, KNIGHT, and 


GRUNDY, and finally adopted—yeas 25, nays 19, as 


follows: : 

YEAS:——Messrs. Bibb, Clayton, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ellis, Foot, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Knight, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Troup, White, 
Wilkins, —25. : 

WAYS.-—-Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Buckner, Clay, 
Dallas, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, John- 
ston, Naudain, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tipton, Webster.—19, i 

Mr. EWING then moved to strike out the fifth section 


of the bill, prohibiting the bank from issuing and circulat- 
ing notes of a less denomination than fifty dollars, not 


payable at the bank or branch whence issued, or circu- 
lated, unless at the special instance and request of the 
person to whom the same is payable or issued. j 

Mr. SMITH here moved an adjournment: negatived— 
yeas 20, nays 23. 

A debate then ensued, in which the motion was advo- 
cated by Messrs. EWING, WEBSTER, JOHNSTON, 
and SILSBEE, and opposed by Messrs. BIBB, KING, 
HAYNE, MARCY, and TAZEWELL; when 

Mr. TAZEWELL moved a division of the question, so 
as to take it first on striking out the last words of the sec- 
tion, which he said rendered the whole nugatory, viz. 
«unless at.the request of the. person to whom the samé 
(i. e. the notes) shall be issued, paid out, or put in circu- 
lation.” : i 

The division having been ordered, the question was ta- 
ken on striking out the latter part of the section as above, 
and lost--yeas 17, nays not counted. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Ew1ne’s motion 
to strike out the whole section, and it was decided in the 
affirmative-—yeas 24, nays 15, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tom- 
linson, Webster, Wilkins.—24. 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Foot, 
Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Ro- 
binson, Tazewell, Troup, White.--15. 

Mr. GRUNDY moved an adjournment; rejected—yeas 
18, nays 21, f 

Mr. BENTON said he had several amendments to offer; 
and first proposed one repealing so much of the original 
charter of the. bank as restricts Congress from granting 
a charter to another bank, and grants an exclusive privi- 
lege to the Bank of the United States. f 

Mr. KING moved that the Senate adjourn. It was im- 
possible, he said, for gentlemen to expect to get through 
with the amendments that evening; it was six o’clock, 
and the gentleman from Missouri had several other amend- 
ments to propose, which would probably occasion debate. 
On the motion to adjourn, he asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and on their being called, the Senate 
refused to adjourn, by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, King, Mangum, Marcy, 
Miller, Moore,Sprague, Tazewell, Troup, White—18. 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clayton, Dallas, Ew- 


ing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, | 


Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Sils- 
bee, Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins:—20. 

‘Mr. KING then demanded that the hour should be re- 
corded on the journal at which the Senate refused to 
adjourn. This, he said, he had a right to ask. 

Mr. GRUNDY said he was glad to see an evidence of 
a determination to do business; but he thought gentlemen 
were going too far--they were not going to make their 
bank that night, he would assure them. He would sug- 
gest that the Senator from Missouri should give in all his 
amendments at once, and that the Senate should then ad- 
journ, and consider on them, in order to act promptly in 
the morning. 

Mr. BENTON then handed to the Secretary his amend- 
ments; and, without reading, they were, on motion of 
Mr. GRUNDY, ordered to be printed. 

Adjourned. 


SATURDAY, June 2. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate again, sitting as a Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bank bill. 

The seriés of amendments submitted by Mr. Burrow 
came up in order. 

The first was in the following words: 

‘‘Thatso much of the original charter as restricts any 
future Congress from granting charters of incorporation 
to other banking companies, and grants an exclusive pri- 
vilege to the stockholders in the Bank of the United 
States, shall be, and the same hereby is, repealed from 
and after the third day of March, in the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-six.” 

Mr. BENTON pointed out the clauses in the charter 
which granted the exclusive privilege, and imposed the 
restriction, which it was the object of his motion to abo- 
lish; and read a part of the 21st section, which enacted that 
no other bank should be established by any future law of 
the United States, during the continuance of that charter, 
and which pledged the faith of the United States to the 
observance of the monopoly thereby created. He said 
the privilege of banking, here granted, was an exclusive 
privilege, a monopoly, and an invasion of the rights of all 
future Congresses, as well as of the rights of all citizens 
of the Union, for the term the charter had to run, 
and which might be considered perpetual; as this was the 
last time that the people could ever make head against 
the new political power which raised itself in the form of 
the bank to overbalance every other power in the Govern- 
ment. This exclusive privilege is contrary to the genius 
of our Government, which is a Government of equal rights 
and not of exclusive privileges; and it is clearly unautho- 
rized by the constitution, which only admits of exclusive 
privileges in two solitary, specified cases, and each of 
these founded upon a natural right, the case of authors 
and inventors; to whom Congress is authorized to grant, 
for a limited time, the exclusive privilege of selling their 
own writings and discoveries. > But in the case of this 
charter there is no natural right, and it may be well said 
there is no limited time; and the monopoly is far more 
glaring and indefensible now than when first granted; for 
then the charter was not granted to any particular set of 
individuals, but lay open to all to subscribe to it; but now 
it is to be continued to a particular set, and many of them 
foreigners, and all of whom, or their assignees, had alrea- 
dy enjoyed the privilege for twenty years. If this com- 
pany succeeds now in getting their monopoly continued 
for fifteen years, they will so entrench themselves in wealth 
and power, that they will be enabled to perpetuate their 
charter, and transmit it as a private inheritance to their pos- 
terity. Our Government delights in rotation of office; all 
officers, from the highest to the lowest, are amenable to that 
principle; no one is suffered to remain in power thirty-five 
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years; and e i 
the monéyed power of America for that long period? Can 
it be the wish of any person to establish an oligarchy with 
unbounded wealth’ and perpetual existence, to lay the 
foundation for a nobility and monarchy in this America! 
The restriction upon future Congresses is at war with 
every. principle of constitutional right and legislative 
equality. Ifthe constitution has given to one: Congress the 
right to charter banks, it has. given it to every one. I 


this Congress has a right to. establish a bank, every other 
Congress has. The power to tie the hands of our successors 
is nowhere given to us; what we can do, our successors 


can; a legislative body is always equal to itself. To make, 


and to amend; to do, and to undo; is the prerogative of 
each. But here the attempt is to do what we ourselves 
cannot amend—-what our successors cannot amend—and 
what our successors are forbidden to imitate, or to doin any 


form. This shows the danger of assuming implied powers. 


If the power to establish a national bank had been ex- 
pressly granted, then the exercise of that power, being 
once exerted, would be exhausted, and no further legisla- 
tion would remain to be done; but this power is now as- 
aumed upon construction, after having been twice rejected 


in the convention which framed the constitution, and is, 
therefore, without limitation as to number or character. 
Mr. Madison was express in his opinions in the year 1791, 


that, if there was one bank chartered, there ought to be 


several! The genius of the British monarchy, he said, 
favored the concentration of wealth and power! In 
America, the genius of the Government required the dif- 
fusion of wealth and power. The establishment of branches 
did not satisfy the principle of diffusion. Several inde- 


pendent banks alone could doit. The branches, instead 
of lessening the wealth and power of the single institu- 
tion, greatly increased both, by giving to the great central 
parent bank an organization and ramification which per- 


vaded the whole Union, drawing wealth from every part, 


and subjecting every part to the operations, political and 
But this restriction 
ties up the hands of Congress from granting other char- 
Behave as it may—plunge into all elections-——con- 
vulse the country with expansions and contractions of 
paper currency-—fuil in its ability to help the merchants to 
pay their bonds-—stop payment, and leave the Government 
no option but to receive its dishonored notes in revenue 
payments—and still it would be secure of its monopoly; 
the hands of all future Congresses would be tied up; and 
no rival or additional banks could be established, to hold it 


pecuniary, of the central institution. 


ters. 


in check, or to supply its place. 
Ts this the Congress to do these things? Is this the 


Congress to impose restrictions upon the power of their 
successors? Js this the Congress to tie the hands of all 
Congresses till the year 1854? In nine months this Con- 


gress is defunct! A new and full representation of the 
people will come into power. 


additional people will be represented. The renewed 
charter is not to take effect till three years after this full 
representation is in power! And are we to forestall and 
anticipate them? ‘Take their proper business out of their 
hands—-snatch the sceptre of legislation from them—do an 
act which we cannot amend—which they cannot amend— 
which is irrevocable and intangible; and, to crown this-act 
of usurpation, deliberately set about tieing the hands, 
and imposing a restriction upon a Congress equal to us 
in constitutional power, superior to us in representative 
numbers, and better entitled to act upon the subject, be- 
cause the present charter is not to expire, nor the new 
one to take effect, until three years after the new Congress 
shall be in power! It is in vain to say that this reasoning 
would apply to other legislative measures, and require the 
‘postponement of the land billand the tariff bill. Both these 
bills require immediate decision, and therein differ from the 
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why should one company have the command of| bank bill,which requ'resnio decision fo 


Thirty additional members 
will be in the House of Representatives; two millions of 


rthree years to'come: 
But the difference is greater: still; for theland-bill and tariff 
bill are, ordinary acts of ‘legislation, open:to amendment, 
or-repeal, by ourselves and successors; but the ch..rter-is 
to be irrevocable, unamendable, ‘binding upon all Con- 
gresses till the year 1851. ‘This isrank ‘usurpation; and 
if perpetrated: by ‘Congress, and afterwards arrested by 
an Executive veto, the President will become the true re- 


f| presentative of the people, the faithful defender of ‘their 


‘rights, and the defender-of the rights of the new: Congress 
which which will assemble under the new.census. > > 

Mr. B: concluded his remarks with showing ‘the origin, 
and also the extinction, of this doctrine in England. A 
tory Parliament in the reign of Queen Anne had first 
granted an exclusive privilege to the Bank of England, 
and imposed.a restriction upon the right of future Parlia- 
ments to establish another bank; and the ministry of 1826 
had condemned this doctrine, and’ proscribed its continu- 
ance in England. The charter granted to the old Bank 
of the United States and to the existing bank had copied 
those obnoxious clauses; but now that they were condemn- 
ed in England as too unjust and odious for that monarchi- 
al country, they ought certainly to be discarded in this 
republic, where equal rights was the vital principle and 
ruling feature of all our institutions. . ee 

There was now a call for the question; and, on division, 
the amendment was rejected, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Taze- 
well, Troup, Tyler, White.—-16. 

NAYS,——Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, John- 
ston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, “Robbins, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silshee, ‘Smith, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, ‘Webster.—26. 

Mr. Bewron’s second.amendment was as follows: 

4t That, from and after the Ist day of April, 1836, no 
member of Congress, or officer of the Federal Govern- 
ment, or alien, shall hold any stock in said bank.” 

This provision, said Mr. B., is copied from the charter 
of the famous Scottish banks, which are now considered 
as thé models of all good banks; and: the good effects it 
has produced in those institutions should encourage ll 
others to assume it. The provision is founded in the just 
medium between the common law principle of partner- 
ships, which makes each partner liable for the whole 
debts of the concern, and the corporation principle, which 
absolves each partner from all liability. Each -of these 
extremes was equally unjust in a banking institution. The 
liability of each stockholder for the whole debts of the 
corporation, would always be unjust with respect to him- 
self, and nugatory with respect to the public; the total 
exemption. from all lability was unjust to the public, as 
stockholders might continue to live in affluence, while 
those who held their notes might be reduced to beggary. 
Liability to the amount of the stock was the true principle, 
and, besides being just in itself, was a principle. of easy 
application; as the holders of the notes, on the failure of 
the bank, could immediately bring their actions against 
any stockholder, and continue to recover from him until 
he had paid up the amount of his stock. 

But the fact was, that, where- this principle: prevailed, 
there was no occasion to enforce it. It was the true check 
and control over banks; the effectual restraint upon over- 
issues. The Scottish banks, which contained it, had never” 
stopped payment; the Bank of England, which did not 
contain it, had twice stopped. . It was the true security, 
and the only one, against sudden:expansions and contrac- 
tions of the currenéy—those ebbs and flows, in which 
there is a deluge of paper. to-day, and.every body runs 
in debt, anda dearth of paper to-morrow, and all debtors 
are ruined. . The presence of such a provision prevents 
the bank from running the risk of these expansions and 
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contractions, and keeps it to.the same steady line of busi-| reign influence, and that influence procured by money? 


ness which prudent merchants.and traders follow... It was 
the best-of remedies for the:-evils to which banks were 
‘most subject; it was the remedy of prevention! for wher- 
ever it existed, it had prevented over-issues, and suspen- 
‘sions ‘of specie payment. Mr. B. said it was a common 
‘ opinion now: in the remote parts of the Union, that the 
‘Government.of the United States was responsible for the 
payment of the notes issued by the Bank of the United 
States.. Many people were deceived by the name, and 
gave a credit to the bank to which it was not entitled. 


Look at the intrigues of Philip in Greece; look at the in- 
trigues of the neighboring Powers in the affairs of the 
Dutch, the Swiss,.and the Germanic confederacies; money 
was at the root of all these intrigues; and the arrival of 
armies-was always preceded. by the corruption of orators 
and writers. . Suppose the Bank of the United States to 
continue to. glide into the hands: of foreigners until it is 
swallowed up, or nearly swallowed up, by the. hereditary 
nobility, the prime ministers, and the military and naval 
officers, of European sovereigns; will not this foreign 


The United States were not responsible for one dollar of| aristocracy then have the control of the moneyed power of 


these bank notes.. If the bank stopped payment to- 
morrow, not a dollar would this Government be liable to 
pay; neither: would the stockholders be liable. It was 
his. wish to. realize, in. some degree, the belief. of those 
persons, by making all stockholders liable to. the amount 
of. their stock, of course, the Government with others, to 
the amount ‘of the. stock held «by it. Foreigners alone 
could not:be reached by the provision, as their residence 
in foreign commtries would protect them against suits; and 
this formed:an additional argument against the admission 
of aliens- into this corporation. 

*.-The-question being taken on this amendment, it was 
also rejected by the following vote: i 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Ellis, Grundy, Miller, Robin- 
son, White.-~6. 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
-Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, 
‘Tomlinson, Troup, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster.—34. 

Mr. Bryton’s third amendment was then read: 

* That the stockholders in said corporation shall be lia- 
ble in their individual and private capacities to the amount 
of their stock, if the said corporation should, at any time, 
fail or refuse to pay its notes, bills, bonds, obligations, 
drafts, or other sécurities, in gold or silver coin; and 
‘the holders. thereof may. sue said stockholders before any 
tribunal having jurisdiction thereof.” 

- Mr. BENTON said, it was from no illiberal prejudice 
against foreigners that he proposed to exclude them from 
an interest in this national institution. If foreigners came 
to the United States to live, and to plant their posterity 
among us, he was for receiving them with kindness and 
respect, and extending to them all the advantages of our 
laws and Government; but while these foreigners remained 
in their own countries, subject to a foreign prince, and 
bound by: their allegiance to him to prefer his‘interest to 
ours, whenever they came in conflict, he was wholly op- 
posed to-conferring upon them powers and privileges 
which would enable them to exercise an influence over 
-our prosperity, and to engrossadvantages which our citizens 
would-rejoice to possess. ~ This bank is called a national 
institution; it:even bears the name of the United States, 
‘as if it actually.belonged to the- Federal Government: yet 
“at this very moment foreigners hold eight and a half mil- 
‘lions of the stock, are rapidly increasing their investments 
‘in it, and may, if they please, become its sole owners! 
How contradictory and absurd that a national institution 
„should belong to aliens! That a bank bearing the name of 
the United States, should, in fact, be the private property 
-of: the nobility and gentry of Great Britain! 
` = Money is called the sinews of war: what then must be 
-the condition of the United States, if, involved in another 
war with -Great: Britain, all- these sinews should be in the 
-posseasion of the enemy?~ But; without extending our 
“speculations to a state of war, which may be remote, and 
« which. we would wish to be improbable, it is sufficient to 
« contemplate the dangers of a foreign moneyed influence 
«among us in time of .peace. 
zall confederacies, -ancientiand modern? Was it not fo- 


What has been the. bane of|temptation to engage in such practices, 


our America? And will they not use that power to raise up 
an American aristocracy, and to depress the American 
democracy? Assuredly they will; and, as the charter now 
stands, they may not.only use their own money, but the 
credit. and revenues of the United States, to corrupt the 
press and the Legislature, to govern elections, to tamper 
with individuals, to enrich and to impoverish whom they 
please, and to put up and pull down public men accord- 
ing to their own views. 

There is no excuse for incurring this danger. Foreign 
capital is not needed in the United States. Our own 
citizens haye more than they can employ; and, besides, the 
Bank of the United States needs less private capital than 
any other bank in the world. The credit and revenues of 
the. United States, and the receivability of its notes in pay- 
ment of public dues, are its real capital, and diminish 
the, want of private capital throughout the institution, 
and totally dispense with it in one-third of the branches. 
This is known to every body. Then, why go abroad for 
foreign capital? Our own citizens are applying for this 
charter; they are offering five times as much for it as ‘these 
foreigners offer; then, why continue the monopoly to fo- 
reigners? If the capital of the bank was three times 
what it is, every dollar of the stock would be taken by 
our own citizens, If the present bank was broken up into 
three independent, moderate institutions, the citizens of 
the South and West would quickly subscribe for one bank 
each. Besides, the dangers of forcign influence, andthe 
injury to our own citizens, from permitting foreigners to 
continue to hold stock in this bank. Mr. B. dwelt con- 
siderably on`the injury which was done to the country from 
the annual transfer of money from the United States to 
Europe, to pay the dividends to the foreign stockholders. 
The amount now annually drawn was great; it was on the 
increase, for aliens were continually engrossing stock; it 
might amount to the whole annual profits of the bank, for 
aliens might succeed in acquiring the whole stock; and 
then the American citizens might pay a larger revenue to 
their bank lords in Europe than to their own Government 
in the United States. The annual profits of the bank 
now were between four and five millions of dollars; they 
might be carried up to double that sum, and doubtless 
would be under the new and extended charter; and then 
the people of America would find their resources in the 
hands of absentees, to be expended abroad for the enrich- 
ment of foreign States. . 

The exclusion of members of Congress, and officers of 
Government, from participation in the bank, was neces- 
sary, in the opinion of Mr. B., to the purity of the Go- 
vernment, and to the better administration of the affairs of 
the bank. One of the most baleful operations in a na- 
tional bank was the business, or trick, of stockjobbing. It 
was a species of gambing, in which public measures were 
made to operate upon private fortunes; a system of put- 
ting up and pulling down, in which a motion in Congress, 
or. piece of news from a department, would have the 
effect of raising or depressing stocks, and throwing bar- 
gains and speculations in the hands of the initiated, at the 
expense of bona fide holders. Public men should have no 
and, therefore, 
should have no interest in the bank. | Again: the bank is 
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to be under the supervision of Congress; it hasa right to 
investigate its proceedings, to- condemn its cónduct, and 
to order a scire facias against it for violationsof its charter. 
Ts it to be supposed that this supervisory power will ever 
be exerted. if Congress is filled’ with the stockholders 
of the bank? The evils of this connexion between the 
officers of the Government and the bank, have been fully 
experienced in Great Britain, where members of Parlia- 
ment had, by a clause in the Bank of England charter, 

tight to own its stock, and where they had always voted 
on the side. of the bank against the people.in every ques- 
tion between them. In 1797, they had absolved the bank 
from liability to redeem its notes in specie, and afterwards 
made the notes of this insolvent bank, that is to say, their 
own notes, a legal tender in discharge of all debts, and 
continued that iniquitous law for twenty-five years. . To 
guard against such dangers in America, we should avoid 
the cause which led to them in England, and exclude our 
public functionaries from all interest in our bank. 

Mr. GRUNDY said, if the effect of the amendment 
would be that the individual stockholders would be lia- 
ble for all the debts of the body at large, he should vote 
against it; but if it were merely intended that each stock- 
holder should be liable for the amount of the stock held 
by himself, it would be an improvement in the language 
of the clause, and would put its meaning beyond doubt, to 
insert the word “respectively” after ‘ stock,” to read 
«to the amount of their stock respectively.” 

Mr. BENTON adopted this suggestion. 

The vote was then taken on the amendment, when it 
was rejected, as follows: 

YEAS.~-Messt's. Benton, Ellis, Grundy, Hill, Kane, 
King, Miller, Moore, Robinson, Troup, White.—11. 

NAYS.--Messrs, Bell, Brown, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Tom- 
linson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—-33. 

Mr. Bewrow’s fourth amendment was as follows: 

«That the said corporation shall not issue any currency 
which shall not be payable, on demand, at the branch bank 
where first issued, and subject to the penalties for non- 
payment, or delay of payment, mentioned in the seven- 
teenth section of the charter.” 

Mr. BENTON remarked that he had proposed this 
amendment to test whether it was intended to make the 
bank a specie-paying bank, or the contrary. He would 
ask the yeas and nays. 

The amendment was lost, by the following vote: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—17. . 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—27. 

Mr. MARCY rose to move an amendment, that nothing 
in the act contained should be construed to prevent Con- 
gress from modifying, altering, or changing the same after 
the 10th of April, 1836. 

Mr. M. observed, that, in chartering State banks, the 
States were inthe habit of reserving this power to them- 
selves. He thought that Congress should have the same 
reservation. 

Mr. MARCY and Mr. HILL both rose together, to ask 
for the yeas and nays. They were ordered accordingly. 
The vote was as follows: 

YEAS.—-Messrs. Benton, Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Marcy, Moore, Tazewell, 
Troup, Tyler, White.--15. 

WAYS.--Messrs. Bell, Brown, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
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Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen; Holmes,-John- 
ston, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Naudain, Poindexter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins; Robinson, Ruggles, Waggaman, Webster, 
Wilkins. —29. : : ZA A 


a, TAZEWELL then moved to amend the clause’ 


(relative to the term of the duration of the charter) by 
striking out fifteen and inserting ten., His reasons, he said, 
for wishing to substitute ten, years, in lieu of fifteen, arose 
from. the attempted provision to-give -Congress.a control 
over the charter of the -bank having been rejected.. - By 
this-and-other decisions, thë Senate. had voted that this 
great moneyed 


institution should:come. into..the hands.of 
they- knew, not whom, and. the. currency: be.regulated.at 
Now, since the Senate ‘thought that 
Congress should not have power, by such restrictions, over 
the currency, he hoped, at least, that there would be.are- 
striction.on.the length of time that this power was. to be 
wielded by the bank. Those who had sent them (the 
Senate) there, did not, probably, calculate.that the power 
vested in. them they should.delegate away. to others, - If 


they had supposed. that Congress would thus have dele- 


gated away such rights, he [Mr. T.] apprehended ‘they 
would have said. to them, in such case, if it must. be so, 
make the term of the delegated power as short as possi- 
ble. And ten years, he was confident, would be found 
long enough to vest such power in this. corporation; and 
he should, therefore, urge his amendment. 

Mr. DALLAS said that the fixing of any particular time 
for the duration of the charter was, altogether, an arbi- 
trary measure. ‘Lhe time fixed by the committee was 
predicated on what had been the practice, heretofore, in 

yanting former charters. Yet, the last charter, still in 
force, was for.a longer period—that of twenty years. But 


the committee were induced to shorten the present term, 


from the reflection that the bank differs now. from what it 
did formerly; being, at present, in full operation. . Be- 
sides, the early application for the new charter, some 
three or four years in anticipation, would operate with 
the fifteen years proposed as equivalent to eighteen. To 
this view of the committee he had acceded, in every way 
possible. Mr. D. would remark that the charge of their 
giving to the bank unrestricted power over the currency, 
beyond the control of the Government, was too broad; it 
went too far. The charter contained every restriction 
that was necessary. The bank, in its means of doing 
good, and every thing that was beneficial. to the country, 
was uncontrolled—to effect any mischief, ‘strongly re- 
stricted. It had not, heretofore, done any mischief, nor 
could it now; for, where they have seemingly gone be- 
yond the charter, Congress has interfered, and would 
interfere again; and, in the event of their going an iota 
beyond, would abrogate it altogether. Then, looking at 
the restrictions which the present charter contained, assur- 
edly the accusation that had been made was too broad. 
But there was one great objection—one strong reason 
against shortening the charter; and that was, the frequent 
recurrence of the warm excitement which the discussion 
of the subject always caused--an excitement which þe- 
came general throughout the country, and which, in..the 
present instance, has been both felt and seen. Besides, 
the stockholders had made too early an application for the 
renewal of their charter.. The measure had been forced 
on Congress by the interest created.. The same feelin 
might be expected to recur -prior to every renewal; an 
thus it would be impolitic to bring on the same, at such 
short intervals. Ss ; 

If you bring the measure up again within ten years, and 
that again its discussion is commenced four or five years 
antecedent to the limitation of its charter, the whole time 
of Congress. would be occupied, to the neglect of every 
thing beside. If for no other reason, then, but that of 
self-defence, he [Mr. D.] thought the period should not 
be shortened. He would add, as regarded his individual 
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opinion, if it lay with him; he-would take from those who 
Had a stake-in the bank-all interest’ in making applica- 
tions fora recharter—cven from calling for legislative de- 
liberation on the subject. The interest thus. hadin ob- 
taining a Techarter. Was. productive of mischief; andthe 
mischief was liable tò- be increased, if- the interest so felt 
should beget eléctioneering policy to aid the cause: But 
to: political exeitement in the public mind he was far 
from being adverse. He rather rejoiced in it, and looked 
on‘ it as generally. salutary in its results. 

_ Mr. TAZEWELL replied. If he. required any addi- 
tional argumentin support of his motion, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr.: D4tt4s} had furnished it in his answer. 
What has now been avowéd?. The charter must be pro- 
longed to. prevent those’ having an interest in its rechar- 
ter from interfering in and influencing the elections. Is 
this the: reason given to-us to prove the necessity for its 
prolongation, in order that we may prevent such inter- 


ference, and guatd against the influencé of this money, 


¢orporation’? He [Mr; T.] had proposed to substitute ten 
years as the term; but if, after this avowal, any gentleman 
would propose to make it for one year, he would vote for 
auch proposition with more pleasure than for his own. 
When he had proposed his substitate, he had stated but a 
single motive for the necessity of the amendment, and 
that was the intangibility of the bank by Congress; for he 
thought that intangibility should not be granted for long 
duration. ‘To this restriction against Congress changing 
the charter during its continuance, after its policy had 


been once fixed, he had no: objection to subscribe. Let 
it have ‘settled interests, and so long to abide. For this 


reason he would wish to leave it free; and, if the public 

‘ood required it, let Congress be bound—be restrained 
rom after intermeddling with it for a certain period. But 
if such was to be the case, let that period be as short as 
possible. We were now about to recharter, in 1832, say 
ten years more from the expiration of the charter, in 
1836, and this would make a term of fourteen years, 
which was certainly long enough. Longer than this, we 
should not bind ourselves. If good, in ten years its be- 
nefits would be seen and acknowledged. If, on the con- 
trary, it shall prove a curse, shall we bind ourselves for 
so long a period from effecting a remedy? It would ap- 
pear, if the arguments of its friends were good, that we 
should even further prolong its duration. _ If this were a 
salutary measure, in place of being an evil; if it were a 
public benefit, let us, in God’s name, make the term at 
once fifty years; ay, or five hundred. But he appre- 
hended the necessity for océasional recurrence to first 
principles would be felt; and certainly every ten years 
was too seldom, in his opinion, to recur to them. For his 
part, he wished they would recur to them more frequently 
than for some time had been the habit. 

‘Phe Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Darras] had said 
that the charter was guarded by many salutary restric- 
tions. When have mere wordy been binding on interested 
parties, or. of aught effect? Look at the constitution of 
the United States--a document sacred—-of tenfold more 
weight than any act whatsoever; and what respect has 
been paid to its wording, or the tenor of its language? 
Ate we notin the daily habit of frittéring it away—of in- 
terpreting it—of putting constructions on it which its fra- 
mers denied it could contain? And have we not had evi- 
dence of the faith that may be placed inthis corporation 
when interest shall dictate? What had been said’ by a Se- 
nator from Georgia, when speaking of the former charter? 
That; had he thought, by that enactment, that the States 
were excluded from the right of taxation within their own 
jurisdiction, he would. never have voted for it. - And this 
Senator was one of its framers, conversant with the import 
and meaning intended; and yet this very right we have 
just seen taken away by a-vote of this Senate. And if we 
are tò make’ this exclusion; am 1, said Mr. T., to tie my 
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State for so long a period? If we are to grant this exemp- 
tion for a time, let us recur to our own power as. fre- 
quently as possible. “Mr. T., in conclusion, alluded to: the 
practice of issuing branch bank orders made payable, he 
said, probably five hundred or one thousand miles off—a 
practice, in his opinion, illegal. Besides, from the deci» 
sion which had just been made, as regarded one of the 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Benron, ] the bank would not, in reality, be a specie- 
paying bank; for it could beso arranged, by giving drafts 
on St. Louis in Portland—in Portland on St. Louis, &c., 
that the supposed power of obtaining specie was only 
nominal. 

Mr. DALLAS said he might, very possibly, in the ex- 
pression of his opinions with regard to the motion under 
consideration, have failed to cémmuniecate the idea he had 
in his. mind, as the gentleman from Virginia seemed to 
have misunderstood him. He did not, in taking part in 
this discussion, consider himself for one moment as the 
advocate of the bank. He was here in the discharge of 
a public duty, and he should endeavor to discharge it 
faithfully; ‘and, if ever he overstepped the line of duty, 
and became the public or private advocate, he should suf- 
fer, as he would deserve, in the estimation of the Senate 
and of the public at large. He did not mean, nor did he 
say, that he deprecated a popular examination into abuses 
that this corporation might commit—not that he would 
avoid popular excitement; that was not the scope of his 
remarks. ‘These popular excitements are, on many 0C- 
casions, in the highest degree, salutary; and during the 
course of his public life, he had, on more than one occa- 
sion, endeavored to provoke them as tending to purify 
the public atmosphere. ‘The idea he intended to convey 
was, that, looking at the practical operations and relations 
of the bank, it was necessary to deprive it of the motives 
for mixing in political movements. Do we not see, from 
day to day, that the great interest which the stockholders 
have in the institution gives them an inducement to en- 
gage in political operations; and, if thatinducement does 
exist, the less you can make it consistent with a reason- 
able time for the Government again to have the control 
of the institution, the less frequent will be the popular 
excitement connected with it? 

It was true that many things have taken place in the 
corporation that may not have been anticipated by those 
who framed its charter. It was impossible, however, for 
the gentleman ‘from Georgia to speak for others. The 
judicial decision referred to may have been foreseen and 
expected by other gentlemen who voted onthe bank char- 
ter, though not by the gentleman from Georgia; and the 
decision against the right of the States to tax, and the 
orders of the branch banks, may have received their en- 
tire acquiescence. = One or two gentlemen, whatever may 
be their own sentiments, cannot pretend to answer for the 
rest. A variety of things might happen to change public 
opinion in the course of ten, fifteen, or twenty years, the 
great and leading results of which might be anticipated 
and provided for by a legislator so intelligent as the Sena- 
tor from Virginia; but all the minor results can be fore- 
seen by no human eye. In determining the expediency 
or inexpediency of abbreviating the charter of the bank, 
the Senate must be governed by other considerations than 
those connected with the corporation; it must depend 
alone on publ. consideration, whether the charter is to be 
prolonged or abbreviated. It was often difficult to deter- 
mine the precise period to which legislation should ex- 
tend. That we often do legislate for’an indefinite period, 
and deprive subsequent Legislatures from reviewing our 
acts, is beyond all question. Congress had formed new 
States, and agreed. with them on the terms and conditions 
upon which they should enter into the Union, to last as 
long as the Union itself. Every day’s practice in legisla- 
tion presented contracts entered into to endure for an 
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indefinite period. There is:a proposition before Congress | mittee who had deliberated on the measure, and reported 


for such a contract, that will, if adopted, operate to the the bills t 
retain this sections 4 
the tariff; and he believed] own committee thought advisable. 


exclusion of future legislation. We have had a preposi- 


tion for a gradual reduction of 


but the friends of the bank did. not think fit to 
and they had now stricken out what their 
Mr. H. then alluded. . 


that one of the tariffs was not to take effect until the next | to:the. magnitude of the evil that had grown up from what 


Congress. The committee, in framing this charter, 


not been: particularly attached to any: particular number | drafts 
They found that all the former | bility, 


of years for its duration. 


had the denounced.as.the issue of base paper; the branch bank 


put into circulation; to the: difficulty, the. imposi- 
of causing the bank to make-specie payments; from 


banks of the United States had been chartered for a longer | their notes not being payable; but (probably); at.a distant: 


period than they proposed to charter -this one. -All the 


experience they had, went to show that twenty years had [answered 
Make the | that under 


heretofore been considered a reasonable time. 
charter as short as you please, and it-will. be abused if 
those who have the government of the institution are dis- 
posed to do so; and make it as long as you please, and it 
never will be abused if they ave governed by correct 
principles. Let the bank ever come in conflict with the 
legislators of the nation, and the charter will be found to 
be as weak as any gentleman on that floor could desire it 
tobe. In his apprehension, nothing was so weak, so con- 
temptibly weak, as a moneyed corporation. It is looked 


branch where issued, that thus the-call for specie must be 
by the: State banks, who. could not refuse, and. 
such system no State bank could exist but at the 
mere will and pleasure of this great-moneyed. institution. 

‘Mr: CLAY said the: proposition before the Senate to 
limit the charter of the bank to. ten. instead of fifteen 
years, was one which might have been discussed with: re- 
gard toité reasonableness, and with reference to.its expe- 
diency; but, instead of that, they had been drawn into the 
discussion of collateral matters, and arguments had been 
used, which it became ‘the friends of the bank to take 
notice of. Who, he asked, has said that the bank will: 
take part in political movements, unless the charter is so. 


at with much jealousy by the people of the United States; 3; 3 
and though ather powers may be overlooked, the money | prolonged as to take away the temptation to do so! The 
power is liable to strict and unceasing scrutiny. That/gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Darras] has said 
limitation of the charter to fifteen years had been scanned | something which the gentleman. from Virginia caught at 


over and over again in the committee who had been satis- 
fied so to report it; and really the difference between 
ten yearsand fifteen was so slight as not to be worthy of dis- 
pute. If he thought, with the gentlemen, that the power 
of the bank was unlimited, and not within the control of 
Congress, he. would prefer its being renewed from year 
to year; but, being of a different opinion, having no ap- 
prehensions on that account, he should vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. HAYNE. said that the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. TazewELL] was the simple proposi- 
tion to limit the duration of the charter to ten years in 


with great avidity, from which, in-his opinion, the déeduc-. 
tion could not be made that the bank would, in any event, 
take part in political contentions. There was all the dif- 
ference in the world between the practical effect of poli- 
tical movements, and such an organization of the bank as 
may create motives for them. So far from the bank’s 
ever taking part in any political questions, he unhesitat- 
ingly said, in his place, there was not the slightest color 
for such a charge. - It had been said that the agitation of 
the question of the renewal of the- bank charter, at this 
time, was premature; but who, he asked, first provoked 
it? Did the bank? No, sir; you-must look to the news-. 


place of fifteen. If it could be shown that the period of | papers of the country; you must look.to the demagogues 


fifteen years was preferable, why, so far, good; but the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darras] had gone further; 
he tells us that this prolongation of the time is not only 
wise, but it is necessary to prevent, at too frequent re- 
currence, the interference of*those interested in the bank 
in our elections, its political operation and influence on 
public. affairs, and to deprive it of the motives for such 
interference. Such was the avowal of the gentleman who 
stood as its organ on this floor, and who had the framing 
ofthe presentcharter. If thishe true, that, for such rea- 
son, it is necessary to guard against such influence, in 
place of restriction, we are, it appears, to legislate by ex- 
tending its time, by loosening the hands of Congress so 
much longer from the power of control. He [Mr. H.] 
was of opinion that more guards and restrictions were ne- 
cessary, and in this he differed from the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. ‘I'he gentleman had admitted that abuses 
might occur; it was also argued in defence that there was 
no danger of such abuse; that the bank was too weak to 
make such attempt. This great moneyed corporation too 
weak! What, sir, this bank weak, to which, by the en- 
actments that have been carried, the power of regulating 
the whole currency of the country, from Maine to west 
of the Rocky Mountains, has been given? But they are 
bound by the words of a restrictive character; in the 
charter it is said-~what, sir, does a moneyed corporation 
care for such verbal restrictions? They have power, at 
discretion, to change the currency at their pleasure; they 
can depreciate the value of property, by simply drawing 
in their discounts, and thus acquire it on their own terms. 
It is absurd, then, to say that the bank is weak; itis made 
stronger than the Government itself. Look at the deci- 
sion which the Senate had made, preventing, in effect, 
specie payments. Such provision had been.thought ne- 
cessary to make specie payments obligatory by the com- 


of the country, for any premature excitement that 
has been created on this question. But to cume back to 
the question before the Senate, the amendment limiting 
the charter to a period of ten years from its commence- 
ment, I say again, sir, that this is a question to. be decided 
conformably to the fitness of things—-by the lights of ex- 
perience emanating from the general practice of the 
country. If you look to former banks chartered by the 
United States, you will find that. twenty years is always 
considered a reasonable duration of their charter; and if you 
look to the numberless banks in the States, you will see- 
that almost all of them have been chartered for that length 
of time. ‘The operations of this bank will extend over a 
vast continent; and why not give a charter of twenty 
years to this as well as to banks whose business is confined 
to a single State? The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TAZEwELL] spoke of the weakness of paper restrictions, 
and said that he had seen violations of the constitution 
again and again. Gentlemen ought not lightly to make 
such assertions. What are these violations of the consti- 
tution that the gentleman alludes to? There ave a variety 
of opinions entertained with respect to a proper construc- 
tion of the constitution. On. the constitutionality of the 
tariff, a vast majority of the -people of the United States 
entertain opinions opposite to those entertained by the 
gentleman and his friends; and has-the gentleman a right 
to attribute to this majority opinions hostile to the constitu- 
tion, any more than they have to charge him with a dispo- 
sition to violate that instrument? Such assertions, calculated 
to weaken the confidence of the people in the Govern- 
ment, ought not to be made without being supported by 
some specific allegations, other. than those differences of 
opinion which belonged .to human nature, and were in- 
separable from our free institutions. Mr. C. here entered 
into an argument at length in support of the legality of 
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the currency of the bank in the shape of orders, and con- 
cluded’ by contending that the striking out the provision 
limiting’ the issues of notesto the branches where payable 
wasa necessary consequence ‘of the vote of the Senate 
compelling the bank ‘to receive’ in payment at all of. the 
branches the notes of any of them: 

Mr. TAZEWELL observed, that though the discus- 
sion’ on the amendment submitted by him had been pro- 
tracted; hë hoped: the Senate would do him the justice 
to-see that he was not the author of it. He had made a 
very simple proposition to limit the ‘charter of the bank 
to ten years, instead of fifteen, and, in support of it, said 
that, inasmuch asit would “be intangible by legislation 
during the period of its legal ‘existence, and as: they were 
about to strip themselves of all: future power over one of 
the most important subjects of legislation, that regulating 
the ctirrency of the country, and about also to strip the 
States’ of the power of taxation, it would be prudent to 
limit the existence of the institution. to a shorter period 
than that named in the bill, inasmuch as they could not 
foresee all the results of their present legislation. He 
made a simple proposition to abbreviate the term of the 
existence of the bank, and assigned his simple reasons in 
support’of it. And what was the answer? The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania agreed that the motion ought not 
to prevail, because, if it did, you would. furnish motives 
for this bank to intermingle:in the political concerns of 
the country. ag © 

Having to mention my original proposition thus answer- 
ed, what did T say against the answer? That it had been 
affirnred, for the first time here, that this bank might in- 
termingle in the political concerns of the country. Then 
came the answer of the Senator from Pennsylvania. He 
did not say that the bank would intermingle in the politi- 
cal concerns of the’ country, but he referred to the re- 
marks of. the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and did say, 
that, if this was the, argument, let us make the charter 
indéfinite; if excitement was an evil, the longer it’ was 
put off ‘the better. What'was next? The Senator from 
Pennsylvania had contended that the restrictions in the 
charter were abundant. To this, he answered, by asking 
the question, when did paper restrictions have any force? 
Even the ‘constitution of the United States had been vio- 
lated againand again. The honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Czar] then took him to task, and said that such 
assertions ought not to be made; that they weakened the 
confidence of the people in the Government; denied that 
the constitution had ever been violated, and spoke of the 
constitutional opinions on the tariff held by so large a 
majority of the people of the United States. Sir, if I 
could find the book, I would refer to the language once 
held by the Senator from Kentucky himself in relation to 
the conatitutionality of this charter. Iam sure that even 
now the honorable Senator will agree with me that the 
alien and sedition laws were violations of the constitution. 

To refer to other gentlemen, show me, said Mr. T., the 
man who will not say that, in some instances, the constitu- 
tion has been violated. Is it not the common topic every 
day? I need not go beyond this session, oracts of this ad- 
ministration, to find charges of violation of the constitution. 

May I not say to every gentleman, you have said this, and 
you have said that, and in all I agree with you. Sir, I 
never heard any grave mansay seriously that the constitu- 
tion had been violated, that I did not perfectly agree 
with him. . But with respect to his argument referred to. 
Remember he was speaking of the charter of the Bank of 
the United States; and his argument was an illustration 
merely. He said not one word about the tariff, or the opi- 
nions entertained as to its constitutionality. Perhaps he 
might properly have gone further, and referred to higher 
authority than even the constitution of the United States, 
and said that written instruments had, at all times, been 
perverted bythe hand of power. 


- But he was’ to specify, and he did specify; he had said 
that, under the charter, as. then amended, there would not 
be a specie-paying bank. Heé ‘knew that gentlemen did 
not believe that such would be the effect of the amend- 
ments; but ‘the gentleman from South Carolina had fully 
demonstrated it. After some further remarks in favor of 
limiting the charter, and in reply to Mr. Cray, Mr. T. 
went-on to say, in reference to the argument of Mr. Dar- 
Las, and the various opinions entertained, that some gen- 
tlemén honestly, and perhaps wisely, were in favor of en- 
larging the powers of the Federal Government, and 
thought they were taking the wisest course to promote the 
general welfare, by legislating to that end; and one set of 
gentlemen dreaded popular excitement as the greatest of 
evils, while others thought that excitement was necessary, 
and entertained much greater apprehensions of the conse- 
quences of a state of apathy and indifference to public 
questions, on the part of the people. Weare making the 
experiment, said Mr. T., of a republican Government, 
such as was never before made in the world. It may be 
an evil for the people to be excited; but it is a sure and 
inevitable destruction to our republican institutions, for 
them to sink into a state of apathy and indifference. 

Mr. WEBSTER replied. - He bad supposed that the 
Government heretofore, in fixing the duration of the char- 
ter, had not done so withoutdue consideration. He thought 
the mere matter of time of little consequence, provided 
the clause was properly guarded; and in the present char- 
ter there was every safety. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Tazswet1] had expressed his pleasure in 
being afforded an opportunity to vote for a term of one 
year; but he (Mr. W.] had not a doubt but the honor- 
able Senator. would rather even limit it to one day. A 
fear had been expressed for the State banks; but the State 
banks, who must know their own interests best, had been 
the most numerous in giving their opinion in favor of re- 
chartering. Past experience had shown that the fears ex- 
pressed were visionary; lie denied the arguments made 
use of to prove that specie payments, on the part of the 
banks, would be prevented by the operation of the char- 
ter, and giving in to idle fears. He should vote against 
the amendment proposed. 

Mr. SMITH and Mr. BENTON having also made some 
further remarks, the question was taken on Mr, TAZE- 
WELL’s. amendment, when it was negatived, 27 to 20, by 
the following vote: 

YEAS.——Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, 
Diidley, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Troup, 
Tyler, White.--20. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, John- 
ston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—27. 

‘The bill was then reported to the Senate as amended. 


MONDAY, JUNE 4. 
_ BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate. proceeded to consider the bill to modify 
and continue the act to incorporate the subscribers to the 
Bank of the United States. 

The question being to concur in the amendments made 
in Committee of the Whole; and the first amendment, 
striking out the third section of the bill, being under con- 
sideration, 

Mr. HAYNE said that the special committee by whom 
the bill was introduced had thought it advisable to puta 
check on the practice which had grown up of circulating 
bank orders as currency; and also to restrict the issuing of 
notes not payable at the office where issued. The bill, as 
now reported, would not effect these objects. The third 


= 
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section, which it was proposed to strike out, enacted that it 
should not be lawful for the bank to issue or put into cir- 
culation notes of-a less amount than'$50, which would not 


be payable at the office where issued, “<except the same). 2 
SMITH, Mr.. WEBSTER, Mr. 
BUCKNER took part, >o ..- 


be done at the instance and request of the persons to, or for 
whom the notes shall be issued.” He thought that this 
section was absolutely necessary, with the exception of 
the last clause, which had a nugatory effect. He would, 
therefore, move that the Senate only concur in. striking 
out the last clause, retaining the first part of the section. 

Mr. CLAYTON said that he was one of those who had 
voted for the proposition of the gentleman from Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr. Brn, ] to erase from the fourth section the words 
‘¢fyom any other incorporated bank.” The effect of 
which was to make the bills of the bank, although on their 
faces payable at one place only, receivable at the bank and 
all its branches, if tendered in liquidation of any balance 
due the bank, or any branch of it, whether that balance 
be due from any individual or any incorporated bank. He 
was willing now to substitute for this restriction on the 
bank, another, declaring it unlawful to issue any note of 
a less denomination than fifty dollars, which shall not on 
its face be payable at the bank or office of discount and 
deposite whence it shall be issued. He would therefore 
vote for the amendment of the gentleman from South Ca- 
rolina, with an explicit understanding, however, at the 
time, that the fourth section should be restored, as it was 
reported by the committee. 

His only object in supporting the amendment to the 
fourth section, in opposition to the general sentiment of 
those with whom he usually acted, had been to yield some- 
thing to the views of those gentlemen who so strenuously 
had insisted that without additional restrictions the bank 
would cease to be a specie-paying institution; and, by do- 
ing so, to increase public confidence in the issues of the 
bank andits branches. He did not believe that the bank, 
without either the third or fourth sections, had been, was, 
or would be a bank refusing to- pay specie. 
these provisions was to be found in the original charter, 
and yet the bank was, to all intents and purposes, a spe- 
cie-paying bank. Without the fourth section, the bank 
had never refused, in any instance, to receive its notes, no 
matter where issued, in payment of its debts; and if any 
gentleman here would now stand up in his place and state 
an instance in which it had refused to do so, or show any 
reasonable ground to apprehend that it ever would refuse 
to do it, he should pause before he agreed to restrict the 
benefits of this section to incorporated banks. Believing 
that no such case ever had occurred or ever would occur, 
he cared not to retain the provision while the third sec- 
tion could be substituted for it, and while it was probable 
that its beneficial provisions might be perverted to answer 
the ends of the enemies of the institution, or the purposes 
of brokers, who might, in consequence of it, speculate 
more advantageously in the notes of the bank. He pro- 
ceeded then to show how the fourth section, as amended 
in committee, might require the bank to keep a burden- 
some and very unnecessary quantity of specie in the vaults 
of the branches, without any benefit to the country, which 
was not equally well secured by the third section. His 
object was to secure as far as possible, by the most ample 
guaranties, a sound and uniform currency to the whole 
country; the want ‘of which before the establishment of 
this institution had been most severely felt in all its parts, 
and in none more injuriously than in that section of it 
whose representative he was. But he would not know- 
ingly step an inch beyond the true and legitimate objects 
of its creation, to burden or oppress an institution, from 
whose skilful management, and liberal accommodations, 
the public had derived so many blessings, as has been 
abundantly testified by the very numerous memorials from 
every portion of this widely.extended republic, praying 
for a renewal of the charter. 


Neither of 


He concluded by some remarks on the probable effects 


of the bill on the currency of the country as. compared 
with those of the. original charter. : 


After .some. discussion, in which “Mr. EWING, Mr. 
JOHNSTON, and Mr. 


= The. motion of Mr. Hayne. was agreed to. a : 

The amendment to the. fourth section,-striking out the 
words ‘from any. other. incorporated. bank,” at the end 
of the same,-was agreed to, making the. section. to read, 
that notes or bills of the corporation, although on the face 
thereof made payable.at one place only, ‘shall be received 
by the bank in liquidation or payment of any balances.due 
to the bank or its branches. ‘ 3 

The amendment to the fifth scction was also concurred 
in, striking out “two,” and making ‘ five” years the pe- 
riod limited for the bank to retain real estate after the date 
of acquiring the same, except by way of mortgage or judg- 
ment lien in security of debts. - a ga 

The amendment to the sixth ‘section was concurred in, 
striking out the clause which restricted the bank from es- 
tablishing more.than .one: branch in those States where 
none at present existed. The section now allows of two, 
and no more, in any State. ` f ; ; 

The amendment to the seventh section was then taken 
up for the concurrence of the Senate. . It changes the bo- 
nus to be paid by the bank:from three yearly instalments 
of $500,000. each, to the payment of the yearly sum or 
annuity of $150,000 in each and every year during the 
term of the charter. ee eed 

Mr. BIBB rose to submit a motion. He proposed that 
the first part of the original section should stand, and to 
amend it by enacting. that the bank, in lieu of a bonus, 
should, during the continuance of the charter, make loans 
and discounts at a rate of interest not exceeding five per 
cent. per annum. In advocating the policy of the mea- 
sure, Mr. B. expressed himself against the payment of a 
bonus by the bank. He would dispense with it altogether, 
for two reasons. He was disposed against the United States 
selling out privileges: if the bank was necessary for the 
operations of Government—the creation of such an insti- 
tution requisite—the United States should take no money 
from an agent thus indispensable.. And again, he was ad- 
verse to putting more money into the treasury than exi- 
gencies called for; and he was sorry to say there. was 
every fear of our revenue being too abundant. = > 

But, inasmuch as benefits will arise to the institution 
thus.created, from the exclusive privileges and franchise 
with which it will be invested, the benefits thus resulting 
will justify the corporation being called on to give corre- 
sponding benefits to the country; and in no way could the 
country at large be more benefited than in a reduction af 
the interest on money. It would facilitate trade, and im- 
prove and increase the productive labor throughout the 
Union. - And, considering the high advantages which the 
stockholders gained from their property. being thus 
invested, affording them profit and value without ex- 
pense or trouble.on their part, exceeding that of private 
individuals in any other business or trade, he thought 
that a reduction of one per cent. would be but a small 
equivalent. ~ ; : 

Mr. EWING opposed the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Biss.]. 1t would not have. the ef- 
fect which was contemplated, of lowering the interest of 
money throughout the country. This. must be left to its 
own operation; the value of money would rise or fall ac- 
cording to its productions; it must bë left to-find its own 
level. . In the State of New York, the Bank of the United 
States was limited, as elsewhere, to six per cent. interest, 


and yet the State banks were charging seven percent. It 


could not effect the benefit that was promised to the whole 
country, because, let the bank lower its interest to five 


per cent., its capital is not large for the. whole circulation 
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of the country. “He would-vote against the gentleman’s | who‘are in the least want of them; and J, ‘therefore, hope 
proposition, | 5 n <. ofthat the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. CLAY said that, if he thought this reduction of in-| Mr. BUCKNER also opposed the measures andthe 
terest 'w' have the effect of produting’a general reduc- | question’ was not decided, when ; 
tion of interedt throughout the Union, he might perhaps| The Senate adjourned. 
be induced.to vote for it; but still he should hesitate 'to re- : i f 
dice it so muchas onè per cent., a reduction which would 
greatly exceed the bonus required from the bank. A re- 
duction from six per cent. to five per cent. on thirty-five 
millions of capital, would only be a reduction on about 
one-tenth of the whole banking capital of the country. “It 
wasa benefit which would ‘only result to borrowers from 
the bank, ‘and not to the people generally; and this:con- 
stituted his greatest objection to the amendment of his 
colleague. EENT * : 

Mt. WHITE would give it his partial consent, as better 
than exacting a bonus, on the selling of privileges; and he 
thought that the bank would now have more emolument 
at five per cent. than under the last charter limiting them 
to six per cent., when all the expenses, risk, &c. 0 bring- 
ing the bank into operation had to be incurred: 

‘Mt. MANGUM expressed his opinion that the bonus 
was too low; he thought $200,000 a year would be little 
enough. : ; eet 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said that, if the proposition 
contained in.the amendment ‘of the honorable Senator from 
‘Kentucky [Mr. Brun] was the result of a general re- 
view of our fiscal and commercial condition and relations, 
and if the ascertained state of our money market called for 
or justified the proposed reduction of interest, the ques- 
tion would present itself under more favorable circum- 
‘stances than we are now to consider it. For, sir, said Mr. 
F., in the place of its growing out of the actual state of 
business in thé country, we are, in this collateral manner, 
and aside from most of those considerations that should 
‘prompt to a measure so important, called upon to interfere 
with a delicate question in economy, as a ready way of re~ 
g a bonus from this bank for the extension of its 
. Now it seems, in my judgment, to be objec- 


Eonable, der any view of it. “If it could accomplish a 
general reduction of the rate of interest in the States, as 
its sanguine friends promise for it, why, then, sir, I re- 
gard it as of very questionable expediency: for it-will be 
indirectly, and, 1 fear, offensively, interfering with a point 
of State policy, and where the State Legislatures are much 
the best judges of the value of money amongst their citi- 
zens. Why should Congress, without any necessary or 
urgent inducement, move in this delicate matter, and pro- 


bably lead to unhappy collisions in feeling, at least, be- 


TUESDAY, JUNE 5. 


Mr. TAZEWELL said, after what occurred the other 
day, I think it my duty, Mr. President, to move that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of, executive 
business. f 
am motion was decided in the negative—yeas 18, nays 

BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill tomo” 
dify and continue the act to incorporate the subscribers to 
the Bank of the United States. 

The question pending being on the motion to strike out 
the clause providing for the bonus, and to insert a provi- 
sion that the interest on loans and discounts made by the 
bank should not exceed five per cent., 

Mr. CLAYTON gave the reasons which induced him to 
vote against the provision toamend. His own opinion was, 
that, if the amendment prevailed, it would prove inju- 
rious tothe bank, tothe State banks, and to the people of 
the country. Some gentlemen seemed to think that the 
reduction of the rate of interest would be highly benefi- 
cial to the bank, by increasing its profits. The bank had 
always had the ability to discount at five per cent.; and, 
always having the ability, if it was so advantageous, why 
had not the directors resorted to the practice of making 
loans and discounts at five per cent.? The astuteness of 
those who administered the affairs of the bank had never 
discovered what seemed to have been so suddenly found 
out hére... He thought that those whose duty it was to 
protect the interests of the stockholders, had taken this 
subject into. consideration before now, and had given to 
it a proper examination. He was not disposed to legislate 
on this bill; merely for the benefit of the bank, but he 
still thought that the institution was entitled to some con- 
sideration, because it was the instrument of the Govern- 
ment for great national objects, which would be defeated 
if its interests were entirely overlooked. If the Senate, 
however, looked to the interests of the bank alone, the 
present motion could not be sustained. It would go to 
change the whole system of the banking operations, and 
such change was not required by public opinion. In not 
one of all the numerous memorials which had been pre- 
sented to the Senate, was there any request toreduce the 
rate of interest. Neither in any of the memorials from 
the State banks, norin those from the people, had the 
subject been touched. . There had not been a single indi- 
cation of public opinion that such a change was desired; 
‘and no one but the mover of the proposition attached the 
slightest importance to the idea. Most of the State banks, 
and especially those which stood on the most solid bases, 
had presented themselves to the Senate in favor of the 
\bank. ~ Let this amendment prevail, and twenty days 
would not elapse before the same banks would send on 
memorials against the passage of the bill. The operation 
of the measure must, in some measure, be to reduce their 
profits, and compel them -to curtail their business. The 
hostility of all these institutions would be enlisted against 
the bank, and that hostility would be felt on some future 
occasion. The banks would still continue to lend money 
at an interest of six per cent., and favorite borrowers 
-would obtain loans at five per cent., and lend them out 
again at six or seven per cent. There could not .be'a 
worse proposition than to fix the interest at five per 
cent., since it would array all the State banks against the 
institution. : z ‘ 


sé of 1829, as $35,000,000 to 


is liabl cow 
ersa] ‘abatement of interest, we-should not 


chte reduction, as} believe it cannot, 
it Will shied its benefits only or chiefly upon those 


1025 


Joe 5, 1832.) 


* Jn reference: to the Government, what would be the 
effect? It would cripple the institution, and disable the 
agent of the Government from collecting the public re- 
venue, and performing its other obligations to the people. 
Would this be wise? Would it be politic? The bank 
would thus be compélled either to create new notes, in 
order to. sustain itself, and yield a proper dividend to the 
stockholders, or it must change the course of its business, 
and make profits in its exchange. One of the objects of 
the institution was to equalize the exchange, and there is 
now no perceptible burden on exchanges. There is rio 
country where so many facilities are given to exchange; 
and all these facilities owe their existence tothe bank. To 
sustain the stockholders, the bank would be compelled to 
go to the exchanges, and to burden them for the purpose 
of making its dividends. The effect of the amendment 
would be to destroy all the advantages which now result 
from the bank, and to make the institution less worthy of 
the public confidence. Much more advantage, however, 
had resulted from the bank than the mere facility of ex- 
change; since, by means of this institution, there has been 
established a standard of value for-money, the same at all 
places, and almost at all times. In this respect, the 
greatest advantages had resulted from the bank. What 
would be the effect of the proposition in regard to this? 
The bank would be constrained to increase its issues be- 
yond what it had previously done, in order to make up 
the deficiency in its profits. The State banks would also 
be obliged to add to their issues; and thus an immense 
accumulation of paper would be thrown into circulation, 
and a depreciation in its value would necessarily follow. 

Relying on the ability and patriotism of the administra- 
tion of the bank, some might reply that they would not 
throw an excessive ‘issue of paper into the market. It 
might be so. But how long would this reliance continue? 
A new president, new directors, would come in; and 
these, to gain the object of large dividends, would increase 
the issues. The standard of money, which is now nearly 
uniform, would then be no longer so, and all the advan- 
tages of a national bank would be lost. 

On the people, the effect would be to establish an ex- 
tensive system of brokerage. The people would only be 
able to borrow at six or seven percent. The favorites 
would obtain loans atthe national bank at the reduced 
rate of five per cent., and would immediately loan out 
the money at six or seven per cent. The advantages 
would thus be confined to afew, who would be able to 
obtain loans at the national bank, but could not be felt 
hy individuals who, possessing less facility of raising 
moncy, would be obliged to resort to State banks, or to 
the brokers. 

These are the considerations which had brought him to 
the conclusion that the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky would be productive of the most disastrous 
consequences to the bank itself, to the State banks, and 
tothe country, 

Mr. ‘TYLER said the more he had reflected on the pro- 
position now before the Senate, the more he had been 
impressed with its importance and magnitude. He would 
go so far as to say that, in -his opinion, it was second to 
but one which had engaged the attention of Congress 
during the present session. He believed that while the 
adoption of the proposed amendment would inflict no 
injury upon the bank, it would confer the greatest benefit 
upon society, Would itimpose an unjust limitation on 
the bank? If it would, he would abandon it altogether; 
for while he could not vote for rechartering the institu- 
tion, he would not infuse a secret poison into its vitals, 
which would affect its capacity todo good. It asked a 
prolongation of its existence, and Congress should take 
care to engraft upon its charter such provisions as would 
benefit the community. ` 

The first reflection which occurs, is, that the bank does 
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not Joan money. It. merely exchanges.credit... It gives 

its notes of hand for the notes of hand of individuals, and, 
paying no premium in the form of interest itself, requires 
a. premium of the individuals with whom it deals. -Its 
credit is. founded onthe confidence of the public in its 

capacity, which confidence. is the result of the govern- 

mental action in its creation. . This remark applies. to-all 

incorporated banks; but another circumstance ‘exists “in 

regard to this bank, which extends its control throughout 

the. mercantile world—the fact of its. notes. being made 

receivable every where in payment of. the Government 

dues. - However solvent an. individual may be, his. notes 

will not pass currently beyond a small neighborhood 

circle. He is, therefore, under frequent necessity of 
adopting the bank credit or notes for his own credit or 

notes, and of giving a premium in the form of interest, 

when, in fact, his solvency is as perfect, his responsibility is 

as entire, to the extent of his undertaking, as that of the 

bank, to the extent of its engagements. True, the bank 

is liable to be called upon to redeem its notes daily; but 

the fact that its issues exceed its capital twice or thrice, 

shows that that responsibility is remote and inconsiderable. 

Is then five per cent. enough to compensate the bank for 

this exchange of its credit for the credit of individuals? 

Can any one doubt it? Take a beggar in the streets, and 

let the Government announée its determination to receive 

his notes in the payment of its dues, amounting as they 

do to from 25 to $30,000,000 annually, and who doubts 

but that the credit of the beggar would be sought after 

with avidity, and that he would speedily.be enriched if 
he was permitted to receive a premium greatly below five 

per cent. Who can doubt but that five per cent.is an` 
ample allowance? The stock is at this moment, when 

there hangs over the institution some doubt as to the con- 

tinuance of its existence, twenty-five per cent. above par; 

and the very day after its new charter shall have passed, 

the calculation is that the stock will run to from $150 to 

$200 per share. What is more conclusive than this, to 

show the immensity of its profits? And this, too, although 

it has to sustain out of its profits countless numbers of 
officers and dependents. This regulation, then, cannot be 

considered unjust to the bank. . 

Its effects on the community would be decidedly benefi- 
cial, as 1 shall attempt presently to show, and. would, 
therefore, tend greatly to increase the popularity of the 
institution; an effect of the highest importance to the in- 
stitution. A suggestion has been made, that it would 
concentre its loans in the hands of the few. All that I 
can say in-reply is, that,-if it did so, it would act injudi- 
ciously. In my opinion, it should diffuse its loans as much 
as possible, consistently with a just regard to its interests. 
Extravagant loans to a few would weaken it in the estima- 
tion of the public, and abridge its usefulness. 

What would be the effect of this measure on the com- 
munity? This is the important inquiry, since the institu- 
tion should be created for the public interest, and not the 
good of a few, exclusively. The first efféct would be to‘ 
lead the State banks to adopt a similar regulation; in no 
other way could they move 6n harmoniously with this 
bank. The argument ventured in: this debate, that this 
regulation would place this bank at the mercy of the 
State banks, isideal. The State ‘banks, on the contrary, 
hold their existence but at the pleasure of this; and who 
can doubt but that an arrangement would readily be forc- 
ed upon those banks to receive, in the settlement of 
balances with this bank, the same interest which it would 
receive of them? 

The next effect would be to induce. the Legislatures of 
the different States to reduce the rate of legal interest to 
five per cent.; of this I have no doubt. I have not had 
time to trace out the causes of the change in the rate of 
interest which occurred in Virginia, but I incline to be- 
lieve that it was consequent upon the chartering of the 


- 


v 


1027 GALES & SEATON'S REGISTER = 1028 


Senate] é oP Bank of the United States. [Fons 5, 1832. 


first United States’ Bank. Before that, it was at five per 
cent., it-waschanged to six- per cent., and the first bank 
was authorized tò receive that amount; and now we come 
to the important influence which. a reduction in'the rate 
of: interest would have upon the great interests of the 
community. £0 { $ = 
, Atis this view which imparts to this subject its greatest 
interest; and it ‘rests. upon plain principles of political 
economy. Where money converted into public stocks or 
individual loans yields a higher profit than the same money 
invested in lands, ships, or machinery, agriculture, com- 
merce, and manufactures necessarily become neglected. 
If money. put at. usance breeds higher profits than the 
loom, the ship, or the land, then capital is withdrawn.from 
thesé less profitable employments, and seeks investments 
in the publi¢ stocks or individual loans. This can admit 
of: no doubt: In this, then, consists the true secret of giv- 
ing activity to the industry of a community. If the profits 
from agriculture, commerce, and manufactures, be equal 
to the profits on loans, then do these employments invite 
the attention of mankind, and each-in its turn puts forth 
-all its energies. Commerce takes new wings, agriculture 
develops all her beneficent faculties, and the arts are 
made to flourish. Hence the vital importance of laws re- 
gulating the rate of interest; without them a nation soon 
becomes a nation of money lenders; and that which was 
designed as a mere medium through which agriculture, 
commerce, and manufactures should carry on their ex- 
changes, is converted into the instrument of their greatest 
oppression. . ; 
The great lawgiver of the Jews understood this most 
perfectly. The Israelites had just entered upon the 
possession of the promised land. It was every way de- 
sirable that the land should be reclaimed, and its faculties 
developed, and hence the regulation that no Israelite 
should take usance of an Israelite. Capital could thereby 
be profitably invested, both in the culture of the earth 
and in commerce, and the land of Galilee repaid’ most 
abundantly the laborer. But when these influences had 
ceased: to operate, and.the tribes were scattered over the 
face of the earth, the Mosaic regulation which permitted 
usance to be taken of strangers, aided by the oppressions 
under which they labored, converted the Jews into a na- 
tion of money lenders. I mention not this to their dis- 
credit. . They are like all the rest of the human family, 
no better and no worse—devoting themselves: to the ac- 
quisition of money, and seeking for their money such 
investment as yields the greatest return. Into the same 
condition may the people of any country be changed. 
Only make the profits on loans high enough; if six per 
cent. would not do, take ten; and if ten will not do, take 
twenty; in other words, make jt more profitable to the 
capitalists to. loan out their money, than to invest it in 
lands, ships, or machinery, and the work is accomplished. 
Government, will have converted the community into a 
nation of money lenders, ‘ote we i , 
These considerations led- him. to opposé his vote to al] 
moneyed corporations; but while he. felt. himself con- 
strained to vote against the rechartering of this bank, ifit 
js to pass, he wished to protect the other interests of the 
community against evil. The per centage proposed to 
be allowed is greater than that derived from agriculture, 
but the contemplated reduction: will relieve it in some 
- small degree of. its burdens, and should therefore have 
his support; and its reasonableness is fully evidenced by 
` the fact that. the capitalists of other countries send their 
funds here to be invested in stocks yielding no greater in- 
terest than five per cent. ~ 
Mr: SPRAGUE said the object of the proposition. was, 
he presumed, to maké the reduction of interest through. 
gut the country general, but he would ask if the price of 
the commodity did not depend upon the supply and the 
-demand. -Then how could this object be attained by 


restricting an individual corporation? You-propose to make 
one body subject to this reduction, but you do not say all 
shall do so, because you cannot contro! the State banks, 
and they can charge according to their own regulations. 
Let the interest be lowered by this individual company, 
and it will not alter the price with others. A change can 
only be produced by a change in the supply; and will this 
restriction on the bank increase the money in the market? 
No; it must grow out of other causes. The gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Tyrer] had alluded to the regulation 
of Moses regarding usury, and he had reprobated the 
making of this a nation of usurers. But he [Mr. §.] 
thought there was a wrong application of the argument on 
the part of the gentleman. The Jews, under the restric- 
tion of Moses, had become usurers—-here, in the absence 
of restriction, we are to become usurers. x 

{Mr. TYLER explained. The Jewish law said, * thou 
shalt not take usury of thy brother,” but it did not restrict 
them from charging what they would of strangers; the in- 
tercourse with other nations was then but small, which 
probably was the cause of the inhibition not having ex- 
tended to themselves. ] 

Mr. Sprague still was of opinion that the application 
went against the gentleman’s own argument. At all events 
he did not think the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
would prove conclusive to the benefit of the country, and 
it was for the community we should legislate; the indi- 
vidual interests of the stockholders-had no claim on us. 

Mr. FORSYTH called for a division of the question, so 
as to take the question first on striking out. He wished 
to move an amendment, and he should therefore vote 
against striking out. He thought five per cent. would be 
an ample compensation to the bank, because it was equal 
to six per cent. in 1816, when the bank was rechartered; 
so that it would be giving as much. Another reason was, 
the bank stock is now at 120 to 130, so that it was enough 
above par to justify the reduction of interest. A proposi- 
tion from Boston was before Congress, offering to give 
more favorable terms for a bank; they offer to reduce 
their interest to five per cent., and he saw no reason to 
allow the present institution six percent. 

The mind of Hamilton fluctuated between five and six 
per cent.; and he read extracts from his report, to show 
that the, only fear of Hamilton was, that a limitation of 
the interest to five per éent. would prevent capitalists 
from embarking their capital in the bank. He had none 
of the fears which now affect Scnators who oppose the 
reduction. 1t was apprehended that the change would 
be injurious to the State banks and the community. He 
referred to the history of the banks of Georgia, to show 
that this was not likely to be the result. The amount of 
the bank capital being so large, the effect of the reduction 
of interest on that capital would be felt throughout the 
country. He denied the applicability of the statement of 
the Senator from Delaware that the State banks would 
be. compelled to increase the amount of their issues. He 
stated that the interest on loans by State banks was, in many 
cases, now higherthan that on loans by the United States? 
Bank. The-United States’ Bank has now the power to 
reduce the interest to favor any particular institutions or 
individuals, and had reduced it in some instances. He 
would vote against the striking out, and would afterwards 
move to add a provision reducing the rate of interest to 
five per cent.. 

Mr. HOLMES stated that, if the object be a general re- 
duction of the rate of the interest, the two questions which 
presented. themselves were, ‘ Will you, if you can?” and 
the second, ** Can you, if you will?” He stated that in 
one State there was no legal regulation of interest. It 
was leftto regulate itself. Money isa medium of exchange 
of capital, and paper a representation of money. He 
quoted from an ingenious author on the considerations 
which ought to enter into view when a reduction of inte- 
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rest was proposed: : “When there are more borrowers than 
lenders, the rate of interest will be high; when lenders 
outnumber borrowers, it will be low. He referred to 
the history of other countries.on the subject_of the rates 
of interest, at different periods. In reference to the Jews, 
he stated that there were many of their practices which 
we should be reluctant to adopt asa rule of action. Tliey. 
would not eat the animals which died of themselves, but 
they might sell them to strangers: 50 they would.not take 
usury of each other, but they would of strangers. It was. 
their policy to take care of themselves. If sucha bank as 
ours had been proposed to Moses, he would have put his 
veto on it, as unfit for the Jewish population. He wished 
to know if the gentleman from Virginia intended that we 
should follow out the Jewish feeling and policy. If the 
effect of a reduction of the rate of interest would be to. 
reduce it every where, the banks which had memorializ- 
ed Congress for the renewal of the charter of the United 
States’ Bank have prayed for a diminution of their own 
profits. Je stated that, by a regulation of loans of pro- 
perty under the ordinary rate, lenders would have so 
many borrowers, and there would be such an overtrading 
in consequence of the increase of money that evil effects 
might be expected. : : 

But he denied that Congress could, if they would, by 
reducing the rate of interest on United States’ Bank loans 
and discounts, compel the State banks to reduce their rate 
of interest. He reiterated the statement that the banks 
and other favorites of the United States’ Bank could, in 
the event of the reduction of interest, reinvest it at six or 
seven per cent., and thus the bank might be made a politi- 
cal engine. He believed the proposition to be one of the 
worst features which could be introduced into the bill. 
As to the Boston offer, he considered it extravagant; and 
as the present bank had been tried for twenty years, and 
had always paid its bills, and fulfilled-all the great objects of 
its constitution, he did not think it would be politic to 
vompel it to give way to any substitute. He laid it down 
that while we had a bank which could issue and Keep in 
circulation -twice the amount of its gold and silver, of 
sound currency, we had all the benefits which could be 
tlesired. 

Mr. DALLAS then stated that he had been much im- 
pressed by some views which had been thrown out by the 
Senator from North Carolina on a preceding day, but he 
had not been able to bring himself to the conclusion that 
the change -now proposed would be beneficial. He re- 
plied to the various objections which had been taken to 
the present rate of interest, and deprecated any interfer- 
ence with the rate at which money might be loaned, the 
effect of which interference would be to produce over- 
trading, which would tend to public injury. The princi- 
ple thus introduced would be one which ought to be 
discouraged. An injurious effect might also be produced 
onthe State banks. Jf they would come down to five 
per cent. there would be an inducement to overtrade. 
The United States’ Bank is not the only source from which 
borrowers obtain loans; it is surrounded , by other institu- 
tions of a similar’ character, and the same consequences 
were to be expected in the latter as would exhibit them- 
selves in the former. But suppose the United States’ 
Bank would not overtrade to make up the difference. be- 
tween six and five per cent. interest, it would be compel- 
led to resort to another-mode of increasing its profits, and 
making up for the deficiency of interest, and that mode 
would be by operating on the exchange. 

He did not believe that this reduction of interest would 
be beneficial to the community. Not one tenth, one hun- 
dredth part of the people would be benefited by the 
change in the rate of interest. He attached weight to 
the argument of the Senator from New Jersey, that, if 
this is to act on all the people of the United States, it 
ought not to be an act of Congress, but should be regu- 


the subject was inapplicable. 
had led him to the conviction that every bank would be 
coerced, by the example of the United States’ Bank, toa 
reduction of interest, or they would lose.the confidence 
of the people. He had no apprehension that the State 
banks could keep up this discrimination in the rate of. in- 
terest. If they did so, all the best business would go into 
the United States’ Bank. He was not alarmed by the fear 
of any over-issues.of the Ynited States’ Bank. Any excess 
of circulation would merely fill up the deficiencies in the 
State currency. While he expressed his determination 
to go as far as any in checking’ any excesses of feeling in 
reference to the dissolution of the Union, he still thought 
that. something ought to be done to soothe dissatisfaction 
and discontent where they were found to exist. And he 
argued that the reduction of the rate of interest would have 
a beneficial effect. If it should fail to produce the benefits 
which he expected, it would be easy to apply a correct- 
ive. Public opinion would apply-such a corrective. 
He invited a review of the subject, and suggested that a 
provision should be inserted, retaining the power to re- 
store the present rate of interest whenever the reduced 
rate should be found to fail in producing any benefit. He 
would view the adoption of the amendment as. concession 
to allay public excitement in the South, of more power 
than any which had been exhibited during twenty years. 
Mr. TAZEWELL made some observations in favor of 
the reduction of interest, andin reply to. the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. That Senator had asked why the Govern- 
ment should compel the bank to lend money for less than 
its value. If the chartering of the bank wasadvantageous 
to the Government, it was advantageous to the stockhold- 
ers. Like the Senator from Maine, he knew of no obli- 
gation which the Government owed to the stockholders. 
At the same time, however, that he did not desire to let 
them have this.charter at any thing less.than it was worth, 
he had no. disposition to extort one cent more. The legal 
rate of interest would always be more than the actual value 
of money. It-had been -fixed at six per cent. by the law 
of 1791, because such was the average rate of interest in 
most of the States of the Union. It varied from seven to 
five, and six per cent. was taken as. the mean rate of in- 
terest. Since 1791, there has been some change in the 
value of money. If money was-worth six per cent. then, 
it must be worth more or less now. He contended that 
it would not require an argument to prove that the value 
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of money is much less now thar it was iñ 1791. He in-/discount of a note beforehand, and the charge of interest 
stanced the terms on which the United States’ Bank took | for sixty-four days in t > 
the loans of the United States at-an interest below six per| Any individual 
cent ing even paida premium to obtain them. The four 


"percent. stock at this moment, when about to 
selling at morethan par. The bank took the 
loans’on these terms, and then carried them into the mar- 
ket, arid made a profit uponthem. The bank had divided 
about seven per cent. after appropriating a considerable 
sumas à surplus fund to cover the effects of former mis- 
Management, and paying all its expenses, Consequently, 
the stockholders were doing a profitable business at the 
present rate of interest. The practice of paying interest 
at the moment of making the loan, brought it to the cha- 
ractet of discount, and not interest, interest being demanda- 
` ple at the end of the term of the loan, instead ofatthe com- 
mencement; and here the bank enjoyed an advantage. 
There was.also an advantage arising from the practice of 
counting both the day on which’a note was dated, and the 
day on which it was due. Suppose the interest was re- 
duced to five per cent. with all the advantages of the pre- 
vious payment of the interest, and the practice of counting 
sixty-four days ‘for sixty-three, the interest would be 
brought up‘nearly to six per cent., as it’ now is to seven 
per cent: ‘He put the question how it has happened that 
the four and- a half per cent. stock was above par, and 
the stock of the bank so greatly above par. The stock 
of the baiik was high, on account of. the amount of profit- 
able discounts made by the bank on its own notes. He 
Was against allowing the bank to take more than an indivi- 
dual-was permitted to take. But it was said that, if the 
interest were reduced, the bank would over-issue. The 
bank may now do so; but the bank will not extend its 
issues beyond the line of security, and as far as that, for 
the sake of the profits, it doubtless. extends them now. It 
is said ‘the States will make over-issues. The same argu- 
ment applics. There is no danger while one institution is 
watching another as jealously as they do now. Every bank 
will go as far as they safely can, at whatever rate’the in- 
terest:may-be-fixed. - a : 
` He did'not:exactly understand the distinction between 
ordinary discounts and the buying of domestic bills of ex- 
change. When gentlemen said that the bank would be 
obliged to enlarge their profits on exchange, he, did not 
exactly understand their meaning; andas to foreign bills of 
exchange, he had no fear that the bank would ever deal 
in these for the sake of profit, or from any cause but ne- 
cessity, or for the accommodation of the Government. 
He considered that the bank ought not to be’ placed in a 
better situation than an individual. 

. Mr. WEBSTER said he differed entirely from the Se- 
nator from Virginia as to that which forms the basis of his 
argumetit. This is still matter-of opihion. The basis was, 
that, as six per cent. was the rate of interest paid in 1791, 
it-ought to be-less now, because the value of money was 
less now thañini 1791: He denied that the value of money 
was less nowthan'in 1791. Fhe money of the country 
had not outstripped the enterprise of the country. He 
would compare the value of the money-with what was 
proposed. -He knew no place where the value of com- 
mercial notes was not six per cent. - He believed the rate 
of-interest had been raised in Virginia since 1791; and 
throughout the United States-there was no State where 
the “interest was lessthan six per cent.; consequently, if 
the lowest rate be six per cent., six per cent. cannot be 
taken as the “average. It was also argued that the Go- 
vërnment: stock: was above par. He asked the Senator 
if Government bonds, and bonds and mortgage on good 
éstate; did not always bring a lower interest than any com- 
mercial responsibility.. - This is because of the uncertainty 
ef all commercial security. “The Senator, if executor of 
afféstaté; would not invest money in commercial security, 
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stead of sixty-three, he also differed. 
“could discount on the same terms; the 
privilege was not exclusive to a bank. Every bank 
stands on the footing of a public banker, or of an indivi- 
dual who discounts a note. They stand on the same foot- 
ing. The gentleman asked why stocks about to expire 
commanded a price above par. It was because of the su- 
perior credit and security of the Government. As to the 
matter of the four days, he did not know: that banks are 
entitled to charge interest for the fourth day. If they 
violated the law, they were liable to the penalties of usury. 
If they were loans at four or five per cent., there were 
often loans at nine, ten, and up to twenty per cent. He 
stated that the bank had never made any large dividend, 
nor couldit, unless it was more fortunate than it had been. 
The old bank had never paid more than one hundred per 
cent. 

The Senator from Virginia had said that where State 
banks had discounted at different rates of interest, no evil 
had occurred. He did not know of any case where these 
banks‘had come into collision. Money was always cheaper 
in cities than any where else; and there was force in 
the observation of the Senator from Delaware, that com- 
mercial men will have the benefits of the reduced interest, 
and no others. He could not agree that the value of mo- 
ney was less now than in 1791. 

Mr. SMITH said the Government could not, in 1791, 
borrow money for less than six per cent. Now, Govern- 
ment could borrow at four and a half per cent. On bank 
stock now, money could be borrowed at five per cent., 
while on other security it could not be got for less than 
six për cent. 

Mr. BIBB made some observations to sustain his pro- 
position to amend, and in reply to the objections which 
had been urged against it. He contended that Congress 
was necessarily called on now to regulate the rate of in- 
terest, He viewed the question. in two lights, as to the 
effect of the reduction on the community, and whether 
it would so cripple the bank itself, as to prevent an ac- 
ceptance of the charter. He cited Adam Smith and Alex- 
ander Hamilton, and all the intermediate writers, to sup- 
port his position, that the community would be benefited 
by the reduction of the rate of interest. The benefit 
would be felt first by the borrowers, and thence would 
extend itself to all classes of the people. He ascribed 
the alleged’ profits of the bank to a variety of causes, 
among which was the undrawn deposite which the Govern- 
ment always had in the bank, varying from one million to 
three millions. He insisted that the bank would be willing 
to take the charter with the reduced interest. 

On the call of Mr. BIBB, the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to strike 
out, and decided as follows: 

‘YEAS.—~Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Ro- 
binson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—18. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Hen- - 
dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Moore, Naudain, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins. —26. 

So the motion to strike out was negatived. 

The question then being on concurrence with the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole, providin 
for a bonus of 150,000 dollars per annum during the fif- 
teen years for which the charter is continued by the bill, 

Mr. SPRAGUE rose to move the substitution of a larger 
sum for the bonus. He was of the opinion that, if any 
bonus at all was to be given, it ought to be adequate to 
the benefit received by the bank, in proportion to the pro- 


its'tincertainty:’ As to the exacting of the [fits of the stockholders. If the stock was to. receive a 
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great addition to its value by the continuance of the char- 
ter, the question was—What:could the stockholders afford 
to pay for this continuance? Ig was at the option of Con- 

Tess or f 
one If they should be of the opinion that a new, one 
would be more beneficial to the public.than the.present 
bank, and if, they determined to establish a new bank, it 
could not be regarded as. an act of injustice to the stgck- 
holders in the present. institution, as the Government would 
have fulfilled all their contract. with this bank. It had 
been stated that the bank could. divide among the stock- 
holders seven per cent. ; and, as an offer had been made by 
a company, at the head of which was Mr. Thorndike, of 
Boston, whose pecuniary ability was well known, as- well 
as other gentlemen of known respectability, and-they had 
offered two per cent. for the privilege, he thought that it 
would not be unreasonable to make this bonus one and. a 
half. He then moved to strike out “150,000,” and to in- 
sert “525,000.” 7 

Mr. HAYNE wishing for some time to- think of the pro: 
position, and Mr. WEBSTER having the same disposition, 

The Senate adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 6. 
BANK OF THE UNITED: STATES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill to 
modify and continue the act to incorporate the. subscrib- 
ers to the Bank of the United States. s 

The question pending being the motion of Mr. Seracus 
to strike out the sum of ‘‘ 150,000” asthe annual amount 
of the bonus required of the bank, 

Mr. HAYNE said he should act onthe presumption that 
the ninth section was to. be stricken out, and that the 
amount of the bonus was tọ go into the public treasury. 
He was not disposed to tax the bank unreasonably. He 
agreed that the Government owed no obligation to the 
bank. He was also against imposing too heavy a burden 
on the bank, as he wished to leave room for the States to 
impose atax onthe bank. He was willing to vote for 
200,000 dollars, but nothing beyond that. 

Mr. GRUNDY said he was not disposed to ask more than 
the bank could reasonably.pay. He would have proposed 
areduction of interest. He asked a division of the question. 

Mr. MARCY said he regretted to hear honorable Sena- 
tors speak of so small a sum for a bonus as one hundred 
and fifty or two hundred thousand dollars. He was fully 
persuaded that the stockholders of the present bank could 
afford to givea much larger sum. It seemed to be agreed 
on all sides that these stockholders are not entitled to 
any preference. They have no right to askany favor, and 
we are under no obligation to grantany.. He was not dis- 
posed to drive a bad bargain with them, nor would he con- 
sent that they should make an unconscionable one with the 
Government. The question then presents itself, what is 
a renewal of the charter worth to the applicants? He 
would not repeat what was said on this subject yesterday; 
but the Senate will recollect that they had a proposition 
before them from the citizens of Massachusetts, which will 
yield a much larger sum than that now gencrally spoken 
of, The respectability of those from whom the proposi- 
tion came, had not been, and cannot be, questioned. 
Those memorialists are, beyond all doubt, of sufficient 
ability to set-in operation, by the time the present charter 
will have expired, an institution that will answer all the 
useful purposes of the one now inexistence. They offer 
to pay to the Government one per cent. on the capital, 
and to become subject.to taxation by the States.to any 
sum not exceeding one per cent. Itis not:to be doubted 
that the States would tax.nearly up to the limit. The of- 
fer from the citizens of. Massachusetts would therefore 
amount, on the capital mentioned in the bill, to seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars. Though this offer may not be con- 


either to continue this bank, or to establish a new} e, 
the worth of the privilege about to bë granted. 


clusive evidence of the precise sam which ought to be paid. 
for the extension of the charter, it is entitled to. much.cons 
sideration in fixing that sum. i : a 


-The present price of the stocks is also an evidence-of 
If it were 
certain. that no extension of the charter wouldbe granted, 
the. price of the stock would. soon-decline; and, on the 
other hand, if a.charter were. actually-secured. tothe come 
pany; itis an opinion which.1o.one controverts, that there 
would:be.a sudden rise in“the stocks.’ ‘This event would 
probably bring itto fifty per cent. premium. Tu 

Such isthe estimate of the most enlightened: friends of 
the present -bank—of those who-best know the situation 
of its affairs, and are therefore best qualified to.form an 
accurate. judgment on the subject. ve 

To show that there is no error on this subject, he [Mr. 
M.} said: he would take the liberty to` refer to the opinion 
of an honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cxax,] ag 
expressed in a speech delivered some time since, in this 
body, on the. subject of the tariff. In animadverting. on 
that part of the report of. the Secretary of the Treasury 
wherein the Secretary proposed to sell the seven. millions 


.| of stock now. owned’ by the United States for eight mil- 


lions, it will be recollected that the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky observed that it would be unfair to make a 


4 sale at that advance, if the bank was not to be rechartered; 


for, said he, the stock would not be worth but about par 
without a renewal of the bank; but he contended that, if 
the bank was to be rechartered, the sale of the seven mil- 
lions of stock owned by the United States for eight mil- 
lions would be a most improvident contract on the part 
of the Government; for, in.case the bank should bé rechar- 
tered, the price of stock, he: observed, would advance to 
fifty percent. above its par value.’ Here we have, said Mr. 
M., an opinion ofa friend of the bank, wellacquainted with 
its affairs, and every. way competent to form: an accurate 
opinion of the effect to be produced by the measure now 
under consideration, that, without a renewal of. the char- 
ter, the stock of the bank will settle down to par; with a 
renewal, it will command a premium of fifty per cent. By 
this act, then, said Mr. M., we are about to enrich the 
present stockholders, according to this opiniony seventeen 
million dollars. What is-it proposed we shall ask'for this 
favor? Only one hundred and. seventy-five or two huns. 
dred thousand dollars per annum. - This is'a remuneration 
wholly inadequate to the advantage we are about to be« 
stow. The smallest sum we ought to think of inserting in 
the section, should be that named yesterday by the Senator 
from Maine, ($525,000. ) Mr. M. said he did not go for so large 


‘a sum as that offered by the memorialists from Massachu- 


setts, because a part of that sum was to be levied by the 
States as taxes; and he would not give any vote from which 
‘it might be inferred that the right of the State to tax the 
bank and its branches was intended to be surrendered or 
compromised; for in his opinion the States have that right, 
and Congress should not if they could, and probably could 
not if they would, take it away. a 

Mr. BENTON referred to the documents on the table, 
to prove that the profits. of the bank were so. large-as:to 
admit of the payment of a large bonus... The nett profits, 
he contended, were more. than nine per cent. at this time. 
The bank had now debts te double the amount of its capi- 
tal, independently of its real estate. There was a compa- 
ny which offered 700,000 dollars: per annum for a bank; 
and it was remarkable that this was a fraction under the 
undivided surplus of the present bank, after. paying seven 
per cent. dividend. Gentlemen, therefore, should not be 
alarmed at the idea that. they wére making.a hard bar- 
gain forthe bank. He maintained that, if there were in 


some States resident stockholders, who might be compel- 


led to contribute to the Government, there were in-some 
States no stockholders.. He said he should move to fill 


the blank with 700,000 dollars. ; 
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“Mr. CLAYTON referred to what had been’ said as to 
the offer of Mr. Thorndike’and others, and the amount-o: 
the. bonus-they had named. ~ They desired’ a charter. for 
twėnty years: The term proposed for the present bank 
is fifteen years. “He thenreferred to the difference in the 
capitals. “The Boston’ proposition was for a bank with 
fifty millions, while the capital of the existing bank was 
but thirty-five millions. The sum of two hundred thou- 
sand:dollars now proposed, he considered as about equal, 
considering the difference in the offers with the Boston 
offer of three hundred. and fifty thousand dollars. But he 
“was not disposed to give his vote in favor of any bill- con- 
taining the ‘principles suggested in the Boston proposal. 
He referred to'a statement of the’chairman of the commit- 
tee, thatif the bank were now to divide nine per cent. to 
the end of its charter, it. would: not have ‘divided an ave- 
rage of six per cent. among the stockholders. ` He'could 
not, therefore, vote for the proposition of the Senator 
from Missouri, as he thought two hundred thousand dollars 
a sufficient bonus. ‘He admitted the right of the States to 
tax their own banks, but not to tax the United States’ Bank 

vor its branches. = `> j 

“Mr, FOOT said it did not appear from the original char- 
ter that the bank was established onthe application of any 
company, but that it was a suggestion of the Government 
to establish such. a bank for the purposes of- the ‘public, 
and now that. it was proposed to renew it, it was not for 
the benefit of the individual stockholders, but of the Go- 
vernment. 


taxing this bank. ` If the bonus be made too large, so as to 
trammel the bank, the stockholders will be driven to re- 
gard their own interest in preference to that of the Go- 
vernment. He insisted that a bank in Boston or in New 
York could afford to pay a larger bonus than the present 
-bank, but: denied that the average price of bank stock 
throughout the country was not above par. 
~Mr. CLAY said the question of the amount of bonus 
would not admit.of any precise ascertainment. It must 
rést on opinion.  Butit was to be recollected that the bo- 
nus was not the only benefit which the Government would 
derive from the:bank. And as tothe advantages which 
the bank would receive from. the Government, so far as 
regards the public deposites, they will diminish with the 
diminution of the revenue. The bonus ought to be de- 
termined with a view to the average dividends from the 
commencement of the institution, and these would be 
found not to exceed five'per cent. Another rule might 
be found by referring to the tax imposed by the States on 
their banks, which was not more thana half per cent., 
and no bonus was exacted. He had no objection to go 
up to 200,000 dollars. He was glad to find that his for- 
mer opinions had. been quoted with approbation by an 
honorable Senator, and he hoped that when another ques- 
tion-should:come before the Senate, that his opinions on 
that subject might be referred to with equal approbation. 
In addition to the considerations he had named, the value 
of money ought to be regarded; and he differed from ‘the 
view of the honorable Senator from Virginia as to the rela- 
tive value of money. He adverted to the rates at which 
money was loaned on discount at New Orleans, which 
were ten per cent.; and through the United States, he 
supposed, the rate of interest varied from eight to ten per 
cent. Taking the rate of interest, the tax on State banks, 
and the bonus given by the old bank, he thought that the 
bonus now should not exceed a half per cent. He would 
not take his data from’ Wall street, but would regard tbe 
bank as-an old and faithful agent; and while he would not 
makea bargain’ disadvantageous to the Government, he 
would:not.-make one hard upon the institution. 


“.oMr SPRAGUE: said he-had listened for some refata-| [ 


tion: of:-the-arguments by which he had sustained his pro- 
position; but had listened in vain.. He was of the opinion, 


He would not look to the stockholders, but to; 
the necessity of a bank atali, and then to the propriety of 


with the Senator from Kentucky, that it would be wiser 


to continue anold and faithful servant, than to wind up the 
concerns of the present bank, and commence a new one. 
But he contended that no one had shown that the bank 
would not divide seven per: cent. hereafter; and if that 
was admitted, why should not one and a half per cent. be 
deducted asabonus? Was it to be believed that the losses 
during the next fifteen years will be equal to those in the 
former history of the bank? No one denied that the stock 
would be greatly enhanced in value by the continuance of 
the charter. He stated‘the tax on the banks of Massachu- 
setts and Maine was one per cent., and no bank was better 
conducted than the barik of Massachusetts. Exclusive of 
this tax, the stockholders are subjected to a tax on their 
stock. The stock of the United States’ Bank, being mar- 
ketable over the world, was, at five per cent., equal to that 
of the State banks at six per cent. He predicted that if 
the charter be extended, even at the bonus he proposed, 
the bank would receive a benefit of millions. He wished 
that gentlemen who proposed 200,000 dollars would show 
the reasons on which that motion was founded. $ 

The motion to strike out was then taken by yeas and 
nays, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs, Bell, Benton, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, 
Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Knight, Man- 
gum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Tyler, Wagga- 
man, Webster, Wilkins, White.—45. 

NAYS--none. 

Mr. FOOT then moved to insert £200,000” dollars. 
Mr. F. said it appeared to him that this subject had been 
discussed upon grounds not very liberal. Instead of op- 
posing the stockholders, we should look to the interest 
which the country has in the institution: he thought the 
proper questions for discussion were—does the interest 
of the country require the rechartering of this, or the 
creation of some other bank? This seems to be admitted 
on all sides of the House. What further checks are ne- 
cessary to secure the great objects for which the public 
interest requires a bank? No Senator has proposed any 
further checks than have been already adopted in the bill: 
from this it is fair to infer that even those opposed to the 
bank do not ask any further security for the faithful ad- 
ministration of its affairs: nothing, then, remains but to 
fix the amount of tax which this institution ought to pay 
for its privileges. On this subject there is a great diver- 
sity of opinion, and it cannot be ascertained with any pre- 
cision what the exact amount should be. Mr. F. said, 
from his own experience on this subject, during the period 
in which he had been engaged in commercial pursuits, 
and familiar with banking operations, he had fixed, in his 
own mind, the amount at two hundred thousand dollars 
per annum. AA 

It ought to be recollected that the bank was originally 
chartered by the Government, without any application 
from the ‘stockholders, or others; that a bonus of one mil- 
lion five hundred thousand dollars was required, and that it 
was- difficult to procure the necessary subscription for its 
stock; that several millions were subscribed on specula- 
tion; that the price of the stock was soon raised to one 
hundred and sixty-six; that, in putting the bank in ope- 
ration, great expenses were incurred, great hazards en- 
countered, and great losses were sustained, from some 
cause; whether from ignorance of the managers, or other 
causes, was of little importance now to inquire: but the 
fact was notorious, that the stock fellin consequence con- 
siderably below par. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
Mr. Darras] haq, stated, and he [Mr. F.] believed cor- 
rectly, that, without a profit of nine per cent. for the f£ 
teen years’ proposed extension of the charter, the stock- 
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holders would not receive six per cent. for their invest” 
ments! They have incurred all the risks, and suffered 
the losses; aided the Government in the collection and 
disbursement of the revenue, without compensation; and 
the Government was annually receiving (as Mr. F. be- 
lieved) a-benefit from the bank of at least three hundred 
thousand dollars, to which he would add an annual tax of 
two hundred thousand dollars;-which would be equal to 
an annual tax of half a million of dollars: this he believed 
to be as much as the bank could well bear, for the privi- 
lege and the use of Government deposites. He had no 
doubt they would accept the charter, even if a heavier 
tax should be imposed; but, if the bank was unreasonably 
burdened, an inducement was held out to them to consult 
their own interest, rather than the interests of the coun- 
try. All experience proves that, unless men are com- 
pensated for public services, they will compensate them- 
selves! If the Government deals liberally and honorably 
with its agents, it furnishes the best security for fair and 
honorable dealing on their part: if the bank places confi- 
dence in the Government, they may reasonably expect 
reciprocal confidence and good faith in the officers of the 
bank. Mr. F. believed the average value of bank stock 
had been estimated too high. With respect to a tax of 
one per cent. on the stock, as paid by the Boston banks, 
it certainly must be admitted that, in large commercial 
cities, banks can beara heavier tax than in the interior; 
and, if the United States’ Bank could. limit its branches 
to the six large Atlantic cities, it could better bear a 
tax of four hundred thousand dollars, than with its 
branches in the interior States, for the accommodation of 
the purchasers of the public lands, and the facilities and 
security of the revenue of the Government, they can af- 
ford to pay the proposed tax of'two hundred thousand dol- 
lars, for it should be recollected, all their losses were incur- 
red in the Western States. The bank is now in successful 
operation; the Government receives the full benefits ex- 

ected by its most sanguine friends. ‘The president and 

oard of directors have discharged their duties faithfully, 
and acquired useful knowledge by long experience. The 
entire public confidence inthe bank, with the restrictions 
imposed by this bill, will secure a sound and equal cur- 
rency through the whole country. The amount of tax 
forms but a small part of the interest which the country 
hasin this institution, or in the benefits which will result 
from its faithful administration. He believed that a tax 
of three millions of dollars, to be paid in annual payments 
of two hundred thousand dollars, for fifteen years, was as 
much as the bank could well pay, and with which the 
Government ought to be satisfied. 


Mr. JOHNSTON said that one of the grounds on which 


the present motion was made, was the amount which the 
States taxed their banks. He suggested that if the exam- 
pe of South Carolina in taxing the bank shares was fol- 
owed, and he saw no objection to it, the State tax, added 
to the bonus, would bring up the amount to one per 
cent. The fluctuations in the price of stock he regarded 
ag mere matters between the buyers and sellers, accord- 
ing to the speculative spirit which prevailed. He re- 
minded the Senate that these were times of extraordi- 
nary prosperity, that we have had an unusual importa- 
tion, and that capital was hunting about for a market, 
But it would not be fair to take these times as à criterion 
for the future; and he did not believe that, taking the 
term of the charter throughout, the rate of dividend 
would exceed five per cent. The gradual disappearance 
of all other public stocks, of a safe character, would leave 
the bank as the only secure depository. Yet, a great 
part of the stock was the property of females; and no 
great proportion was the stock of great capitalists. He 
stated that the fact that the discounts of the hank at six 
per cent., amounting to sixty millions, was to be received 


The yalue-of money, he stated, changes every day; and 


inthe same place, as it is controlled by- circumstances: 
One per cent. he looked upon as being as. much as the 
institution. could bear; and two hundred.thousand dollars ° 
would leave room for.the States to tax, so far as to make 


the amount ofthe contribution of the bank equal to that. 


The whole amount of public.deposites in the bank had 
never exceeded two million six hundred-thousand: dollars; 
and it was-not likely that in future these. deposites ‘would 
much exceed the sum due to the institution for its agency 
in the public business... ' pain, 42 ais k 

Mr. SMITH said, the Senators who. are desirous to exact 
an unreasonable bonus from the.bank, have. frequently 
quoted. the offer made by certain speculators. [Here Mr. 
SILSBEE rose, and repelled the epithet “speculators,’? 
and said the Boston petitioners’ were highly respectable 
gentlemen.]. I mean not, said Mr. S., to arraign their 
respectability; they are known to be.very respectable; 
but if we call arose by another name, it still retains. its 
odor. The Senator fiom Massachusetts (Mr. SILsBEE]. 
will permit me to say that the proposition was a grand. 
speculation—~insidious, and well calculated to deceive 
those. who are not practically acquainted with banking 
operations. What is the proposition? That the petitioners 
agree to pay one per cent..on the capital annually, as a 
bonus to the Government, and submit to the taxation of the 
States at arate not exceeding the amount of. that imposed 
on their own State banks, respectively, for which they 
ask a charter for twenty years, and a capital of fifty mil- 
lions of dollars st par. I consider it highly honorable to 
the Senate that there could not be found one member 
of the whole body, who would lend himself: to a proposi- 
tion to sella charter to men who, having bought,.would 


claim the right to sell; over whom there would have been 


little control; and who would have used the power under 
their charter for their own emolument, without any regard 
to the interest or accommodation of the Government— 
men who might have used their power for party purposes, 
and who would soon have sold out the stock to an im- 
mense profit, and cared little for the trifling bonus they 
had offered, or the illusory submission to the taxation of 
the States. What would have been the profits of these 
memorialists, had their application to Congress been suc- 
cessful? Suppose they had sold the stock of fifty millions 
at what it is presumed to have cost the stockholders of the 
present bank, on the average, say twenty-five per cent., 
a sale, at this rate, would result in a nett profit of twelve 
million five hundred thousand dollars; for which they 
(in their great liberality) offered a bonusof one per cent. 
annually on the capital. lt may be asked, do we not, by 
a renewal of the charter, give a like profit to the present 
stockholders? I answer, no.. Few of the original sub- 
scribers now hold the stock; and even to those few the 
stock cost them at least $115 for every share of their 
stock. ‘They gave from ten to twenty per cent. for the 
specie paid in, and lost the difference between the value of 
their stock, which they had paid in, and the value at which 
it was subscribed. Thirteen millions of three per cent. 
were paid in (which the holders had refused to part with 
to the Government) at sixty-five per cent., now worth 
ninety-eight per cent., which was a clear gain to the Go- 
vernment, on that stock alone, of $4,290,000, and an 
equal loss to the payers to that amount. Many of the 
present stockholders paid for their stock one hundred and 
forty per cent. and some as high as one hundred and fifty 
per cent.; but let us suppose the average of all the stock, 
to have cost one hundred and twenty-five per cent., can 


the stockholders, in a common sense view of the subject, 


be compared with the petitioners for a new bank? They 
have already paid for their stock at one hundred and 
twenty-five per cent., and the proposers ask the charter 
at par. The comparison is idle, and not worth a moment’s 


as evidence that there was still a great demand for money. ‘consideration. 


Sanare] l 


“But we are told, said Mr:-S-;that we aré about to grant | an institution. 


to certain: individuals the: renewal of a charter, that will 
be immensely ‘advantageous, and make their fortunes; 
that the’stock will-rise‘to one hundred and forty, or even 
one-hundred and fifty per cent. I grant that the stock 
may be soadvariced, and I have no doubt that brokers 
‘will ran it up for speculation, and consequently there will 
be'a momentary rise in the price of the stock; butit will, 
like all other. stocks, fall to its proper level, that is, toa 
rate which will givé to the holders five per cent: annual 
interest. The rise of the stock will not increase the divi- 
dends, and the value- of the bank shares must be regulated 
by the dividends. Few of ‘the présent holders of the 
stock wish to sell... If they get only five per cent. it is 
better to them than six per cent. in any other ‘way, be- 
causé the: dividends are’ certain and semi-annual. They 
arecertain of. their receipts, and’shape their expenses ac- 
cordingly. And what is this immense interest which 
Senators. say that the present stockholders will receive, 
if-arériewal of the charter shall take place? Not more 
than -$5-60-per cent. pèr annum. The bank dividend, 
for the last two years, has been seven per cent. on the 
‘par value, but the holder will get only seven dollars per 
annum on what cost him $125, in fact, only $5 60 per 
cent. for the use of his money, when, on mortgages, 
he could realizé six per cent.; and thisis the immense 
gain which will be secured to the holders by the renewal 
of the charter. The non-renewal of the charter will de- 
prive them of one-fifth of their capital, to the great injury 
of the widow, the orphan, the mechanic, the professional 
man, the farmer, and the merchant, retired from trade. 
But the foreign stockholder is to obtain‘an immense ad- 
vantage. What, in sober truth, will this advantage be? 
His‘agent in this country will receive $5 60 on the cost 
of each share to him; from which deduct ten per cent. 
loss of exchange in remitting to the foreign stockholder 
in England, and his nett interest, or advantage, will be 
$5 04 per cent., and the agent’s commission will reduce it 
to less'than five per cent. Willany one say that this interest 
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This has been shown ‘by several reports 
from the Committee on Finance, which have not yet been 
controverted, and to which I ask leave to refer for a full 
detail of facts and statements. They'will show the great 
facilities and advantages which the Government derives 
from this institution. Other advantages might be shown, 
such as the surrender of United States’ stock in ‘June, 
1817, to the amount of thirteen. millions, the interest on 
which ceased on the 30th June, and for which the trea- 
sury did not pay the bank until the 8th of July, when two 
millions were repaid, and the remaining eleven millions 
on the 6th of August, and then without interest; and on 
the 1st of January, 1818, the bank advanced $1,172,014, 
to enable the treasury to pay the stocks then redeemed, 
The President, in his messages, bears testimony to the 
friendly and accommodating temper of the bank towards 
the Government, on all occasions. I beg to be permitted 
to refer to one of the reports of the Committee on Fi- 
nance; to show the difference between the old and the 
present bank and the Bank of England: The charter of 
the old Bank of the United States was predicated on that 
of the Bank of England. Not so with the present Bank 
of the United States. It differs in many essential particu- 
lars, and may afford a lesson for the politicians of England, 
when the question of renewal of the Bank of England is 
agitated in Parliament. The Bank of England is now, 
and ever was, 4 great political engine; and the old Bank 
of the United States intermeddled with the political 
affairs of our country, by which conduct it lost its char- 
ter, or, what amounts to.the same result, a renewal of the 
charter was refused by Congress. I voted against the re- 
newal, on the ground of its interference in the elections, 
and because it would not consent to an increase of its capi- 
tal, so that the democracy of the country might partici- 
pate in the direction of its affairs, and thereby check its 
interference in the political matters of the day; and if it 
can be proved that the present bank has, at any time, 
made use of its power to influence elections, I will vote 
against the renewal of its charter. The old bank was'not 


istoo much? Foreigners will gain but little by the rise of| bound to give any aid to the Government by its charter, 


the value of the stock in the. market. They want a cer- 
tain income, a'safe investment of their capital, and they 
will prefer holding their stock to selling it, should specu- 
lators even force it up to one hundred and fifty per cent.; 
for, at that price, it would give them a better interest than 
they could get at home. - 
It has been said, Mr. President, that the nett profit of 
the bank has been nine per cent. forthe year 1831. I 
have not examined; I hope it may be so.. It will afford 
some compensation to the stockholders for their not hav- 


nor does the Bank of England afford any aid fo the Bri- 
tish Government. I proceed to examine more particu- 
larly into the charters of the old Bank of the United 
States, and its prototype, the Bank of England, and intend 
to contrast them, in some respects, with the bank charter 
now before the Senate. 

Much has been said about the exclusive privilege grant- 
ed by the charter, as if no equivalent had been imposed 
onthe bank. In the report of the Committee on Finance 
in 1828, now before me, it is asked, What facilities does 


ing divided more than five per cent. on the par value of|the bank give to the treasury for the exclusive privilege? 


their stock for the fourteen preceding years. 


One swal-| Answer. 


It collects all the custom-hoase bonds; it re- 


low does not make a summer; nor ought one good year ceives, and keeps safe, the receipts for public lands, 


for the-bank: to be. considered asa criterion to judge by, 
or on which to-estimate for the future. The year 1831 
was a year of. gréat pressure on the money market. The 
State banks:were compelled,-by the demand for specie, 
to lessen their discounts, which was dangerously felt-by the 
merchants whose bonds. at the custom-house were becom- 
ing due. The bank (to its credit) lent its greataid in the 
hour of difficulty, by extending its discounts beyond its 
usual practice, not for gain, butto prevent the impending 
ruin to commercial men, and thus its profit may have been 
increased. N 

: Lhave given this view, said Mr. S., to correct false im- 
pressions. My object is, as it ought to be with every 
Senator, the interest of the nation, and not that of the 
stockholders, whom I consider as mere agents, to carry 
into operation. the great objects for which this bank was 
originally instituted.. But for this consideration, the bank 
would, in:my opinion, be unconstitutional, and would re- 
ceive my negative.’ The Government cannot, in my opi- 
nion, carry-on its: fiscal operations in safety, without such 


wherever it has a branch, and makes itself responsible 
for the same. The old bank was under no such obliga- 
tions to the Government, nor is the Bank of England 
obliged to render such service to the British Government. 
The present Bank of the United States transfers the mo- 
ney of the nation from. any one part of the Union to any 
other part where it: may be required. Jt makes these 
transfers without any charge whatever, not even for dit 
ference of exchange, which charge would constitute no 
inconsiderable amount if charged upon the treasury. Does 
the Bank of England perform this important service? 
Certainly not. Did the old Bank of the United States 
perform this service? No. K absolutely refused to do 
so, and the Government were compelled to obtain the 
aid of the State banks to perform this service. The pre- 
sent Bank of the United States pays the public debt, by 
which it is subjected to large drains of specie, which are 
highly injurious to its other operations, inasmuch as it 
compels the bank to lessen its discounts. Foreigners own 
about one-third of the stocks of the United Statés, which, 
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‘a tise in| $4,000,000—five per cent. per annum. being nearly as 
much asthe stockholders will receive for the use of their 


an export of specie. 
States pay the public debt? No. 
this service, and received nearly $20,000 per annum fromjable. Saat A 
the treasury. Does the Bank of England pay the debt] Mr.. President, 1 entreat, Senators to pause and re lect; 
of the nation? Itis under no obligation to do so, andj to avoid any trammels on the bank, that. may, in the slight- 
therefore is allowed and paid for the management of the/ est degree, tend to endanger its safety or security. It is 
debt, and for minor objects, the sum of £263,736 sterling, | a national institution, of ‘great public utility; on a pone- 
or, in federal currency, $1,170,987 annually, for such ser-|tuality and integrity depend the general credit and confi- 
vice. ‘The present Bank of the United States pays all/dence in the circulating medium of the country. Tf its 
the pensioners, where it hasa branch. The old bank|credit or solidity be doubted, confidence will be withdrawn. 
paid none. The commissioners received two per cent. for} We should be careful to impose on the institution no obli- 
paying them. If the bank charter should not be renewed, | gation that, in its consequences, may tend to. the remotest 
a commissioner must be appointed in each State of the danger. I think that the fourth section is of that cha- 
Union, say twenty-four commissioners, who will be paid/racter; it may endanger some of the weaker and distant 
two per cent. on the amount disbursed by them. My/|branches. Should any of them be overloaded with, the 
friend from Connecticut (Mr. Foor} will agree that the} notes of other and distant branches, it may disable such 
amount payable annually to the pensioners cannot be less| branch from paying specie on demand. If so, the alarm 
than one million and a half per annum, the commission|may cause ruin all around, and be fatal to the general 
on which will be an annual charge of $30,000 on the|credit and confidence now entertained by all in the safety 
treasury, which payments are now made by the Bank of|of the United States’ Bank notes. Confidence once lost 
the United States, free of charge to the Government. Injin any bank is not easily regained. , ; 
addition to the loss which may arise from bad agents, the) Mr. KNIGHT thought it would be difficult to ascertain 
bank, with its eagle eye, lost $20,000 by an agent to| what should be the precise amount of bonus, The Sena- 
whom that amount had’ been sent to pay the pensioners| tor from Maine was too high, and the Senator from Con- 
in one State. In addition to all the aids and advantages] necticut too low. He thought the rule should be to take 
which I have enumerated, the bank is a safe deposite for | onc-seventh, and make the bonus 350,000 dollars. 

the public money. Losses to an amount of more than a] He moved to fill the blank with 350,000 dollars. 

million of dollars had taken place in consequence of the} Mr. SPRAGUE said he was much obliged to the vene- 
failure of State banks in which the public funds had been | rable Senator from Maryland for the light he had shed on 
deposited. If the present Bank of the United States be|the subject. He had said that it would be an immense 
not rechartered, then there must be a State bank in each] speculation to take this stock at par. -If then, the Go- 
State in the Union to receive the public funds, over which | vernment is not bound by, any obligation to the stock- 
the Government can have no control, and with all which] holders, why should they be expected to give at para 
the Treasury Department will be obliged to keep accounts] stock worth 150 dollars? He maintained that a permanent 
and open a correspondence. The public will be exposed | stock at 44 per cent. was worth par. He was willing that 
to great risk, and no little inconvenience, by such an ar- the question should be first taken on the motion of the 
rangement, and the Secretary of the Treasury will be| Senator from Connecticut before he made his motion. 


exposed to censure when any loss shall arise; and that 


Mr. KNIGHT then withdrew his proposition, to allow 


losses will happen under this system of deposite, appears| the vote to be taken on 200,000. 


to me very certain. 
Chave proved, Mr. President, to my own satisfaction, 


The yeas and nays were then ordered. 
Mr. TAZEWELL expressed a hope that the Senator 


that the bank has fully compensated for the exclusive| from Maine would move his amendment now. 


privilege, and will now proceed to consider the bonus. 


Mr. MARCY moved to fill the blank with 525,000. 


The bonus proposed by the friends of the bank is by] Mr. KNIGHT then renewed his motion for 350,000, 
them considered an equivalent for the advantage de-| Mr. BROWN said he should vote against the largest 
rived from the public deposites. They offer $200,000] sum, because he did not see any advantage which would 
per annum, being $25,000 more than one-half per cent. | result from it to the country... In proportion as the bank 
on the capital stock, amounting to three millions for the | was burdened, would the bank burden the people by ex- 
liftcen years; being exactly double. that which was origi. | cessive issues. He would not incorporate such a princi- 
nally given for twenty years. The bank, being now in] ple in the charter. Sy obs 
full operation, can better afford to give that sum, than it} Mr. MOORE said he should vote against the largest 
could afford to give a million and a half on its being first}sum. He should do this, because he believed the States 
incorporated. Indeed, Mr. President, it was doubted at} had the right to impose a tax, and would exercise it, as 
the ime whether the amount of the whole stock could|soon as the branches were established. He would there- 
be taken up; in fact, it was not taken up. The subscrip-| fore vote for the smallest sum. h 
tions amounted to only twenty-cight or thirty millions; the| The question was then taken on the largest sum, and 
balance was taken by speculators, and from thence arose} decided in the negative, as follows: $ S P 
all the misfortunes of the bank. The public deposites of| YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Ellis, Forsyth, Hill, King, 
(he United States amounted, on the average of the pre-| Marey, Sprague, Tazewell, Tyler, White.—-10. ` 
ceding years, prior to the year 1829, to the sum of} NAYS.-~Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buckner, Chambers, 
$2,633,584, Ata more recent date, the public deposites| Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, 
have amounted to eight millions and a half; but, as the} Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Holmes, 
duties must be reduced ten millions, we ought not to esti-| Johnston, Kane, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Nau- 
mate the deposite at more than four millions of dollars in| dain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
future. On that amount I will endeavor to show the re-| Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, 
sult. Jt has been proposed to tax the bank with an inte-| Waggaman, Webster.—36. 
rest of three per cent. for the deposites; and this would! The question was then taken on the. motion of Mr. 
be just, if no bonus were payable. The bonus is proposed | Kwienr to fill the blank with 350,000, and ‘also decided 
to be $200,000 per annum. An interest of three per|in the negative, as follows: 
cent. on $4,000,000 would amount only to $120,000,| YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Dickerson, Ellis, For- 
the bonus actually given for the use of the deposites of| syth, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, 
Vou. VIU.—66 
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. NAYS.—-Messrs. Brown, Buckner, ‘Chambers, Clay, 
Clayton, Dallas, - Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain,. Poindexter, Robbins, Ruggles, Silsbee, Smith, 
‘Tipton, ‘Troup, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—27. 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved 300,000; and the yeas and nays 
being ordered, the question was decided as follows: 

YEAS.~—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Dickerson, Ellis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, 
Prentiss, Robinson, Seymour, Sprague, Tazewell, ‘Com- 
linson, Tyler, White.—20. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Brown, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, 
Clayton, .Dallas, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Haynie, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, Ruggles, Silsbee, Smith, 
Tipton, ‘Troup, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.~-27. 

“Mi, DICKERSON then moved to fill the blank with 
250,000; and, the question being taken thereon, was. de- 
cided as follows: 

o NEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Benton, Dickerson, Ellis, For- 
- syth, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, 
Prentiss, Robinson, Seymour, Sprague, Tazewell, Tom- 
linson, Tyler, White.—20. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Brown, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, 
Clayton, Dallas, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, Ruggles, Silsbée, Smith, 
Tipton, Troup, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—27. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. 
Foor to fill the blank with 200,000, and was decided in 
the affirmative, as follows: 

_YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, 
Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Mvore, 
Naudain, ‘Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tip- 
ton, ‘Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White, 
Wilkins.—43. ; 

NAYS.--Messrs. Dudley, Knight, Marcy, Troup.—4. 

Mr. MARCY moved to amend the bill by introducing a 
proviso that nothing herein contained should be construed 
to take away the right of any State to impose any tax o 
the branches, &c. . 

‘The question being put thereon, it was decided as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 


Prentiss, Robinson, Seymour, Sprague, Tazewell, Tom-|He thought it desirable to avoid any constitutional allu- 
inson,. Tyler, White,-~—20. sion; and this section opens a field for constitutional con- 


troversy. He thought also that there was some parallel 
between this section and the section which Mr. Madison 
objected to. They were not exactly alike. The former 
bill provided for the disbursement of the bonus for inter- 
nalimprovement. He wished, if this principle was to be 
introduced, it would be done in a separate bill. 

Mr. DALLAS said that he had made calculations which 
showed that the inequality would be monstrous if this divi- 
sion was to take place. 

Mr. SPRAGUE said he should not move a separate bill, 
because he was opposed toa division of the surplus reve- 
nue. He had no solicitude as to the fate of the amend- 
ment. He thought the inequality of benefit to be derived 
from this money in the treasury would be about the same 
as the inequality of the distribution. 
embarrass the bill by his amendment. 

Mr. BUCKNER said he hoped the amendment would 
be stricken out. He would oppose the proposition either 
now or in a separate bill. If he ever voted for such a pro- 
position, it would be on the principle of an equal distri- 
bution, and not on the ground of federal numbers, An 
equal distribution would benefit the States which had most 
need of the aid. This mode of distribution would be de- 
structive to the new States. The West was so satisfied of 
the injustice done to that part of the country by this mode 
of distribution, that they could not, would not, dared not, 
vote for it. He wished the questions of the bunk and the 
tariff to be kept disentangled from any questions which 
could bring the West into opposition to them: and that 
must be the case if injustice were to be shown towards 
them in the arrangement. 

Mr. FORSYTH moved to amend the section by striking 
out the words ‘according to the federal numbers,” and 
inserting ‘*to the amount of capital annually employed 
lyy the said bank in said State.” 

Mr. MILLER said, in a constitutional point of view the 
amendment was liable to all the objections of the original 
amendment. 

Mr. HAYNE said he should vote against the amend- 
ment, as he was opposed to the introduction of the prin- 
ciple of raising revenue for the purpose of distribution. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said the establishment of a branch 
bank in a State was regarded as an advantage, and this 
proposition seemed to go on the ground that these States 
should have the additional benefit of this division, 

Mr. FORSYTH disclaimed any desire to have a divi- 
sion of the bonus among the Statcs. But as the Supreme 
Court had adjudged that the States had not the power to 


He had no wish to 


King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Robinson, Taze-| tax, he wished to give the States un equivalent for what 


well, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.--22. 
NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 


ton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Jolin-j the States. 


they had lost by that erroncous decision. He was opposed 
to raising revenue for the purpose of distributing among 
He would not sanction any such principle. 


ston, Knight, , Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins,! He could not vote for the section as it is. 


Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tomlinson, | 


Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins. —25. 
The amendment of the Committee of the Whole, as 
amended, was then concurred in. 


Mr. BUCKNER again spoke against the amendment. 

The motion to amend was then negatived. 

The question was then taken on concurring with the 
Committee of the Whole in their amendment, and decid- 


The next amendment of the Committee of the Whole, | ed as follows—yeas 16, nays 31. 


restricting the bank from issuing notes below the value of 


twenty dollars, was then taken up. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 
: Mr. WEBSTER moved an amendment to the second 


Mr. KING moved so to amend the amendment as to] section, by adding a provision preventing the bank from 


make the minimum ten dollar notes. 
The motion was negatived. 
Mr. TAZEWELL moved to amend by striking out ‘* or 
drafts,” so as to confine the restriction to notes or bills. 
The amendment was then concurred in. 


issuing orders as currency. 

Mr. CLAY asked if it were intended to prevent the 
bank from giving a check payable to the order of an in- 
dividual, and endorsed by him, to another. 

Mr. WEBSTER said no such operation was intended. 


‘The next amendment was the ninth section, inserted in} The words ‘‘ put into circulation” seem to be plain. The 


Committee of the Whole, providing for the distribution of 


the bonus among the States. 


Mr. WEBSTER hoped the Senate would disagree to; 
this amendment. He had voted against it in committee. | 


transfer of a draft or endorsed note could not be consi- 
dered as putting in circulation. A bill of exchange is not 
put in circulation, it is not currency. 

Some difficulty occurred in settling the phraseology of 
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the amendment to meet the views of the Senate, in refer- 
ence to the prohibition of the circulation of branch or- 
ders. The amendment of Mr. Wrasrer was withdrawn, 
to make room for one, to attain the same object, moved 
by Mr. TAZEWELL. 

The amendment was agreed to. ae 

Mr. FORSYTH moved to amend the pill by adding a 
séction, providing that the bank shall not take more than 
five per cent. on its loans or discounts. 

Mr. CHAMBERS made a few remarks in opposition to 
the motion, and read the opinions of some experienced 
cashiers against the reduction of interest. 

The question was then taken, and the motion negatived 
as follows: i 

YEAS. —Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Robinson, Tazewell, Tip- 
ton, ‘Troup, Tyler, White: —21. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, John- 
ston, Knight, Miller, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tomlin- 
son, Wagyaman, Webster, Wilkins.--26. 

Mr. TAZEWELL moved an amendment providing that 
the president and directors shall, on or before the first 
day of the next session of Congress, signify their accept- 
ance of the terms and conditions of this act. 

Mr. FORSYTIL said this proposition would tie up the 
hands of the next Congress, and prevent them from amend- 
ing the bill, He called for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered, 

‘The question being taken, the amendment was agreed 
to, as follows. 

YUAS.—Messrs, Bell, Benton, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain; Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, 
‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 'Froup, Waggaman, Webster, 
Wilkins.--4. 

NAYs.~-Messrs. Forsyth, Hill, Kane, King, Marcy, 
White.--6. 

Mr. WHITE moved to amend the bill by providing that 
whenever the average amount of the public deposites 
shall exceed a million of dollars, an interest of three per 
vont. shall be allowed. 

This motion was negatived, as follows: 

YEAS.——-Messrs, Benton, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Bilis, Forsyth, Gruady, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marey, Moore, Seymour, Sprague, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Tyler, Troup, Waggaman, White. —23. 

NAY3S.—Meosrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, 
Clayton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Miller, Naudain, Prentiss, Poindexter, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Silsbee, Smith, Tomlinson, 
Webster, Wilkins, -~24. : 

Mr. BENTON said the time had now arrived for making 
a motion which he had previously announced, namely, 
the reference of this bill to the head of the Treasury De- 
partment, for his consideration and report. The bill had 
now received all the amendments which its friends would 
admit: it was perfect, according to their conception; it 
was, therefore, in a proper state to undergo the revision 
of the officer with whose department it was so intimately 
connected. He said that this was a motion of legisiative 
propriety, of official courtesy, and public advantage; a 
moton which could not be refused without a seeming dis- 
respect to the officer at the head of the treasury—an ap- 
parent disregard to the Executive administration—and a 
possible detriment to the public. service. Every bank 
charter ever yct granted, or proposed to be granted, had 
its origin in the Treasury Department. Every bank 


bill had been drawn or revised there; and that upon 
the plainest principle of propriety, that the bank being’ . 
intended to aid the treasury, it was for the Secretary of 
the Treasury to give his opinion upon the fitness and suf- 
ficiency of the aid to be given him. How, then, can the 
present: Secretary:be oyerlooked?, How can he be passed 
by? ‘Why should he receive a slight which has been put: 
upon none of his predecessors’. His. individual sentiments, 
are known to be favorable to.a national bank; his public’ 
station gives him a right to be heard. on the provisions of 
this one; the public service, we have a right to présume, `. 
would be promoted by the communication of his opinions. 
Who can assume to say that he can impart no useful in- 
formation? Even if gentlemen thought so, it would be a 
breach of decorum to express, or imply, the sentiment, 
Yet a refusal to make this reference must imply it. 

The circumstances of the country are wholly changed 
from what they were sixteen years ago. It-does not fol- 
low that the same bank would be approved now, which 
was approved then. The public debt, then great, isnow 
nothing; the annual revenue, then immense, must now be’ 
reduced more than one-half. The necessity and the uses 
for the bank are greatly diminished, if not entirely re- 
moved. Even upon the admission that the Secretary was 
in favor of a bank, and of this bank, it does not follow that’ 
he would be in favor of all its present features. He might 
not say that the necessities of the treasury required the 
present capital, and the present organization. He might 
think that the altered circumstances of the country re- 
quired an alteration in the constitution of the bank. Whe- 
ther he would so think, or not, he {Mr. B.] would neither 


ee 


|say nor insinuate; but he would say, that no, one hada’ 


right to say or insinuate the contrary; that the Secretary 
had a right to speak for himself; and that it would be a vio- 
lation ofall precedent—a departure from all that was due. 
to that gentleman, as the head of the treasury, and from all 
that was due to the country, whose officer he was—to pushi 
this bill through withouta reference tohim. The course’ - 
of the two Houses and of their committees is uniform; 
all bills of a public nature are communicated to the heads 
of departments whose administration they concern. The 
benefit of their opinions, and the information to be derived 
from their counsel and experience, is always sought for. 
At this very session, the identical Secretary in question, 
the self-same Mr. McLane, who has not been‘called ‘upon 
for a single opinion about the bank—a subject which ‘be- 
longs to his department-—has been called upon for an én- 
tire bill and full report upon the tariff—a subject. not be- 
longing to his department; and now, if this reference is 
refused, how:can such discrepance of action be accounted 
for? The tariff was a delicate subject; and, frame his: bill 
as he might, the Secretary might see a storm excited 
against him, and, through him, against the President: the 
bank charter has some odious features in it, and the Secre- 
tary might gain applause by recommending the abscission 
of these features, or recommending a postponement of the. 
whole subject until the people were fully represented un- 
der the new census. If he is thus to be made responsible 
for a tariff bill, why not for the bank bill? If we needed 
his advice in one case, why not call for it inthe other? 

If there is any one measure, in the whole circle-of legis- 
lation, which, above all others, deserves to be referred to 
an administration, it is the measure of creating, or continu- 
ing, a national bank. The whole argument for such an 
institution—its entire constitutional  vindication—rests 
upon the assumption that it is necessary to the financial 
operations of the Government. Now, of this necessity, 
the persons chosen by the people to administer the Govern- 
ment must be admitted to be, in some degree, judges. 
Some may deem it unnecessary, as did Mr. Jefferson all 
his life, and as did Mr. Madison before the capitol was 
burnt. ‘Some may think one kind of bank necessary, and 
some another. Then why not consult the persons to whom 
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this institution is assumed to be necessary? Why not con- 
The people have put them 
hey arè responsible to the people for the opera- 


sult the present Government? 
in power; 
tions of thi 


overnthent; then why not allow them a voice 
in of their means? Instead of that, we have 


reading without even their knowledge! 


didates,, 


of public money. 


Why force this aid upon them? 


ed by the enemy! 
this ‘administration by its opponents; and this favor they 
require it to take without examination, and without in- 
spection. They avow their determination to pull down 


this administration; and they propose to give them this 
Since the days of the wooden 
horse, has any present ever come forward in a more ques- 

? And this kind aid comes on the eve of a 


bank as a friendly present! 


tionable shape 
life and death contest between the giver and receiver! 


Some have said this push for a new charter is not a party 
measure, but thus far it has been characterized by every cir- 
cumistance that defines a party measure; and this determi- 
nation to carry itthrough, without a reference to the admi- 


nistration, seems to complete the evidence of that character. 


Mr. SMITH said, in high party times, when a motion 


was made to refer from Congress to the Secretaries, the 
democratic party resisted it, and he had never heard ofa 
similar motion since. . 

The question was then taken on Mr. B.’s motion, and 
decided as follows: K 


_YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, For- 


syth, Grundy, Hill, Kane, Troup, White.--10. 


.NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 


ton; Dallas, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne; Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, King, Knight, 
Mangum). Marcy, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins,-Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.--37. Sa 
_ The question then being on the engrossment of the bill 
for a third'reading, r 
“Mr. WHITE rose to give 
bill; when: ~ : 
Mr. GRUNDY moved that the Senate now adjourn; 
and it being understood that no further amendments were 
to be.offered, — | 
. The Senate, at 20 minutes before 6 o’clock, 
Adjourned: 


his views in opposition to the 
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seen this measure taken up by the adversaries of the àd- 
ministration, conducted along without any reference to the 
administration, and now proposed to be put upon its third 
It is easy to con- 
ceive that the bank may be an impediment to some ad- 
ministrations; it may join. their adversaries, lend them the 
benefit of its vast moneyed power, and exert its machinery 
in all the States in promoting the election of opposition can- 
This very bank may be an enemy to the present 
administration, and, Wniting with all the elements of oppo- 
sition in Congress, may now be exerting its tremendous 
influence to keep up a system of double taxation and enor- 
mous expenditure, to supply itself with immense deposites 
It may be the most formidable enemy 
to the present administration, and, instead of aiding, may 
be paralyzing all their measures, even the payment of the 
public debt, in_order to keep the public money for its own 
use. It may be in favor of a new administration which 
would keep up taxes, multiply expenditures, and gorge 
it with public money. These things may, or may not, be 
so; but why not let the administration speak for itself? 
Why compel them to 
reeeive help of the’ bank? Certainly it is a long time that 
the world has been admonished to beware of favors offer- 
This bank is the only favor offered to 


: Mr. FORSYTH inquired of Mr. Spracus ifhe proposed 
t theresolutions he had offered on the subject of 


iper m batch anesccdad, 
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Mr. SPRAGUE, in reply, referred to the answer he 
had given a few days since to Mr. Smrru, that he had 
himself occupied as much time on the subject as he had a 
right to ask, but that, if any other gentleman desired to 
address the Senate, he was very willing to give him the op- 
portunity, and would call up his resolutions. 

Mr. FORSYTH stated that he had not been in the Senate 
when that conversation took place. He expressed his satis~ 
faction with the reply. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate then resumed the bill to modify and con” 
tinue the act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank 
of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE, of Tennessee, rose,and addressed the 
Senate at great length. He expressed himself as mucli 
pleased with the manner in which this important topic had 
been discussed throughout the period it had been before 
the Senate—in a manner that showed that no party had 
struggled for victory, but each and all for the public good. 
It was his object to speak his sentiments on the subject; 
the trust he filled required it at his hands. He would lay 
before the Senate what his opinions were, and, in doing so, 
he hoped he would not interrupt the feeling which had 
so far prevailed. His opinion was adverse to the bill on 
the table. In the view that he had taken of the subject, 
he thought that, of all people who could be presumed 
capable of carrying on banking business, and would ad- 
vance their claims for the franchise, the present cor- 
poration ought to be among the last whose claims would 
be received. He held that Government, nevertheless, 
were strictly bound to fulfil every engagement with them 
to the letter, according to the original charter; but, doing 
this, they would owe the bank no obligation whatever, 
no gratitude or debt. When the original proposition was 
made by Government to create a bank, they had no indi- 
vidual interests to look to: it was open to all the country who 
chose to subscribe; and such portion of the public as fail- 
ed to do so, the fault rested with themselves; they had ne 
cause so far for complaint; they could not charge any 
violation of their rights. But let us suppose we are now 
about to create a substitute for the bank of 1816. Do we 
give the public the same right, or are we not excluding 
them by the present measure? If we were called on to 
designate what portion of the public should not be autho- 
rized to subscribe, if any were to be excluded, it should 
be those individuals alone that should be excepted, who, 
for twenty years, had the monopoly from which the rest 
of the public were shut out. Such should be the case as 
regarded even those who are our own citizens; how much 
more strongly, then, should it apply to foreigners, who 
held no less than eight millions of that stock? Andit was 
the opinion of many that more than this was held by them, 
probably in others’ names. He would not say that, if we 
were to organize a new bank, they should be excluded; 
but he could not see why foreigners now concerned 
in the bank should have the preference over our own citi- 
zens. Would it be asserted that those foreign capitalists 
invested their money for the benefit of the country? No 
such thing, “They had done so because they knew it was 
a safe investment, and it served their own interests. Let 
us then, sir, discharge faithfully all the rights belonging 
to them, but get rid of them, and give the preference to 
our own citizens. Perhaps it would be said that we could 
not find a sufficient number of capitalists within ourselves. 
Surely, surely, said Mr. W., it would be found we had 
enough, and to spare, to come forward and take the 
stock. It was his opinion we had numbers of citizens hav- 
ing capital they knew not how to invest; and it would be 
recollected the different channels in which our capital was 


employed, from the commencement of the last war--then, 


in various commerce, till the restoration of peace, and the 
tep the nance H ennd not all 
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be employed; it was necessary to seek another channel, 
in which it might prove equally productive. It was in- 
vested in manufacturing establishments, and, in his opi- 
nion, out of this had grown up the tariff. With capitalists 
who had thus invested their money, the cry, consequently, 
was, ‘our capital is invested in manufactures; if you do not 
give us protection, we lose our all, we are ruined, the na- 
tion willbe ruined.” And the same process of investment 
was daily going on; and does this show any want of capital? 
He was confident there was abundance of capital, which 
would be invested in banking business if the opportunity 
offered, and if it could be so done at six or seven per cent. 

Mr. W. expressed himself as radically opposed to the 
United States holding any stock as stockholders in the 
bank. He would prefer that Government should not 
possess a single dollar in it; that it should be left to the 
operation of private individuals alone. The United States 
held but a small portion of the capital--but seven millions 
out of the thirty-five; and for the Government to be in 
partnership with its own citizens, he considered to be a 
violation of the fundamental principles of the constitution; 
for thus Government was giving its aid, through its partner- 
ship, to the private individuals thus associated with them— 
operating as a monopoly in favor of one part of its citizens 
against another. In this respect, he held that the old 
charter was radically wrong. 

What was the reason given by the friends of the mea- 
sure for the recharter? That the bank had extensive busi- 
ness in Operation; that many years would be required to 
wind it up; and that it was necessary, for the public inte- 
rest, to recharter the same corporation. Now, he held 
that, if the present charter were allowed to expire, the 
affairs of the country would suffer nothing, but go on as 
well at the moment of its expiration. . Again: that, being 
so long in operation, having brought its dealings to a re- 
gular system, it would be unfair now to. do away with it. 
But if this argument be good for any thing, at the end of 
fifteen years it. will be so much stronger; it will then have 
a thirty-five years’ claim; now it has but twenty. The 
argument, with him, [Mr W.] had no weight. It only 

o showed they had acted wrong at the beginning, in grant- 
ing so long a charter, i 

lt was contended that they had claims for the benefits 
they conferred on the Government and the country by 
their agency. But the very name of having the Govern- 
ment as partners was more than tantamount to all the acts 
they conferred, From this, alone, they had the best of 
the bargain; andthey only did what any other banking es- 
tablishment would be glad to be allowed todo. ‘They 
had the use of the Government money, deposited with 
them as it was collected, till again called on‘to pay it out. 
They were able to calculate the average of their depo- 

sites monthly; thence to make use of it, as so much of 
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their own capital, as the medium of exchanges—to draw 
and redraw on this amount. Their paying all the pen- 
sions was Mentioned as an important service by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, [Mr. Smrra.] But they only paid out 
the money deposited with them; and any other bank 
would do the same thing on the same terms. They..had 
now,‘since 1816, the use of all these current deposites. 
It could not well be calculated their average amount; but, 
for a few ycars, they might be assumed as equal to eight 
millions yearly. On this, knowing how much they could 
rely on as generally in their possession, they were able to 
issue notes far beyond their capital. They were able to 
calculate on it, with certainty, as equal to their own stock, 
and to do business to double their capital; for, if even they 
exceeded their limits, they knew that so many notes would 
not return on them at the same time as to inconvenience 
them. And for this were their services to the Govern- 
ment an equivalent? If they were to make a return to the 
United States of one-half of the interest thus made on its 
own money, it would he but a moderate compensation. 


That such an enactment was not in the original chatter, . 
he thought, was a fault. It wasalso a fault in the present 
one; for it was his opinion, when the sum in their hands. 
equalled a million, the United States were entitled to an 
equivalent; and this deficiency in the bill under considera- 
tion was with him a solid objection to it. 

This company had now been doing business for sixteen 
years. It extended over the Union. ts ramifications 
were every where spread; and it was now necessary to 
take some steps to ascertain whether that business was or 
was not safe. All the world knew what the difference 
was between giving out and receiving back. Who could 
tell what the operations of the bank were~-its discounts, 
or its debts? , It was necessary, for itself, that a final day 
of settlement should come: till then, it could not be ascer- 
tained whether its debts were bad or good. The bank 
ought to desire it, in order’to know the state of their 
affairs. He would appeal to the man of business, if he, at 
certain periods, did not find it necessary to bring his books 
to a close, to know the true state of his affairs. ‘Many 
prudent men thought it wise to even change the name of 
their firms—to open new accounts, (dealing honorably 
with the old,) in order to reject, in the new firm, what 
they knew, by past experience, were unsafe. Ifit were 
necessary for private individuals thus to act, how much 
more was it incumbent on those who transacted business 
with the whole country. No one, no matter how honest 
soever the managers or those concerned in the bank 
might be, could tell, till its affairs were finally wound ap, 
how safe the United States were in entrusting it with 
their business. 

The bank had, say, several millions in specie in its vaults; 
the engagements of other banks, and the paper on dis- 
count of individuals, enough probably, as honest men, to 
pay all their own engagements: but could the Govern- 
ment, as stockholders, say how much of this paper was 
good, till finally paid? This, with him, [Mr. W.] would 
be a strong reason against renewing the charter at the 
present time. Even if Congress were disposed to act af- 
terwards in its favor, they should allow its operations to 
be suspended for a time. But to renew it at the present 
period, when it had four years to run, and it might be 
said two years more to wind up its affairs, was particu- 
larly objectionable. Was it desirable to do so now? Who 
could tell what the state of its affairs would beat the ex- 
piration of three years, or the course of dealing between 
it and the United States? In this period much. additional 
light might be acquired; and were we to deprive ourselves 
of this by rechartering so long in anticipation? If the bank 
were not thus assured of a new charter, the winding up 
of their affairs would commence, and the public would see 
their way. : f 

He had always understood that the purpose of the bank 
was to do real business, on bona fide paper, and not on 
paper of mere accommodation. ‘The only reason given, 
as far ds he had heard, for this early decision on a rechar- 
ter, was that of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. DAL- 
LAS, ] that it was necessary to have so long to wind up the 
affairs of the bank. Butif the engagements due to the 
bank were real business transactions, every man who had 
a bill coming due, knew the. precise time when it would 
occur, and would be prepared to’ pay it on the day. If 
such were the business transactions of the bank, he saw 
not why they should feel difficulty in winding up their ac- 
counts at any time, nor why they should ask for years to 
do so. Mr. W. proceeded to argue that, if the bank 
were doing accommodation business, it was only an injury 
to the nation, and we would be better without it. Ac- 
commodation, inducing a man te engage in business beyond 
his means, in the end, was ulways a real loss, both to him- 
self and to thé public. It would be seen, at the expira- 
tion of the charter, if not thus prevented by the renewal, 
whether the bank was doing a real business or not; and 
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this, with him, was also a great objection to the present 
renewal. Ther difficulty in winding up, it was-to be 
feared, was owing to the extent of their accommodation 
paper; notes were not paid when due, and were lifted 
and continued by substituting other paper. f 

We had some specifications of the bank transactions in 
the reports of the other House. They might be called 
common business transactions. He would not say there 
was any breach of moral rule; yet, to him it appears ex- 
traordinary, their lending money to be paid in instal- 
ments; some of those instalments not falling due for six 
months after the expiration of their charter; in one in- 
stance, to the amount of twenty-five thousand dollars to 
one individual.” It could not be known how many of such 
transactions they were engaged in; every day would give 
more time to throw more light on it. 

Domestic bills of exchange were another subject of im- 
portance. It would appear, from their own statements, 
that their transactions in this species of business were ex- 
tensive. In April, 1831, they were upwards of fourteen 
million seven hundred thousand dollars; im April, 1832, 
more than fourteen, million eight hundred thousand dol- 
lars. It was strange to him if all this could be real busi- 
ness paper. Much of it, it was to be found, was accom- 


modation paper, of little value, under the form of bills of 


exchange. _ Ifso, inthe end it would prove ruinous to the 
people, and to the bank itself. How stood the case in 
respect to accommodation? He knew its operation in his 
own States; probably similar elsewhere. A man has no 
capital; he does not choose to apply himself to industrious 
habits--to work; he can get accommodation at the bank 
to enter into business, provided he can obtain endorsers. 
He gets endorsers; and to them, for thus guarantying him, 
he gives two per cent.; he pays the bank for its discount 
six per cent. At the end of six months he has to do the 
same. He still wants money to pay off this; he must have 
recourse to the medium of some respectable house in New 
Orleans to accept his drafts; this commission house must 
be paid; so must the endorsers; so must the bank. He 
again. goes through the same process. The commission 
house is tobe taken care of—he wishes to keep his cre- 
dit—goes into the country to purchase produce for the 
New Orleans market—it is shipped—he draws on New 
Orleans. These are drafts in return; and as the bank will 
not act for nothing, it charges six per cent. exchange 
both ways. With these and other charges heaped upon 
it, it would be a miracle if the produce thus exported 
left any thing for the dealer. In the end, he is unable to 
go on longer. He brings ruin on himself, and injures 
those with whom he has originally traded. Much of this 
exchange business, to which he had alluded, he [Mr. W.] 
feared, was of this stamp. The same applied to those en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits. If the farmer made use 
of the facilities thus beld out to him, in anticipation of the 
sale of his crop, his crop prcebibly, as was frequently the 
case, turned out afailure-—he was thus involved in debt. 
He had, to be sure, tlie honor of dealing with the bank, 
and, in the end, to seek for himself a new shelter and 
another home. Of sll modes to render men useless to 
their country, who might otherwise remain solvent and 
valuable citizens, this of putting the debtor to new sacri- 
fices, which followed accommodations as a matter of 
course, was the readiest of all. 

It was a delicate affair, Mr. W. admitted, to interfere 
with the charter when granted; but who on that floor, 
he asked, if disclosures in the interim should be made, 
that would not regret his vote for a recharter thus in ad- 
vance? If disclosures should hereafter be made of its 
injurious tendency, where was the remedy? . Or, would 
any one say, in sucha case, that it was not repealable like 
any other act of Congress? While he agreed to the princi- 
ple ofthe Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dazras, ] that 
the maladministration of individuals in any office was 


not the fault of the office or institution itself, he denied 
the: analogy; for, where there was maladministration, it 
was à duty, at least, to remove the persons who abused 
the trust, to substitute another body in their place. Was 
it wise or just to give up all control over this corporation 
so long in advance? If we now renew the charter, we 
put them beyond our power for nineteen years. Was not 
this too long? It was a settled principle, sacred in all our 
institutions, the judiciary, from its particular nature, alone 
excepted, to have frequent recurrence to the will of the 
people, to deliver up to them the trusts delegated; here 
we give assurance to the bank that it shall be exempt; 
and, than this abandonment of principle in its favor, 
what can be worse? The conduct of this corporation 
had been spoken of, he thought, too highly; gentlemen 
were too liberal in their praises, if its former transactions 
were to be referred to. Than of this corporation, the 
affairs of none other had been so badly conducted at its 
commencement. Nothing could be worse until Congress 
was forced to institute an inquiry, to change and better 
their mode of proceeding. Their chairmen, committees, 
directors, and all, had been bankrupt, and were only thus 
saved, as well by the after management of Mr. Cheves, 
whose ability, high and honorable character, and direc- 
tion saved the credit of the country, and prevented the 
bank from utter destruction. He might grant that for 
the last fifteen years it had been well conducted; but what 
security had we that it should continue so? For the di- 
rection might be changed at any time; though the present 
managers might be discreet and honest, their successors 
might not; it was always safest to leave nothing to contingen- 
cies, and it behooved us, in doing justice to the corporation, 
to take care also that the community should not be sufferers, 

Mr. W. then alluded to the system of branch drafts 
which had got into practice. In chartering the bank, the 
object of the Government-was to preserve a certain stand- 
ard and uniformity in the currency. By means of branch 
drafts, this object was defeated, the charter evaded, 
and notes put into circulation without the signature of the 
president. Before this bank wasincorporated, two dificul- 
ties were of frequent occurrence; the public could never 
be certain what notes of that day were genuine, or what 
were spurious. To remedy this, local issues without the 
presidents signature, under a certain amount, were pro- 
hibited; but, in lieu of notes under fifty dollars, they had 
put into circulation those branch orders of small amount. 
‘It was contended that this practice was rendered neces- 
sary by the multiplication of branches, in order to meet 
the demand; but when called on for any suin under fifty 
dollars, they had it in their power, had it been their object, 
to give the person applying specie; and specie less than 
fifty dollars would have been no great incumbrance to any 
one, it was to be supposed. ‘Tie fact of their having been 
refused this privilege, when they had, on two occasions, 
applied for leave to have special officers appointed with 
liberty to sign such notes; and the advice of counsel 
against its legality, left them no room to doubt on the 
subject; and, with such knowledge before them, their 
following it up was decidedly an evasion of their charter. 
Therefore, he contended, those who had thus evaded its 
enactments, should not be trusted with its renewal. After 
some further remarks on the effects of these branch orders 
in drawing the money from the Western States, and trans- 
ferring itto the Eastern, and its operation in exhausting the 
specie, and, in lieu, creating a paper currency in the West, 
Mr. W., having spoken two hours, gave way, without hav- 
ing concluded, to a motion by Mr. GRUNDY to adjourn. 

‘The Senate then adjourned. 


Fripay, JUNE 8. 
ALEXANDRIA AQUEDUCT. 
Mr. CHAMBERS presented a memorial from the citi- 
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“President's Fac Simile.—Bank of 


-United States. 


zens, of Georgetown against the. bill pending to aid the 
Alexandria :Ganal Company. > 3 N 
A motion was made to print the memorial, which was op- 
ir, CHAMBERS, as having no other object but 
exaction. of the Senate on the bill. , 
BSTER. stated that this! was an. ungracious 
-to:defeat.a.measure-for the interests of Alexan: 
which had been the most abstemious: of, all tne 
in the District in her demands on the:General Go- 
yvernment. : i ois : 


<< Mr; FRELINGHUYSEN, although ‘entertaining simi- 
Jar views.as to the ill-timed character. of. this application, 
thought the printing an act of courtesy not to be denied. 
“> Mr. FOOT expressed regret that whenever applications 
were made from any part of this. District for aid from the 
` Government, there was always some opposing interest in- 
terposing itself to embarrass the legislation of Congress. 
The. printing, of the: memorial. was, advocated by Mr. 
MARCY. and Mr. FORSYTH. - ; 
“Mr. TAZEWELL stated that the project of a free 
bridge'on the pillars of the aqueduct, proposed by the 
memorial, originated with Alexandria; and that Alexan- 
dria, at one time, proposed a. co-operation with George- 
townto accomplish it, which was refused by Georgetown. 
Mr. CLAY defended: Georgetown against. the imputa- 
tion thrown out in the argument of the gentleman from 
Virginia. He was in favor of the aqueduct, of the free 
bridge also, and of the printing of the memorial. He 
thought the bill for the aqueduct might be taken up and 
passed to-morrow. 
Mr. CHAMBERS then withdrew his opposition to the 
printing. | i! ; 
.. Mr. MANGUM. wished the two-subjects.to be discon- 
nected, and to be taken up in separate bills. : 5 
Mr. CLAYTON expressed a hope that the bill for the 
benefit of Alexandria would be taken up and passed; and 
that the memorial from Georgetown should also receive 
its proper attention, But if the bill were now postponed, 
he apprehended that it would be impossible to pass it this 
„session. He gave the reasons which would influence him 
“asa member of the District Committee to give every at- 
tention to the wishes of Georgetown,. but without, pre- 
judice to theinterests of Alexandria, 
The memorial was then ordered tobe laid on-the table 
and printed. 


‘PRESIDEN 1°S FAC SIMILE. 


On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate then proceeded to 
‘consider the bill for the appointment of a Recorder of the 
-Land Office, and prescribing the manner in which patents 

shall be issued. i 

The question pending being on the motion of Mr. For- 
sytato strike out the whole bill after the enacting words, 
_and to insert an authority to use a fac simile of the Presi- 
dent’s signature, and the employment of a private secre- 
tary of the President, to be employed in its use, 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved to amend the amendment, 
by introducing the words ‘‘for the time being” after the 
words “ President of the United States;” and by adding 
a provision that each President, at the end of his term of 
service, shall cause the fac simile to be destroyed. . 

Mr. FORSYTH accepted the amendment. 
~ The change of.system was. advocated by Mr. CLAY, 
who said that by. the present mode an. unreasonable amount 
of méchanical labor was imposed on the Chief Magistrate, 
interfering. with duties of an intellectual character. 
wished the friends of the administration to settle the 
mode among themselves, and pledged himselfon this ques- 
tion to support the-administration with all possible zeal. 

Mr. POINDEXTER opposed the principle of substitut- 
ing any other signature to transfers of the public domain, 
than that of the President himself. He preferred the 
adoption of a fac simile. i 


He! 


It Was stated by. Mr. KING and Mr, FORSYTE 
there were near ten. thousand land patents lying’ 
the: President, waiting. for his. signature, and. forty t 
sand otheis were prepared. Signs as 

Mr. EWING preferred th 
° The amendnient: was opp: 
that:he ni t 


c simile mode to the other. 
d by Mr. BIBB, who stated 
a Chief Magistrate, on the 
go je, to ha 


The bill was then laid on. t } eae 
> BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. © 
The.. Senate. then. resumed. the -bill to modify and. con- 
tinue the act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of 
the United States. . cena! ier cues 
Mr. WHITE resumed the observations in opposition 
to the bill which he commenced yesterday. He con- 
tended that the charter gave. to the bank almost unlimited 
powers in the establishment of branches in any of the 
States or Territories of the Union. He looked. at the 


power to establish bra 
elects the officers? 


way, they could always operate 
modification of their charter. The branches, acquainted 
with the object of the parent bank, would induce: their 
customers, by the promise of greater accommodation iti the 
event of some modifications being obtained, and-a with- 
drawal of a part, if they should not be obtain d, to give 
their votes for persons who would aid in the attainment 
of such modifications. -He did not’ believe. that such a 
power could be resisted. He could not see the extent 
of evil which might be the result of the efforts of an or- 
ganized corps of men, four of whom may be sufficient to 
act, speaking the same language in every hole and cor- 
ner of the Union. It was just as well to: give the direc- 
tors the kind of charter they require, because they will 
‘have the powel: to modify their charter whenever they 
please. ; A ; 

But the power of the bank might also be applied to po- 
[litical purposes} and might be applied with a force which 
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irresistible. ` His a 


local banks would be all destroyed, the operations of the 
Government might be greatly embarrassed. In the last 
war, supposing that. the directors of a bank of this influ- 
ence had entertained the opinion that the war was an un- 
righteous one, and would not have contributed to carry it 
on, what embarrassments would not have ensucd? The 
‘bank ‘would have power, therefore, to compel the Go- 
,vernment to make peace or war, at its will. The bank, 
having the control of the whole circulating medium of the 
country, can work any results which they please. They 
can influence the value of property every where, and 
change it to any hands which they choose to favor. The 
bank can also regulate the rate of foreign and domestic 
exchange, and can elevate or depress it, as circumstances 
may render it profitable or desirable for them to do. so. 
He adverted to the influence which the foreign stockhold- 
ers might have in a war with Great Britain, in preventing 
any efficiency on the part of our Government. He held 
‘that there was no security in the reflection that the bank 
had hitherto done well. 

He further stated that he still retained all his constitu- 
tional objections to the delegation of these important pow- 
ers to any individual corporation. It was a power which 
had been invariably contested since the year 1791, when 
it was first made a vexed question. It was then contested 
before the President, when the cabinet was divided, two 
and two, when he signed the bill.” The lights which had 
been subsequently shed on the subject, were conclusive, 
in his mind, as to the propriety with which the constitu- 
tional power to incorporate a bank had been contested. 
He looked at the various powers expressed in the constitu- 
tion out of which this:power had been derived, and denied 
that any of those powers had warranted such derivation. 

He argued that the framers of the cosistitution did not 

ive any such power, for the purpose of carrying into ef- 
ect any of the great powers given by the constitution; 
and that the moment such power was assumed, the power 
was assumed to make an individual take the notes of any 
corporation the Government may create. He denied that, 
in the event of another war, this bank could continue to 
be a specie-paying bank. The war disturbed the curren- 
| cy; Money was necessary for the army and navy. The 
banks could not supply it without suspending specie pay- 
ments; but it was considered patriotic to incur this con- 
sequence, for the benefit of the country; and they who 
refused to incur, made themselves liable to the suspicion 
that they did not desire to see the war brought to a suc- 
cessful termination. This state of things was brought 
about with the connivance, nay, the approbation of the Go- 
vernment; and it was to remedy an evil brought about with 
the encouragement of the Government that the United 
States’ Bank wasestablished. It was to restore the sound- 
ness of the currency, which was disturbed by the war. 

He referred to the inefficiency of the bank, when in the 
quasi war with France, in 1798, 1799, a loan was obtained 

, from individuals at eight per cent. The bank was at that 
time in existence, but it did not give any aid to the opera- 
tions of the Government. In the event of a war, when 
these. notes. were offered, the people would call to mind 
the continental money, and. would immediately take the 
notes to the bank, and get them exchanged for hard mo- 
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The deposit- 
ing of the public funds in this bank without any demand 
of interest, was a bounty given to them to interfere in 
these elections. The present bill tempted the directors 
of the bank too far; and, if they resisted the temptation, 
he would say that all the eulogies which had been passed 
upon them by the friends of the bank came far short of 
their real merits. 

Mr. HILL then read the following observations in op- 
position to the bill: 

Mr. President: In favor of the extension of the charter 
of the United States’ Bank, it is urged that this institution 
is necessary for the preservation of a sound and equal cur- 
rency. It has been assumed that, without this institution, 
the currency which was disturbed and depreciated by the 
necessities of the last war with Great Britain, would never 
have been restored. My belief is, that, had the United 
States’ Bank existed during the late war, the moneyed power 
which it would have wielded, aided by that moneyed power 
at the East, which preferred investments in illicit traffic 
with the enemy to investments aiding our own country, 
would have prostrated the Government at the feet of the 
common enemy—would have compelled this Government 
to make such peace with Great Britain as she should dic- 
tate. Had this bank, if then existing, done like those 
patriotic State institutions which loaned money to the Go- 
vernment, and were in consequence obliged to suspend 
specie payments, it requires not the spirit of prophecy to 
foresee that the fate of the United States’ Bank would have 
been that of the local banks. Divest this United States’ 
Bank of the Government deposites—draw from it the Go- 

ivernment funds, as they must be drawn in all times of 
public exigency, and it stands on no better ground than 
every local bank in the country stands. Itis without na- 
tional character; the national name which it assumes is 

mere moonshine, Strike this bank out of existence, in a 
time of general prosperity, and the means for preserving 
a sound currency and for facilitating exchanges exist pre- 
cisely the same. The price of exchange is always favor- 

able to that section of the country where the greatest 
balance isdue. If, for instance, the interior country con- 

sumes more than it produces, if it buys more than it sells, 
the price of exchange will be against the interior. If 
the States of the South or West consume more fromabroad 
than they furnish for the market at home, the price of ex- 
change will be increased in those States equal to the ex- 
pense of transporting specie funds to the point where the 
debts may be due—to the city of New York, or Philadel- 
phia, or Boston, if the purchases shall there be made. On 
the other hand, if those States send more produce to New 

York, than the amount of their purchases at New York, 
the exchange will be in favor of the States, and against New 
York. The Bank of the United States is of no more value 
in facilitating these exchanges, than any broker’s shop in 
the country. This bank charges the same for its bills of 
exchange as does any broker: nay, by monopolizing this 
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brokerage, it controls, in a good degree, ‘the prices,.and |é 


precludes the benéfits of that salutary competition which: 
would otherwise egist: s o3 AER E A 
__The credit which is assumed for the:bank, of bringing 
up 


In the six Eastern States, at this moment, the bills-of the 
United States’ Bank andiity branches, with all the advda- 
tage which the Government gives. those bills, by every 
where’ receiving them in payment for debts dueto the 
United States, are not as good as are the bills of any and 
every local bank in those States: the local bills are there 
every where received as specie without discount; the bills 
of the United States’ Bank and its branches are not receiv- 
ed, except in the place where the branch is located, and 
where the bill or note is payable. 
sent is from one-fourth to. one-half per cent.: the differ- 
ence between these and the spurious drafts which are 
circulated as bills, is probably one per cent. The prin- 
ciple is the same, whether the difference be one-fourth, 
One, ten, or twenty per cent. If that difference be one- 


fourth per cent. now, what will it be under the system of 


issuing spurious orders, as well as bills payable at distant 
parts of the Union, when Government funds shall be as 
scarce us they were during the exigencies of the last war? 
Then the sources of public revenue would be in the main 
dried up—a very small portion of the bills of the United 
States’ Bank would be any where receivable; and the pa- 
per of this bark would be the very worst paper circulation 
that ever has existed, or ever could exist, in this country. 
Fastened down as we now are by the votes of a majority 
of the Senate, it will not be in the power of Congress herë- 


after to improve the currency; nor can all the efforts of 
the State Legislatures, or the local banks granted under 


them, correct this evil. : 
With whut face can it be urged that the Bank of the 


United States improves the currency? I deny the propo- 


sition. The Bank of the United States, during the term 
of its existence, has done more towards establishing prin- 
ciples of banking calculated to superinduce and make 
permanent an unsound cureney, than any and all the 


other banking companies of the country have done in the 


same time, : 
What would not be said, if twenty-five of the principal 


State banks throughout the Union should: combine, and 
should agree to issue their bills at distant points of the 
Union, payable a thousand or fifteen hundred miles from 
Would it not be obvious that the in- 
And can any one 


the place of issue? 
tention was to evade specie payments? 
doubt, if an order to receive the bills thus sent forth in 
payment of debts due the United States should issue, such 
as that issued by Mr. Secretary Rush to receive the spuri- 
ous orders of the Bank of the United States, that the bills 
of the local banks would be every where as current as are 
the spurious bank orders? ` But would not such a proce- 
dure be met with indignation throughout the whole trading 
and commercial community? 'Fhis evasion of specie pay- 
ments is tantamount to the direct suspension of specie 
payments by the Bank of England; itis a device which 
would do credit to Yankee ingenuity. Give any Yankee 
bank this exclusive privilege for the term of twenty years, 
and I will be bound that such bank. will carry to New Eng- 
laud more than a moiety of all the proceeds of the indus- 
try of the country. As the bill virtually sanction¥ the 
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stance that they Were receivable every where in payin 
Jof the debts due to the Governmen’ i 


‘| Bank of England reduced the value 


The difference at pre- 


13) pecie payments itis-equal to an 
grant of the power to-suspend specie paym. 
issues of this bank-will-be no better than the paper issue: 
of the Bank of England during the suspension of specie 
payments—the quality oféach paper is the same, the credit 
of -both being based: exclusively on the: simple seas 

ent, | 
ias 


shown that the suspension of spëcie 


that country about twenty-five “per cent.; and: at every” 


| emergency. of this Government, the Bank of thé United. 


States, under the grant now voluntarily presented to it, 


‘| will cause a similar depreciation of the value of :money in 


this cotintry, and probably produce a greater dilapidation, 
of property than the whole amount of its capital, |. 
On the subject of these branch drafts, with all due de- 
ference to the learned counsellor who received fifty dollars 
for draughting the opinion that there could be ‘tno legal 
ojection to them,” and for the other distinguished. gentle- 
men who, for one-hundred dollars each, concurred ** ens 
tirely in his'opihion,” I must. beg. leave to differ entirely 
from them. They say there can be tio legal objection to 
these. orders, which does not apply to% all drafts; that 
“whether they are.signed by one officer or. more, and 
whether they have the external appearance of a bank: 
note or otherwise, must be a matter of perfect indiffer. 
ence, and entirely within the competency of the bank to 
regulate at its pleasure,” that ‘it is an ordinary banking 
Operation, to which their general faculties are perfectly 
competent;” that ‘*a restraint upon the power (to issue this 


-kind of spurious paper) is without example in the charter. 


of any bank,” that the inhibition of bank: bills which are 
hot signed-by the president‘and countersigned by the 
cashier, in the: twelfth fundamental -article of the bill 
creating this corporation, ‘“has no reference to checks or 
drafts drawn at the offices upon.the bank” and that since. 
the issue of these drafis “will facilitate the exchanges of 
the country, and secure the public and the bank from 
frauds,” they seem to them as expedient asthey are lawful! 
‘This is, then, constitutional law, as expounded by the 
three great legal advisers (Messrs. Binney, D. Webster, 
and W. Wirt) of the bank; it myst be so, for one of them . 
solemnly sets forth the deglaration, another «concurs èn- 
tirely in his opinion,” and the third says‘he. “can see no 
possible legal objection to the practice; andthe whole: 
costs the bank but two hundred and. fifty dollars! Let it 
be borne in mind that, in arriving at their conclusion, the 
tearned gentlemen entirely blink the charter. To pre- . 
vent the issue of such:an ‘enormous quantity of bills of a 
sinall denomination as shall’ drive out of ‘circulation not 
only specie, butlocal bills, which are also thé true tepre- 
sentative of specie, the charter prohibited the issue and’ ` 
‘circulation: of bills or notes promising the payment of- - 
money,” unless sighed by one officer, and countersigned 
by another: in-vain does the bank four times petition Con- 
gress to change this provision in the charter. It is found 
by the ‘ordinary operations of banking,” funds are trans- 
mitted sometimes from one point to-another, by drafts 
drawn by one bank upon another, asa mere operation of 
exchange, the draft always purporting on its face the pre- 
cise amount desired to be transmitted. On the strength 
of this practice, the Bank of the Unitéd States procures 
some ten, fifteen, or twenty millions of dollars, in sums of 
five, ten, and twenty dollars each, of the drafts manufac- 
tured in close imitation of bills or ‘notes. of ‘the same de- 
nomination—not for the purpose ‘of accommodating the 
exchange, but for the purpose of throwing’on the whole 
community an expanded paper circtilation, if redeemable 
any where by specie, redeemable at such a distance from 
the place of issue, that it will cost the holder.of fifty or a 


hundred dollars another fifty or a hundred dollars io ob. 


tain the specie where itisdue. This paper circulation isnot 
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` e bills or notes; therefore; itis no violation of the char.| evade the payment of specie in quantities; being receiv- 
ter that thé paper is not signed by the president, and] able for debts due to the United States, these bills will be 
countersigned “by the cashier. But the clause.requiring| current in all parts of the United States. In all times of 
_the’ signatures to. bills or notes, does“ not require the same} scarcity the branches will issue only such bills payable at 
signatiires to checks and drafts: therefore, checks andj distant points; and they will be able'to do an immense 
drafts maybe madé-a substitute for bills and notes, because | business, drawing their specie from the State banks around 
checksand drafts, not for circulation, but for the trans-|them, without being liable to be called on at any time for 
mission of fands, is “an ordinary banking operation, to|a single dollar. Even if the bills above fifty dollars will 
which their, general’ faculties are’ perfectly competent.” | not be sufficient for this purpose, there are many expe- 
Had any local State barik in the country resorted to stich aj dients less disreputable and equally legal, as that of the 
subterfuge. for such a purpose--had any State bank thus| issue of the drafts or checks, by which the bank might 
evaded the plain ‘letter of its charter--there cannot be a| throw millions of small bills in circulation, and evade specie 
doubt the act would. have been condemned at once by payments; and, after what we have seen, it will-not be 
every State judicial tribunal, and that every State Legis-| doubted that the able counsel and legal advisers of the 
Jature-in'the Union would have declared the charter forfeit. | bank will give their opinion that any proceeding of the 
The gentlemen, counsel for the bank, in their learned] bank is legal and right, since such proceeding will be 
opinion, give us no quotations from the books, asa justifi-|but ‘an ordinary banking operation;” and ‘because it 
cation of the issue of this spuriqus paper; they say thej‘ will facilitate’ the exchanges of the country,” it will be 
issue of checks and drafts ‘sis an ordinary banking’ ‘*as expedient as it is lawful!” 
operation,” thus carrying the idea that what is done by| Itis asked ‘How is the revenue to be collected through 
the United States’ Bank is done by all other banks. It is| all the custom-houses, the land offices, and the post offices, 
not denied that other banks may sometimes issue checks | without some such means as the bank affords?” Tanswer, 
and drafts: for the accommodation of individuals who if there was not a bank in the country, it by no means fol- 
may, wish to.send money from one place to anothers but} lows that there would not be safe places of deposite for the 
it may be fearlessly denied that other banks are permitted | public money at every point where money is receivable. In 
tó‘ issue: checks and drafts for the purposes of general | many places, in all places where there is no bank or branch 
circulation. ` Even the bank “facilities,” which were | of the Bank of the United States, State banks are now made 
issued several years ago in Massachusetts and Connecti-| places of deposite; and there is no more fear, because 
cut, to evade specie payments at the place of issue, were’ there is really no more risk in making these State banks 
of a character infinitely superior to the * facilities” issued | places of deposite, than there is of the Bank of the United 
by the. Bank of the United Statés. The Dedbam bank [States or its branches. If the United States Bank’ were . 
issued its not espayable at Middletown, and the Hartford |stricken out of existence, for the privilege of these de- 
bank payable at New York; each some hundred and fifty | posites simply~-besides the payment of two to four per 
miles distant... But there was a bona fide promise to pay, | centon the annual average of these deposites—the State 
and the promise was kept. Yet the good sense of the jbanks would give bond, with ample security, to the Go- 
` community drove the banks to withdraw these facili-|vernment, to do all that the United States’ Bank now per- 
ties from ‘circulation. So also the first bank chartered | forms, or engages to perform, viz. collect and receive for 
in New Hampshire, which for several years claimed the [safe keeping the public moneys; pay them out wherever and 
exclusive right of banking. in that State, as the United} whenever called for; transmit the funds to any part of the 
Stites’. Bank claimisit now under the Federal Government, | country free of charge; transmit them to foreign countries 
isstied bills at’ Portsmouth, payable at Philadelphia. The|without making the exorbitant charge that has been for 
popular ‘indignation goon pùt down this evasion of the |years past paid by the United States; equalize the cur- 
charter, although there was no clause in thé charter pro-}rency as effectually asthe United States’ Bank ever did, and 
hibiting the issue. The checks and drafts which are/much more effectually than the United States? Bank will 
attempted to be legalized by the counsel for the Bank |do under the amended bill which is now before the Senate. 
of ‘the United States, are of a character far below the|There are many State banks, which would gladly pay the 
bank : facilities to which I have just alluded: they con-/ pensioners, and do all the dutics formerly done by commis- 
tain a promise to pay nowhere; they are a simple or-/sioners of loans, simply for the privilege of the temporary de- 
der drawn on the mother bank, at great distances from | posite of money used for those purposes by the Government. 
the places-of issue; they may be paid, and probably will| To perform all the purposes of collection, distribution, 
be paid, so long as it is convenient for the mother bank to, and safe keeping of the revenue of the United States, 
pay them, if the holders will be at the expense of send-} banking institutions might be found at every point, wihch 
ing theim fve rundved, a thousand, or Afteen hundred) would guaranty, each for the other, the. safety of those 
i} ut the boldéss cannot, from their face, compel the | furids; and, inaddition to these services, these banks would 
bank y them. Stop the salé of the public lands in | pay the Government from two to four per cent. annually 
the South and West--let-a war on thé ocean stop the. im-|on the average deposites. : 
portation’of goods on which duties are paid to the Govern-|| Were there not a bank of discount in. existence in the 
ment, and these: brancli drafts would instantly be depre-|country—I mean a bank issuing promissory notes or bills, 
ciated in value from twenty-five to fifty per cent. ; they would | but only specie—the condition of the funds of the Govern- 
- fall below the treasury notes. issued during the late war, |ment would be mofe safe than it now is. The benefitsof 
and even, as low as the notés and bills of those banks which [the specie ‘deposites between the time the money is re- 
then suspended specie payments. And this is the system | ceived and the .time it is used, would be abundantly suffi- 
by which the United States’ Bank has every whére made |cient to compensate, in safe hands, for all the expense of 
an equal curtency! ©. . i paying out and transmitting funds. Instead of a factitious 
f the bank, after the year 1836-—|basis—a paper foundation--we should then have a solid 
specie foundation. Instead of overtrading ona system of 
artificial credit, which explodes as certainly and surely as 
it progresses, there would be uniformity and safety in the 
‘transaction of every species of business. -If there were at 
any time a substitute for specie as a circulating medium, it 
would be a tangible, responsible, individual credit—a cre- 
dit which would be almost as sure as an intrinsic specie 
capital itself. 
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But we are not to expect such a state of things. There fand fearful depression—alternations of which the conse- 
must of necessity be banks: these banks, to be safe and sa-| quences are dangerous to men of capital, and subversive to 
Jutary checks on each ‘other, should be local, and should |the security of property, on which the prosperity of every is 
be regulated ‘by the several State Governments within {trading community depends, and distressing t is À ci 
whose sovereignty they are’ located. Mt it be admine ers who depone for ‘employment on the capital of the 

at the State Governments have a right to create banks, country." = cae see Loe 
ae admitted that the Federal E overnment has not} Not only, has the United States’ Bank, ‘for some cause 
a right to destroy those banks. ` In ‘what condition do you |best known to those who direct that institution, extended 
place. State banks by the exclusive privilege which: is |loans on its-own capital beyond Aone St ought t qwe 
granted by the bill now under consideration? You create done, but it has made use of the funds of the Gorei nen 5 
S yival institution, exempt from. all taxation, with power |to the extent that ithas become expedient: or the an J 
to evade specie payments, with an implied power to issue to ask’a delay from J uly to October of the payment plies ; 
a spurious currency payable in specie a thousand miles veral millions of the public debt; so that it is evident that, . 
from the place of issue, which spurious currency is made | far from being able to extend the facilities of trade, it must : 
receivable in payment any where for debts due to the [contract them; It has expanded the paper currency, and- 
United States. ‘This rival institution, without a cent of caused that overtrading which must force a contraction of 
capital of its own, having the entire funds of the Govern- the currency. If the funds of the Government shall con- 
ment to operate upon, could and would annihilate every tinue to: be thus used by the bank in all future time, in- 
State bank in the country. A ‘Senator, (Mr. WEBSTER, } stead of being a blessing to the community, the bank will 
the other day, aware of the fact that the grant of this char- [be a curse. : : i 
ter ultimately involves the destruction of the State banks, I may be permitted to read an extract from an able wri- 
contends that the power to regulate the currency gives ter on the currency andthe Bank of England, in the Bri- 
the privilege of banking to the Federal Government alone. tish Monthly Magazine for February of the present year. 
‘This construction of the constitution is quite as novel as | These observations, with but slight exceptions, apply in 
the doctrine of the same Senator, that a representation by |full force to the Bank of the United States, and show what 
fractions in the House of Representatives is the only con- jare to be the effects which this institution, placed, as it will 
stitutional representation. be, beyond the reach of legislation for nearly twenty years 

But, say its advocates, the perpetuation of this bank is |more, will have on the agriculture, the commerce, and 
necessary for the favorable effect it has or may have, manufactures of this country. 

“either generally or locally, on the agriculture, com- [Mr. H. here read a page or two from the work referred 
merce, and manufactures of the Union.” It must be ad- 
mitted, with the exception of that portion of the stock of 
this bank which is purchased or owned by foreign stock- 
holders, that the same capital is in the country if this insti- 
tution do not, as ifit do exist. ‘The only advantage which 
this capital will possess with the charter over what it would 
have without it, will be in the issue ofa paper currency; and 
this issue of paper currency must be enormous ifthe system 
of spurious orders shall be substituted for specie-paying pa- 
per bills. Thirty millions of dollars, without a specie basis, 
have been already loaned to the Western States by theUnit- 
ed States’ Bank; a portion of this sum is common bank bills, 
another portion is paper orders. This great amount 
has been issued just long enough to have the people feel 
the benefits of the introduction of so much capital-—the pay 
day has not yet come. If that pay day is protracted, how 
long can those who have hired the money stand the pay- 
ment of seven per cent., and a sixty days’ renewal? If 
any circumstance—if the lessening or withdrawal of the 
public depasites shall compel the bank to draw in even 
one-half of this vast amount, how many scenes of ruin simi- 
lar to that at Cincinnati, some ten years ago, by the ope- 
rations of the same bank, must be repeated? These loans 
and facilities, now so sweet in the mouths of those who 
think that the people cannot get on without the United 
States’ Bank, will become gall and wormwood before they 
shall be fully digested. 

The expansion of the currency by the United States’ 
Bank is already beginning to be felt in the Atlantic States; 
it presses on the trading community of our principal 
cities, producing successive failures: the manufacturers 
feel it in the reduction of prices and the reflux of their 
wares; the growers and dealers in wool feel it in the fall 
of that article; and the advocates of the American system 
are preparing to charge the revulsion to the contemplated 
repeal of the tariff! 

The late Mr. Huskisson, that enlightened and useful 
practical statesman and political economist, to whom the 
world is indebted for many of those axioms which are me- 
liorating the condition of man, says: : 

s The expansion of paper currency leads to overtrad- 
ing, till overtrading again forces a contraction of the cur- 
rency——producing alternations of extravagant excitement 
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Ane Senatérs from Virginia and South Carolina, (Messrs. 
Tanewett and Harnxz,} on Saturday, seemed to be sur- 
prised at the. admission of the chairman of the committee 
who reported this bill, [Mr" Daxzas,] that if this bank 
charter should not be prolonged ‘for more than ten years, 
it might become necessary that the bank should interfere 
in the elections. Does any one doubt that the agents of 
the bank have made use of the money power of the bank 
to influence the elections; and this, too, before the opi- 
nion of the President of the United States, in relation to 
the bank, was made public? In the large commercial 
towns, where this bank had to encounter a vigorous com- 
petition from the local banks, there may have been no di- 
rect political preferences. But the-branch bank, located ` 
in the State which I have the honor in part to represent, 
was made a party engine previous to the last Presidential 
election-~its directors were exclusively of one political 
party—its favors were dispensed with a view to affect that 
election; and it was the principal instrument to give, in the “ 
choice.of electors of President in 1828, a small-majority - 
to the party‘in that State which. ever since has’been in a 
minority. Even up to this time, that bank has been con- 
ducted, so far as circumstances would allow, on the.same 
principle, and with the same view. ` In contemptuous dis- 
regard of public opinion, the most obnoxious political par- ` 
tisans opposed to the administration have been’ continued 
in the direction of that branch; and the appointment of a 
new board of direction has been delayed for months, in 
violation of one provision of the charter, to accommodate 
with a large salary an officer of that-branch, who had 
brought down upon it the execrations of almost the whole 
community, until he should remove into another State, ` 
where he could finda preponderance of political sentiment 
more congenial with his own opinions. -'The last selection, 
by the directors of the mother bank, of a board. of. direc- 
tors for the branch in New Hampshire could have been 
made with no other view than to operate through the bank 
on the elections in that State. — j 

One individual was placed conspicuous in that board, 
who had nothing in the world to recommend him but the- 
degradation of prosecuting a newspaper friendly to the 
administration, of denying his own handwriting, of failing 
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and ingloriously retréating from: his. own suit, and of re- 
sorting: to. brute, force in-making 4 cowardly attack on-a 
third: person whom he supposed had been instrumental in 
demonstrating his infamy: To: such a'man is given a con- 
trol of the ‘branch’ in New Hampshire, and of the reve- 
nues of the “Government receivable in that. State—a man 
` who has rendered himself not. less notorious for violating 
the laws. of his country, than for failing in-a course of gross 
deception to procure others to swear to his innocence. 
The president of.the Bank of. the United States, in a 
letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, dated September, 
“1829, ‘says: ‘“The.public opinion, in its. crude state, is the 
most dangerous of all guides,” and that. “the bank cannot 
obey it.” .This he assigned as his reason for disregarding 


“the remonstrances and. petitions which were laid before’ 


him. by the representatives and citizens of New Hamp- 
shire in 1829, against sundry abuses by the first officer of 
the branch in that State. . He doubtless intends that pub- 
lic opinion in New Hampshire shall be punished for con- 
tumacy—that the people of that State, weak alone against 
his power, shall be made to feel the giant monopoly; and 
hence he-appoifits.to the direction of that branch, men‘on 
whom public opinion has placed the seal of condemnation, 
and sustains them in acts which public opinion pronounces 
to-have been unjust and oppressive. — If this contempt 
for public opinion shall be exhibited while public opinion 
might be. of great value in procuring a renewal of the 
bank,.what may-not be anticipated after the charter shall 
be fastened upon the people for fifteen years more? What 
is this declaration more or Jess than the agent, the deputy 


The party opposed to the ‘administration. has compelled 
the bank to take its ground at this time--the “newspa- 
pers” and the ‘*demagogues” of the party make this bank 
the ground of opposition. Out of doors it is avowed that: 
the subject is now forced. on. Congress, principally and 
mainly that the President shall be compelled either to ap- 
prove or veto the new charter-—to drive him into a dilem- 
ma in which he must act, and if he act either way that he 
will make more enemies than he cansecure friends. The 
friends of thé President, while they regret that this is 
really a party. question exclusively, on one side, and a di- 
vided question in some sections of the country, on the 
other, have no fears for the result, if-he shall do what they 
anticipate he will do. > E a 
. Sir, I claim no merit for originality when I say this is a 

party question exclusively on one side; {have high au- 
thority for saying this was a party question so long ago as 
the year 1811. The gentleman from Kentucky, then as 
now a member of this Senate, took thut stand against 
this monopoly for which the country was long grateful to 
him; he then felt towards the United States’ Bank as 
those who are opposed to it now feel. If he is disposed 
to blame us for our opinions, he must blame himself that 
he was our instructor. He then represented the institu- 
tion to. be whatever we represent it to be—an engine ‘in 
the hands of one political party, to control and bear down 
another party. What did he then say? In answer to Mr. 
Crawford, who said that this bank **had been made a 
party question, although the Jaw incorporating the bank 
was passed prior to the formation of parties,” the Senator 


of Baring & Brothers, the most honorable Marquis of|from Kentucky then said: 


Hertford, and other privileged individuals under the Bri- 
tish Government, openly setting public opinion in the 
United States of America at defiance! 

The bank has had a major part of the newspapers, and 
even of the literary periodical works of the country, to 
advocate its cause: on one side of the political question, 
there. has: not been a solitary newspaper dissenting from 
the bank, -Fhe bank has also exercised freely the means 
it possessed to bring over.to its side powerful newspapers 
which had been opposed to it. A vast preponderance of 
the newspaper press in its favor was not, however, enough 
for the bank; hundreds of thousands of extra sheets advo- 
cating its cause have been circulated by the bank through- 
out the country. To show you, sir, that the bank isiden- 
tified with a party, it is only necessary to say that, as far 
I could learn in my own State, these extra publications of 
the bank, circulated from Philadelphia, have been sent to 
precisely the same individuals as received, from the city 
of Washington, previous to the Jast Presidential election, 
Chapman. Johnson’s. Virginia addresses, and other pam- 
phlets of a like character, The list in both cases must have 


enied that this. bank has attempted: to exer- 
nce on public opinion and: on ‘our elections? 
empted to influence.the public presses of the 
country by extraordinary Joans.and accommodations? Can 
our eyes and our ears deceive us, when we look around 
us and see and hear the party which identifies itself with 
the bank? We are told by the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Cxax,] if this is a party question, that we ** must look 
to the néwspapers and the demagogues who have sought 
‘to. make this apolitical instrument.” Very true! It was 
“not until after the convention at Baltimore last December, 
that: the ‘petition came in asking for the recharter. of the 
bank: this: session... Did not. the leaders of a party then 
-give.the bank to.understand that if the mountain did not 
come to the aid of Mahomet before the next Presidential 
: elégtion,» Mahomet’ should:never afterwards go to the 
mountain? SDid.they not say to the bank, if you will not 
bring the influence of-your. money, including the funds of 
thé-Government, to-hear-on the next election, you need 
not expect any thing further from us after that election? 


“It is true that this law (the law incorporating the 
bank) was nat the effect, but it is no less true that it was 
one of the causes of the political divisions in this country. 
And if, during the agitation of the present question, the 
renewal has, on one side, been opposed on party princi- 
ples, let me ask if, on the other, it has not been advocated 
on similar principles. Where is the Macedonian phalanx 
--the opposition'in Congress? I believe, sir, I shall not 
incur the charge of presumptuous prophecy, when’ I pre- 
dict that we shall not pick up from its ranks one single 
straggler! And if, on this occasion, my worthy friend 
from Georgia has gone over into the camp of the enemy, 
isit kind in him to look back upon his former friends, and 
rebuke them for the fidelity with which they adhere to 
their old principles?” 

Where is the “ Macedonian phalanx,” ‘the opposition 
in Congress,” now? Can ‘* one single straggler” be found 
opposed to the bank? If any fricnd of the Senator will 
show one shade of difference not tending to make the 
present case even a more aggravated party question than 
it was then—-if he will show the ‘* Macedonian phalanx” 
less compact, less determined, less zealous, than it was in 
1811, then may it be admitted that it is unjust to quote 
him. There is, indeed, this difference in the two cases— 
in 1811 the charter expired, and, if renewed at all, it wag 
necegsary then to act; inthe present case, the charter does 
not expire for four years, and we know not what the bank 
may be at the expiration of that time. In the one case, 
the charter was.asked for, for its own sake; in the other 
case, it is pressed to be used as an engine to affect a pend- 
ing election. In the one case, the people had elected 
their Representatives and Senators with an especial view 
to the object; in the other, the people are taken by sur- 
prise——the question is to be settled—the door is to be 
closed, before they are consulted. That they are taken 
by surprise, is manifest from the language of the Senator 
himself, who, in a speech at Cincinnati, in August, 1830, 
is reported to have said: oe 

“Whether the charter ought to bé renewed or not, 
near six years hence, in my judgment is a question of 
expediency to be decided by the then existing state of 
the country. It will be necessary at that time to look 
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carefully to the condition of the bank and of the Union; 
to ascertain (if the public debt in the mean time be paid 
off) what effect that will produce, what will then be our 
financial condition, what that of the local banks, the state 
of our commerce, foreign and ‘domestic, as: well as the 
concerns of our country generally. IL am not- therefore. 
prepared to éay whether the charter ought or ought not 
to be renewed on the expiration of its present term.” 

1f. the honorable Senator has ‘ gone over into the camp 
of the enemy,” and, asa leader of a forlorn hope, ‘looks 
back upon his’ former friends,” to rebuke them for the 
* fidelity with which they adhere to old principles,” will 
he not consent to wait for tlie decision of the great ques- 
tion until the time which he had himself designated? Until 
the public debt shall be paid, and the condition of the 
bank and of the Union shall be carefully ascertained? ` 

It is not to be expected that all of us have the same 
lights on the subject of the bank as that Senator; some of 
us are more inchned to be guided by thé axioms laid down 
by himself in 1811, than to follow his present advice. I 
cannot read the whole of his speech against the bank on 
that occasion, although E confess it to be as good a speech 
against the present bank as any that can now be made. Twill 
quotea few detached sentences to give an idea of the whole. 

(Mr. H. here read nearly a column of extracts from the 
speech referred to.] 

It is said there is a vast preponderance of the public 
opinion in favor of continuing this charter. If this be a 
fact--if there be no fears of public opinion, why prema- 
turely force the new, charter. upon the people four years 
before the time? The charter will be equal probably toa 
gift of twenty millions of dollars to the present stockhold- 
ers with the bonus as it stands. Will the people sanction, 
that act of their Senators and Representatives which shall 
throw away this immense amount’ Will the several States 
quictly forego their right of taxation, when responsible 
capitalists have offered, besides a bonus of one per cent. 
annually to the Federal Government, another bonus of 
one percent. to the several State Governments for these 
exclusive banking privileges? ' 

Are the people of the United States under any particular 
obligations to the present stockholders—to Baring, Bro- 
thers, & Co., who own nearly a million of this stock; to 
the most honorable the Marquis of Hertford, who has his 
hundred thousand dollars; to honorable Hudson Gurney, 
member of Parliament; to Sir William Keppell, Knight of 
the Grand Cross of the Order of Bath; to Lieutenant 
General Sir Marmaduke Warren Peacock; to Mrs. Can- 
delaria Bell; to Lady Rosabella Wilson, and other British 
lords and ladies, to grant them exclusive privileges? On 
the confession of the advocates of this bank, the rechartex 
of the bank, the instantit shall be consummated, will raise 
the value of the stock seventeen and a half millions of 
dollars. This will be equal to a gift outright to. Baring, 
Brothers, & Co. of $395,750; to the Marquis of Hertford 
of $50,150; to honorable Hudson Gurney of $25,000; to 
Sir William Keppell of $36,100; to Sir Marmaduke War- 
ren Peacock of $25,000, to say nothing of other British 
subjects holding larger and smaller amounts of this stock. 
Was the like of this case ever before known? Did an 
American Legislature eyer before do ah act parallel to 
that which bestows on foreigners, individually, such large 


sums, not only without consideration, but with’the doc-|. 


trine openly avowed that taxation shall not reach -this 
property? Is this country so miserably. poor and destitute, 
that capital must be brought here and kept here at such 
an enormous premium as this? On the subject of legis- 
lating for the benefit of foreigners, let me again recur to 
the speech of the Senator, [Mr. Crax,] from which I have 
before quoted. Itis true that foreigners do not nominally 
hold so large a proportion ‘of the stock of the present, as 
they held of the old bank; yet itis generally admitted 
that they are really the owners of a larger amount than 


appeats in the returns.~ They -actually own a greater 
amount now than they did then. What was ‘then the lan- 
guage of the Senator? > ° “ ' 


{Mr H. here read a number ‘of passages from Mr. 


Cuax’s speech.] < -3 a 
}: “The question recurs —is this ‘Government: under any 
obligations. to’ the. present stockholders: of the” United 


States’ Bank? Was there any promise, eithier.expréss orim- 


plied; torenew the charter-in their hands?’ If so, let their 


advocates point, to, the ‘chapter and verse in which that 
promise.is contained.:- For twenty years'these stockhold-” 
ers had privileges which no other corporation’ possessed; 
the grant to them did not. extend: beyond the term of 
twenty years. The first grant. was either of value to 
them, or it was not. If valuable, they havé no right: to 
ask the renewal of a privilege from-which other citizens 
are excluded: if of no value, surely the Government can 
be under no obligations to continue to them. what. shall 
operate to their injury. 07 05t ee ee 

- I have before me a pamphlet bearing date at’ Cincin- 
nati, May, 1832, which says: ; 

“ The general opinion throughout the West in regard 
to the rechartering of the Bank of the United States, is 
not expressed in the various memorials prepared, circu- 
lated, und sent to Congress by the dire¢t influence of the 
bank. The debtor is morally thé slave ‘of the creditor. 
A free and independent expression of opinion is restrain- 
ed by a sense of fear. -If a merchant—the apprehen- 
sion is that his credit will be stopped. If a mechanic or 
laborer—the loss of employment is dreaded. And with 


‘either, perhaps, the honest support of a ‘family is involv- 


ed. These-facts. existing among us, have caiised the 
‘signing, “without regard to. party,’ memorials for re- - 
chartering the present bank, which have appeared `be- 
fore Congress.” . : mg oe ; 

What is applied by the Cincinnati writer to individuals, 
and individuals of that place have béen under severe 
thraldom to this mammoth institution, may be applied to 
every small local bank within the vortex of the Bank of 
the United States and its branches. I confess I was. sur- 
prised when petitions were presented from several of the 
State banks in New Hampshire, in favor of rechartering 
the Bank of the United States. : I knew there was ‘a: poli- 
tical esprit du corps operating in that State in favor of ‘the 
bank, on the party which is in the minority: the bank had 
done much for the party, and it was natural that the party 
should do something for the bank. “I havé.since ascer- . 
tained that a number of the banks whose directors favored 
the same political party as the Bank of the United States, 
in utter contumacy to the agent of the bank who required 
it of them, refused to sign the printed petition which was 
forwarded to them. Muy not these refractory diréctors 
expect the vengeance of the mammoth after he shall be 
let loose to trample down every thing before him for fif- 
teen years more? These small banks, if they shall come 
within his reach, would be but a mouthful to his maw. 
The solvent and independent banks which have resistéd 
his mandate, can, however, shut-up their banking houses, 
and place their capital in some ‘other business, laying 
themselves under no other pains and penalties to this in- 
stitution than such as all capitalin other employments shall - 
be subject to. : : 

I was surprised to see some of the banks. ôf the town of ` 
Portsmouth—not the old. Union bank, for thatis an owner - 
of United States’ Bank stock, but other banks in that 
town—petitioning to renew this charter; to see Ports- 
mouth, which already been bled to depletion by this Doc- 
tor Sangrado, again holding out her arm to the empiric. 
That town and its vicinity has suffered severely from the 
branch which the good mother at Philadelphia had sent 
her. Ihope again to see her rise invigorated from the 
ruin which had been spread around her. — She had plenty 
of banking capital for all her business, without aid “from 
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_ the United States’ Bank. The bank sent an additional ca-| -€ ‘ongress has been in session six months; and never, 1 
pital of some three hundred thousand dollars: this made} believe, has-there been a Congress of six.months which 
`` more money than was necessary for ordinary business.. At} has cut out.so. much work and.done so little. We have 


' first the United: States’ Bank offered to loan on liberal 


principles. . ‘The tariff.of 1824, and the flush of money! 


threw. outan inducement- to every: man who had either 
money ‘or credit to embark in manufacturing éstablish- 
Ments: property was to. be. made hand over hand. The 
manufacturing mania was at its highest point. Some men 
at Portsmouth took shares in the great establishments. at 
Dover,-Somerswoith, &c.; others undertook to build up 
and manage. smaller establishments in other places. In- 
vestments also. were-made in other business. Several in- 
vested not-only-all their own money, but all their ‘credit 
could-procure from ‘the banks. . The branch bank loaned 
money liberally, having, ‘besides its own capital, the be- 
nefit of the public:deposites, with the understanding that 
those who took: the money might have their notes renew- 
ed till sufficient time should elapse to enable them to real- 
‘jze.their fortunes from rise in the factory stock, or profits 
from the dividends.. The manufacturing bubble burst in 
1827, °8, and’9; the holders of manufacturing stock held 
on‘as long as they could—till nearly the whole was sacri- 
ficed.. The branch bank. took what was pledged as colla- 
teral security, and came out itself from this speculation 
with a dead loss of 70,000 ta 100,000 dollars. . The prin- 
cipal, if not the only cause of these failures was the ex- 
pansion of credit, and the facilities to obtain money which 
were thrown‘upon the trading community. by the ‘bank, 
and the bank calling for payment at a time when the 
money could not be had, thus rendering the price of real 
estate merely nominal, and of scarcely no value in the 
payment of debts. 

The farmers and country traders who had been induced 
to make loans at this branch on better terms, as they sup- 
posed, than could be had at the local banks, fared little 
Petter from the treatment of this branch. Loans were of- 
fered them, the least favorable terms of which were a 
-renewal, every four. months, with payment of instalments 
‘of ten’per cent. The understanding was that these terms 
should:not-be changed. Ata-time of the greatest scarcity, 
the. president issued his cireular to the debtors of the 
branch, requiring a renewal of the notes. every two months, 
and the payment.of twenty per cent. on the original sum 
at each renewal. From 50,000 to 100,000 dollars in spe- 
cie, drawn in the course of a few weeks, was transmitted 
for. safe keeping to the friends of the manager of the bank, 
who-wanted money at the capital of a neighboring State. 
This.withdrawal, at that time, contributed to accelerate 
the absolute ruin of many persons who were. possessed of 

~ property enough, if time had been given them, to dis- 
charge: all their-debts, and have a moderate capital left. 
The effects of.these speculations were likewise felt in the 
ruin-of men of moderate property in the interior, whose 
estates were-Sacrificed at the sheriff’s sales for one-third 
ot one-fourth: of their value: eae ey s 
” Since that time, and so long:as:the head.remained who 
maltreated the citizens, the branch bank at Portsmouth 

“was scarcely able to do sufficient business, with all its ca- 

_pital-and deposites, to pay its own expenses:.and some of 
‘the principal business men, to this day, draw their pro- 
missory notes payable at any bank at Portsmouth, except- 
ing tbe branch of the United States’ Bank. 

These facts, in themselves of small consequence to 
_-those.who are in the habit of doing business by tens and 
“hundreds of thousands, will serve to illustrate what, by 

possibility, may be the fate of those at the South and West, 
who.have-recently been so liberally accommodated with 
-Joans by the United States’ Bank. - Should they be called 
“oùsüddenly to pay at one-and the same time, and the call 
-will-be-madé-at no. time so likely as when there is a scar- 
seity of funds, :their. situation may be :no better than that 
of those T have described. i ; f 


$ 


passed beyond the usual time of adjournment—we have 
perhaps done some things which we ought not to have 
done, and we have left undone other things which we 
ought to have done: nay, some pressing subjects are be- 
fore us, involving the highest welfare of the whole people, 
and perhaps the existence of the Union itself. “Why are 
these subjects made to give way to that which is now be- 
fore us? ‘Why is the recharter of the Bank of the United 
States, which has four years yet to run, and six years to 
‘wind up its affairs, pressed upon us with so much perti- 
nacity? as 

On the subject of renewing the charter of the bank, the 
people are altogether taken by surprise. When the elec- 
tions of those composing the present Congress took place, 
there was no expectation by the peuple that this Congress 
would act on this subject. And what right, I would ask, 
have we to legislate fox those who are to come after us? If 


‘the Legislature of a State were now to elect a person to 


fill the place of any Senator whose term of service expires 
four years hence, would not such an act be justly regard- 
ed as an act of usurpation? ** Sufficient for the day isthe 
evil thereof: and if we must have fastened upon. this 
Government an irresponsible institution, controlling not 
only the whole currency of the country, but controlling 
the purse of the Government--if we must be bound hand 


„and foot hereafter, as we are. now bound by this bank— 


let us put on the chains when the day and hour arrives: 
until that time, let us burden the people with no more 
than one set of manacles. i 

Mr. BENTON then took the floor in opposition to the 
bill. He stated what were the motives which induced 
him to move his resolution last session, on the subject of 
the bank. He expressed the anxiety he had felt to bring 
the public mind to bear on the subject; for he did not 
speak with a view to change the opinions of any Senator, 
but merely to go abroad to the people. He expected that 
the people would come forward, in case this bill should 
pass, to instruct their representatives to adopt a different 
course. If that instruction should, however, be to con- 
firm what the Senate were about to do, he would yield 
his place to another. Mr. B. here gave way for the mo- 
tion, and . 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate now adjourn. 

The CHAIR decided that the yeas had it, but a recount 
was demanded; and the yeas and nays being demanded, 
the question was taken, and decided as follows: 

‘YEAS.—Messrs, Benton, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, 
Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Man- 
gum, Marcy, Miller, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Troup, 


| White.--19. 


NAYS.——Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, John- 
ston, Knight, Naudain, , Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man,’ Webster, Wilkins. —24. ; 

. Mr. BENTON then resumed his observations, stating 
that-he had prepared himself for this result, by going out, 
and taking a slight dinner. He proceeded to oppose the 
renewal of the charter. ; 

After Mr. B. had spoken three-quarters of an hour, he 

ave way for a motion for adjournment; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


SATURDAY, JUNE 9. 
PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIER.’ 


Mr. TIPTON, in accordance with the notice given by 
him on Friday, rose to ask leave to introduce a bill to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to raise five 
companies of rangers for the protection -of the North- 
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western frontier of the United States. He said, I am fully 
aware, sir,.that the Senate hag no desire to listen to dis- 
cussion upon any subject: nor would I now obtrude my- 
self upon their notice, were it not for the deep interest I 
feel in the passage of the bill I have had the honor toin- 
troduce. But it would be:criminal in me to keep my seat 
in silence when the property and the lives-of those whom 
I have the honor in part to repfésent on this floor are in 
jeopardy. ; 4 = : Pot 

The. bill proposes to authorize the President of the 

United States to raise. five handed mounted riflemen to 
protect the Northwestern: frontier—-this description of 
troops being better suited to a border warfare than’ an 
other. ; 
. The measure is proposed as well to protect those of the 
Indians who wish to remain friendly, as to defend the 
whites, and to chastise the hostile bands of those savages 
who hover on our borders, ready to strike a blow when- 
ever the opportunity may offer. s 

It may be objected to on the ground ‘that we have al- 
ready an army to protect us. It is true, sir, we have an 
army of four thousand men: one-fourth of this force is 
stationed on the seaboard, and the remainder occupy the 
numerous garrisons from Maine to Arkansas. We cannot 
collect them, in case of an emergency, ata given point, in 
any reasonable time. Noman can have greater confidence 
in the skill and courage of our army than I have—-none 
would confide more implicitly in their ability to defend us 
against an invading foe, were that foe a civilized one. But 
the service of which I speak requires the description of 
troops that [now propose. The Indian is here to-day and 
gone to-morrow; and the only trace of his presence is 
misery, bloodshed, and tears. If you call upon your army 
to protect us, before they arrive at their destined point, 
the enemy has disappeared. 

But it may be asked, why not mounta part of the army, 

under the conduct of their own officers? Sir, there are 
two reasons: the officers of the army are, for the most 
part, unacquainted with the country, and with the habits 
and mode of warfare of the enemy. They are many of 
them young men, acquainted with the theory but not with, 
the practice of war. This service requires practical men, 
acquainted with the Indians and their habits. It requires 
men who, like our Western hunters, have been raised 
with the rifle in their hand; who ride through the immense 
forests of our country with as much ease as others upon a 
plain and level road; who shoot with an unerring and.cer- 
tain aim; and who are, in every respect, eminently quali- 
fied for the duty proposed by this bill. 
t The inhabitants of the frontier would have more confi- 
dence in being defended by. their fathers, husbands, and 
brothers, many of whom are experienced in this kind of 
warfare, und who are emphatically of themselves, than by 
comparative strangers. Would you shorten this war that 
is now raging on our frontier, raise this troop. Five hun. 
dred men, led by an officer suited to this service, are suffi- 
cient, after the first struggle shall have been decided, to 
march through the Indian country from Lake Michigan to 
the Mississippi. 

To discomfit the Indians, you must make rapid marches, 
carry the war into the heart of their country, and compel 
them to seek shelter for their women and children in the 
swamps and marshes. Large bodies move slowly. A 
portion of your army is now on Rock river. Of their 
movements nothing has been heard for some days. The 
Ind.ans are breaking up the settlemerits, and driving in 
the inhabitants south of them, and in the neighborhood 
of Galena, in the north. Move your army south, and the 
Indians fly before them, and murder at other points, un- 
less our militia defend the frontier. . 

On the score of economy, it is better and cheaper to 
raise the troop proposed, tlian to attempt to defend the 


‘preserve a permanent peace, 


‘of the savdgé irritated by defeat, 


will not amount to 200,000 dollars, while morethan: that 
surn“has already been appropriated for this stimmer’s:cam-_ 
paign aldne, and will probably be insufficient to meet the 
object. If: you wish; after the -present war is’ ended, to 
i it willbe indispensably ne- 
cessary to kéep up an armed force, continually patrolling 
upon the border, to prevent the breaking out of the malice 
4 arid. awaiting’ only an 
Indeed, until’ s 


opportunity to` wreak “his revenge’ i 
changé is made in our Indian relations, we'will bë oblig 
to support a military forcé in the neighborhood. ~ And 
all kinds this is the most adapted. to the duty required of 
it.. T will not allow myself to-believe that the Senate will - 


jcount and compare the value of afew dollars with thé 


lives of their own citizens. . Remember, sir, I ask your 
aid, whilst the blood of our women, and the blood of our 
infants, isscarcely yet cold upon the ground. In the midst 
of our danger and distress, we make this appeal to the 
liberality and justice of Congress, and I do it in the fullest 
confidence that we will not be denied. ` . $ 

Sir, were the Union invaded, who more willing to rush 
to the point of danger, than the men of the West? They 
have poured. out their blood like water; and will you not 
now afford them the aid they ask’ Furnish us but the means; 
and my fe for it, sir, my constituents are fully able to 
meet. any emergency, and tó brave any danger. But 
you must let us fight under our owh officers, and in our 
own way. 

The bill was then read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs? 


ALEXANDRIA AQUEDUCT. 


On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill for the benefit of the Alexan- 
dria Canal Company. Mr. C. made some..explanation as 
to the situation of Alexandria, and, her strong claims on 
the attention and liberality of Congress., ; ; 

Mr. SMITH thought the aqueduct. asked for by Alex- 
andria should be accompanied by a free bridge; and that 
this shauld be a substitute forthe long bridge. He main- 
tained that the right of General Mason to his ferry ought 
not to be violated without compensation. Mr. 8. moved 
to amend the bill, by increasing the appropriation to 
130,000 dollars, and by inserting a provision, reserving 
space for and erecting a free bridge. 

Mr. WEBSTER ‘said that General Mason would of 
course be indemnified, but objected to couple this matter 
with the Alexandria bill. $ y inia 

Mr. CHAMBERS objected to any amendment at. this 
stage of the session, but expressed a disposition to give 
every attention to-Georgetown.at.a proper time. ; 

The bill and amendment were then laid- on the table 
till Monday, and the amendment was. ordered to be 
printed. TE 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
to modify and continue the act to incorporate the sub- 
scribers to the Bank of the United States. Dg ee 

Mr. BENTON resumed the remarks, in. opposition to` 
the engrossment of. the bill, which he commenced on. the 
preceding day. He stated that the establishment of the 
United States’ Bank had been followed by injurious conse- 
quences to the South and the West; and to prove this, he 
adverted to the instructions issued by the bank to the 
branches of the South and the West. . He quoted the lan- 
guage of a distinguished statesman, that the year 1816 
would constitute an era, that it was the most ‘disastrous 
period in our. history, as it had given birth to those twin 
monsters, the bank and an ultra tarif. He considered the 
bank. and tariff as one and indissoluble; and held that the 
death warrant of the South and West had issued from the 
institution when the circular instructions were sent abroad. 


frontier with militia. One year’s pay for this battalion | He characterized the board of directors asa central power, 
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: . Monnay, Jung il. 4 
. `° x THE PENSION LAW. an 
On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the joint resolution 

offered by Mr. WILKINS, to transfer to the Secretary of 

War.the duties imposed. by the pension bill on the Secre- 

tary of the Treasury, was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CHAMBERS‘ then advertéd to the. practice of the 
department to. put the most ‘rigid constructions on the 
pension laws, and that these constructions are somewhat 
similar to those which are upon.the laws in favor of erimi- 
nals in cases which are highly penal.. He stated thatthe 
bill which bad lately passed. was a supplement to the act 
of.1818, which provided for certain officers, &c. speci- 
fied; but that the supplementary bill had omitted to ìn- 
clude within its provisions all the officers belonging to the 
hospital department and. on the medical staff. He stated, 
further, that one of his colléagues in.the other. House had. 
assured him that, under the rigid practice of the depart- 
ment, this class of officers. would be considered as not 
entitled to. the benefit ofthe law. He therefore proposed 
to amend the resolution by adding a clause to the follow- 
ing effect: nat Ge 

“ And that, in the execution of the said act, all officers 
in the ‘hospital department and on the medical staff be 
considered as being as fully within the meaning of the said 
act, as of officers of the hue.” i. 

Mr. WILKINS requested the reading of a paper ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on Pensions by 
the ch.ef clerk of the Pens.on Office, exhibiting the in- 
convenience whiéh resulted from the petitions being filed 
in one department, and the papers in another. 

Mr. FOOT said a few words against the change, and 
corrected the statement that this new bill was a supple- 
Ment tu the act of 1818. It was a supplement to the law 
vf 1828. He moved a substitute to the amendment pro- 
posed, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to permit 
ihe withdrawal of the papers of petitioners. 

After some few words in explanation, Mr, MANGUM 
moved to coinmit the resolution to the Committee on Pen- 
sous, Which was negatived+-yeas 14. ` 

Some conversation then took place ona suggestion from 
Mr. FORSYTH to take away trom the amendment the 
authority for the appleants themselves to withdraw their 
papers. i 

“rhe amendment of Mr. Foor. was negatived; that of 
Mr. Campers agreed to; and the resolution ordered to a 
third reading. : 


acting and deciding insecret, and whose decisions were only 
known by their disastrous operation on the community. 
_. He contended, that the public deposites “in the United 
States’ Bank would by. October next amount to twenty 
millions, -and.that all:the statements made as to the diminu- 
‘ton of the -public deposites were fallacious. . The hos- 
tility of the bank to thè rapid, payment of the public debt, 
he said, was evidenced by its course in.the South and the 
West; and -its enmity to an. administration which was se- 
dulously applying itself to the payment ‘of the debt, was 
equally apparent. ‘The orders of the bank to change the 
loans in. the South and West into domestic bills of ex- 
change, hé considered to-be sufficient proof of this en- 
mnity... This mode of coercing the debtors of the bank, he 
ascribed to. a desire to exact usurious interest. He charg- 
ed the bank with adopting the aristocraticaland oppressive 
practices of the Bank of England; and was desirous that 
Congress should wait three or- four years. longer: before 
they renewed the charter, in order to see how these prac- 
tices would result. .He stated that a pilgrimage to Phila- 
delphia to raise. money was just as common, and just. as 
necessary to. obtain capital, asa pilgrimage to Mecca was 
to save the soul of a Mahometan. He wished that, if the 
country-was to have a. bank, it would be an. independent 
one. He thought the West ought to be freed from the 
‚pressure of an institution which bore it down to the earth, 
for the purpose. of enriching another section. of the Union. 
He called on all who had been at New Orleans, and all 
who drank the waters‘of the West, to step forward and 
rescue New Orleans from the grasp of a foreign Power, 
which was about to plunge her into ruin. r 
[in the course of the remarks of Mr, Bexrtox, a message 
was received from the House of Representatives, commu, 
nicating an amendment made to the. bil from the Senate 
to substitute mounted volunteers for infantry. on ` the 
_ Northwestern frontier. | The amendment strikes out the 
original bill, and authorizes the Pres dent to raise any num- 
ber of mounted volunteers, not to exceed 1,109 men, &c. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the amendment; when 
oMt. CLAY remarked that it was certainly an-extraor- 
dinary citctimstance, that, in the present state of our North- 
western frontier, there had been no: movement on the part 
of the Executive; but that the Senate obtained all the in- 
formation it had on the subject from a member rising here, 
and another member rising there, in his places a 
The: message was, on motion of Mr. WEBSTER, laid 
on the table.] : 
` Mr. GRUNDY then moved the indefinite postponement 
of the bank bill; and, ` 
"The question-being taken” thereon, it was decided as 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


On motion of Mr. DICKERSON, the Senate took up 
the bill to repeal in part the duties on imports--yeus 21, 
nays 16. ; $ : 

Mr: DICKERSON then stated that his object was to 
offer an amendment to the bill, and to move for the print- 
mg of that amendment, and then to lay the bill again ọn 
the table, úntilthe senate should be disposed to take it up. 
He then moved to strike out all the first section of the bill, 
after the word ‘cocoa,’ and to insert a new Classification - 
of articles, which he sent to the Chair. 

The amendment hating been read, was ordered to be 
printed. 5 

Mr. TAZEWELL then said that he had been opposed 
to taking up the bill at this time, because he had wished 
to offer an amendment which he had been for some time 
preparing, and which he wished to offer, to be sent to the 
printing shop, to the Senate, to the world, or any where 
else. Al that he had as yet been able to accomplish, was 
to prepare a rough draught of a bill, which would exhi- 
bit the principles which he thought should be adopted in 
order to fix the revenue of the country on a basis on 
which he deemed it to-be practicable to place it. The 
principles might, in the first place, be examined, and the 
Senate might afterwards go into the consideration of the 


fotows: ©, . 
YEAS,.—Messrs.. Benton, Bibb, Brown,. Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
Whiter20. A e a te S S p o 
NAYS:——Messis. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Frelmghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins; Robinson, 
Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, 
Webster, Wilkins.--24, $ : 
_ ‘The question was taken on the engrossment of the bill 
` for a third reading, and decided in the affirmative, as fol- 
lows: Ae x ‘ 
“ -YEAS.=-Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 


Messrs... Benton, - Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, 
‘Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hli, Kane, King, | 
ý, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler,- 
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details. If the Senate should decide that the principles 
of his bill were correct, they would then proceed to con- 
sider the details which he should be prepared at a proper 
time to offer. Should the principles presented by his bill 
be repudiated by the Senate, there would be no necessity 
for touching the details. He. stated that he was engaged 
in the preparation of some schedules embracing the.de- 
tails of the bill. . a 

The proposition was then received informally in the 
shape of an amendment to the amendment. V 

Mr. CLAY expressed his hope that the proposition 
would be received by the Senate. He was glad to find 
that the gentleman from Virginia had devoted a portion 
of his time to thisemployment. He hoped the gentleman 
would proceed in bis work, prepare his schedules, and 
furnish them to the Senate, that they might be printed, 
and, at a proper time, receive the consideration of the 
Senate. He would refrain from any observations, at this 
time, on the subject of the principles of the bill. He 
should be pleased, however, to see, in an authentic and 
responsible form, the views of every individual Senator, 
and, were it possible, of every member of the House of 
Representatives, in order that the whole might be consi- 
dered together, and that the good might be extracted, 
and incorporated into a bill. 

Mr. WEBSTER hoped that it would be understood 
that the schedules in preparation were also to be printed, 
as they might be furnished by the gentleman from Vir- 
zinia. 

The CHAIR replied that it would be so understood. 

The amendments were then ordered to be printed; and 
the bill was then laid on the table. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The bill to modify and continue the act to incorporate 
the subscribers to the Bank of the United States was read 
a third time. 

The question being on its passage, 

Mr. WEBSTER asked for the yeas and nays on this 
question, and they were ordered. 

Mr. MANGUM then spoke briefly in exposition of the 
reasons which would compel him to vote against the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

‘rhe question was then taken, and decided as follows: 

YUAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, 
peace ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 

kins. 28. 

NAYS.~-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White. --20. 

On his name being called, 

Mr. DALLAS said that, being called to vote on the 
passage of the bill, he felt it to be his duty to make a 
brief statement to the Senate. He had been returned to 
the Senate on the list of stockholders, as holding a part of 
the stock in the bank. As soon as he found that this sub- 
ject would come in for discussion, he had directed the 
stock which he held in the institution to be sold. It had 
been sold, he had received the amount of the sales, and 
had no longer any interest in the bank. 

On his name being called, 

Mr. S{LSBEE said thathe perceived his name on the 
list of stockholders. He had disposed of his stock be- 
fore this question came before Congress, and was no longer 
interested in the institution. 

On his name being called, 

Mr. WEBSTER said that he had seen his name on the 
list of the returns; but that the insertion was altogether a 

mistake of the clerk at the bank in Philadelphia. 


Vor. VILT.--68 


The bill was then passed, and sent to the other House 
for concurrence. ie 


ALEXANDRIA CANAL COMPANY, 


On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill for the benefit of the Alexan- 
dria Canal Company. Be eee eee aS oh E eee 

The question pending being on. the ‘motion of Mr. 
Snirru to insert the word “thirty” after: the words 
«Sone hundred,” increasing the appropriation:to 130,000 
dollars; and to insert after the provision for an aqueduct, 
the words “fand sixteen feet on each side thereof for a 
free bridge.” 

Mr. FORSYTH asked for the yeas and nays on this 
question. ` . 

Some discussion took place on the subject of the amend- 
ment, when, on motion of Mr. HAYNE, the question was 
divided, and the order for the yeas and nays on the first 
branch, the insertion of the word ‘‘thirty,” being with- 
drawn, the motion was negatived. : 

The question being then on the motion to insert the 
words in reference to the free bridge, 

The amendment was advocated by Mr. FORSYTH and 
Mr. HAYNE; and opposed by Mr. CLAY, Mr. MILLER, 
Mr. TYLER, Mr. FOOT, and Mr. CHAMBERS. 

The amendment was advocated on the ground that the 
aqueduct would be injurious to the interests of George- 
town, and destructive to the rights of General Mason in 
his ferry; and that the only consideration which George- 
town could receive in return was in the form of a free 
bridge for her benefit. i 

It was replied that Alexandria had not received her 
share in the distribution of the funds received by the 
Government from the sales of public lands within the 
District, and that she oùght to be gratified in this her first 
application to Congress for aid; that the opposition of 
Georgetown to the measure was ill-timed and unkind; and 
that the rights of General Mason in the ferry would be 
protected. It was further declared that there. was no 
disposition on the part of Alexandria to injure George- 
town, or to interfere with the rights of General Mason; 
and a pledge was given by Alexandria that she would at 
any time permit a free bridge to be built on the piers of 
the aqueduct, and that any injury to the owner of the ferry 
would be equitably adjusted. ' 

it was then explained by Mr. CLAY, in compliance 
with a suggestion from the authorities of Georgetown, 
that. there was no opposition intended to the wishes of 
Alexandria. 

Mr. CLAY complimented the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Tyrxen] and the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Mitzenj on their union with him on this question of 
internal improvement; and expressed a hope that they 
would extend their new feelings beyond the District. In 
reference to the protests against the system, he related an 
anecdote, in substance as follows: 

After a certain message of a late President of the Unit- 
ed States, about the year 1825, which, with a great deal of 
eloquence, enforced the propriety of a system of internal 
improvements, there was a great deal of alarm excited 
through the ancient dominion of Virginia on the subject 
of this official document. Some. of those gentlemen who 
participated in this alarm, were deputed to wait on Mr. 
Jefferson, and to ask his advice how they should act in 
this emergency, in this melancholy condition to which the: 
commonwealth had been reduced. After they had set 
forth their complaints, and their desire that he would 
advise them how. to act--‘‘ why,” said Mr. Jefferson, 
“Pll tell you.” They had talked about protests, resohi- 
tions, &c. -**]’Il tell you,” said Mr. Jefferson-—‘ make a 
protest! make a solemn protest! and then get as much of 
the money as you can. se 

The yéas and nays were then ordered on the second 
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Indian War: 


YEAS:-~Messrs. Forsyth, Hayne, Hill, Marcy, Smith, 
Tipton, Waggaman.—-7. 

NAYS.~-Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clay; Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, 
Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Holmes, John- 
ston, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Nau- 
dain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Troup, 
Tyler, Webster, White, Wilkins.—-39. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading—yeas 38, 
nays. > : 


: INDIAN WAR. 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the message of the House of Representatives, 
communicating the amendment of that body, authorizing 
the President of the United States to receive into the ser- 
vice of the United States’ volunteers, for the protection of 
the Northwestern frontier, not to exceed ten companies. 

Mr, CLAY then withdrew the motion which he had 
made on Saturday to recommit the bill. 

Mr. TIPTON then rose to move some amendments 
which he thought would obviate the difficulty that had 
arisen. He said the bill now before the Senate, as amended 
by the House, provides for raising one thousand gun men 
to protect the Northwestern frontier against the Indians. 
He would have been satisfied with the bill as it was, for 
he was anxious to stop the effusion of blood, and the de- 
struction of property, in the frontier country. Some Se- 
nators object to the number of men to be raised, some to 
their term of service, and others to the discretionary 
power vested in the President. Ona former occasion he 
had stated that five hundred men were competent to the 
service, if led by an officer suited to the-occasion. This 
was still his opinion; but, yielding to the wishes of the 
representative from Illinois, for whose opinion he had 
great respect, he had left the number blank. Some Se- 
nators have said to the friends of this measure, agree 
among’ yourselves, and we will vote with you for any sum 
that is required. In order to settle this matter, and pro- 
cure the prompt action of Congress, I now propose, said 
Mr. T., to amend the amendment, by asking for five hun- 
dred men, to serve one year, to be commanded by one 
major and a suitable number of platoon officers, to be 
appointed ‘by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. He had no fear of the discretion- 
ary power vested in the President. The President knew 
too. well what was due to a suffering people, and to his 
own fame, and he had given too many pledges of fidelity 
to his country, now to err in regard to conducting an In- 
dian war. “Pass this ‘bill with the amendment, and, in 
thirty days from the day the President signs it, a sufficient 
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etrated. . 

Those who have not lost their lives have lost their pro- 
perty, and the opportunity of making bread for this sea- 
son. Another letter informed him that there was not 
bread enough in the country to serve the people ten days. 
The Indian has struck his blows, and will lhe close and 
conceal himself until our militia return from their expe- 
dition. 

At the approach of autumn, when the settlers, driven 
by necessity, return to recover their property, and to put 
in winter grain for the next crop, unless we have an 
armed force there, this war will be renewed. 

And, sir, said Mr. T., will you then expect us to renew 
this application next year to Congress with another 
mournful list of murders? If you do, you are, perhaps, 
mistaken. Let me tell you what will be done! 

There are about five thousand one hundred Indians 
in Indiana, and in Hinois eight thousand six hundreds 
we are neighbors, cannot agree, and are now at war. 
You must separate us by removing these Indians out of 
these States, or you may be sure, sir, that we will exter- 
minate them. From this war, and this danger, the Me- 
nominees and a part of the Pottawatamies are exempt. 
If you will send the foree which we want, it can, if under 
judicious officers, protect the white people and the friend- 
ly Indians until all the Indian tribes are removed from our 
vicinity. 

This is no tariff bill to talk, and write, and threaten 
about, and put off until next year. It comes home to our 
business and bosoms: our wives and our little ones—our 
allare at stake. We cannot, we will not, delay. Let 
me entreat gentlemen, whatever they do, to do it quickly. 
it is better for us that you should this day, before the 
Western mail goes out, decide. Denial is better for us 
than delay. When you tell us no, you must defend 
yourselves—we cannot spare the money--the tariff wil 
not be modified--we dread giving the President this 
power--there are but few Indians at war—-your men, now 
out, will watch the Black Hawk until he starves; then, 
sir, we understand you. Understanding, then, sir, we 
know what todo. Iam no prophet; but I would not be 
surprised if all the Indians from Tippecanoe to the Mis- 
sissippi should be exterminated before the end of one 
year. Sir, it is our duty, in self-defence; to do this; and, 
after itis done, let me not be told, you Western people 
are savages; you murdered the poor Indians. Do gen-' 
tlemen expect us to beg the lives of our families upon our 
knees? Itis not in our nature; we cannot, we will not, 
doit. Congress will adjourn in a few days; and when we 
return to our people, and tell them that we have done all 
in our power to procure men for their defence, and have 
failed, then, sir, our constituents know what to do, and 
upon you, not upon us, be the charge of what follows; 


force will be on the frontier, and of that description of for these wars will be brought to a close in the shortest 


“plan? He Wers‘are united to the service; while they 
are out, the frontiers will be protected. But these men 


livè by their own industry, and cannot remain long in the | 


possible way. ` It is proper that I should state that I have 
conversed with the Secretary of War, and that he ap- 
proves raising this corps. 1 wrote to him, but he is absent, 
or 1 would have had a letter to submit to the Senate upon 
the subject. 

I am opposed, continued Mr. T., to popular elections 
of military officers. They create much difficulty, and 
are subversive of military discipline. When an officer 
is charged with an expedition, and directed to take his 
men to a certain point, and do a certain thing, he is re- 
sponsible for the execution of the order. Can he say to 
this man, go there, to another stay here, if he is election: 
eering with them? Military service requires power to 
enforce discipline if you will make it efficient. The Pre- 
sident knows this. He has been embarrassed by these 
things in his campaign. 1 confide in him that he will not 


‘appoint ‘cadets from West Point, nor bar room clerks 


and counterhoppers to command our men. No, sir, he 
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will ask the honorable. Senators from Illinois or Missouri 
who is competent to.command; who will your people 
confide in? And he will appoint men who are recom- 
mended by the representatives from the States in danger. 
‘As to the organization of the corps, Mr. T. said he wished 
it to form a part of the army~-the officers to be commis- 
sioned for three years—the men enlisted for one year, un- 
less sooner discharged; and the law to remain in force 
three years. His object was to avoid popular militia, by 
creating a permanent and efficient corps to maintain the 
peace of the frontiers. i ti 

Mr. KANE was opposed to adopting the amendments 
of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Tieton] their discus- 
sion would create delay; nor would thè measure be so 
expeditious; and, for expedition’s sake, he would take the 
amendment as it came from the House. 

Mr. HENDRICKS said he was in favor of the amend. 
ment by the Senator from Indiana, and that he had a few 
words to say, chiefly applicable to filling the blank, 
should the amendment proposed be adopted.’ The bill, 
as it originally passed the Senate, proposed the mounting 
of a corps of infantry for the protection of our inland 
frontier. It had no reference to the recent troubles of 
the Northwest, but had its origin in a belief, entertained 
for years past, that this description of troops was better 
suited to the service in that quarter than infantry on foot. 

This bill had been modelled in the House of Represent- 
atives, in direct reference to the Indian war now raging 
between the Mississippi and Lake Michigan, and proposed 
as a substitute the raising of one thousand gun men, volun- 
teers, corps organized, or to be organized, as the Presi- 
dent might direct; to continue in service, or be dismissed 
from it, as his discretion might see fit. The amendments 
proposed, said Mr. H., look not so much to the present 
crisis, as to the permanent defence of the country, and 
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Mr. H. further remarked that all the objections to the 
proposed amendment could, in his opinion, be readily 
answered. It had been said that the raising of rangers 
would be a measure of delay, and that the volunteers 
proposed by the amendment of the House were already 
in the field.. We had been urged in favor of the bill as 
itcame from the House, by.considerations of the present 
emergency on the frontier. He, for. one, did not feel 
himself legislating for the present emergency at all; that 
emergency had, in all probability, before. this,.passed away. 
The Indians were no doubt dispersed, and sheltered in the 
deep forests of the Northwest; and if this were not now 
the fact, it would be so long before any troops we could 
raise by the bill could be brought into the field. For the 
present emergency, there were already too many troops 
in the field, more than could be employed; they were in 
each other’s way; and the greatest difficulty they would 
feel, would be the want of supplies. Communications 
from the seat of war had told us that four thousand 
Ulinois militia were already there, and that this number 
was daily increasing. The militia from the western coun- 
ties of Indiana had also marched to the point of danger. 
He had seen a letter this morning, informing that the 
Governor of Indiana had ordered a brigadier general, 
with his whole command, to repair to the frontier, if, in 
his opinion, such force might be necded. ee 

We have even heard of movements of the militia in the 
State of Ohio. It was idle to suppose that the first emer- 
gency could be aided by the bill now before the Senate. 
There were, or had been, probably five men in the service 
where one was needed. This was creditable to the militia 
of the new States. It was a part of their history, that 
they simultaneously repair, en masse, to the: point of 
danger. ee oes 

Sir, said Mr. H., in voting upon the measure now be- 


contemplate a corps of mounted rangers on the model of|fore the Senate, 1 feel myself called upon to provide an 


those employed on the frontier during the late war. This 
latter purpose, said Mr. H., I approve, and believe the 
latter description of troops decidedly the best adapted to 
the service, and the most efficient that can be called into 
it. This was the testimony, he believed, uniformly given 
in favor of these corps during that war, from the frontiers 
of the Ohio to the Mississippi river. These troops were 
more active, energetic, more rapid in their movements, 
and as brave as any others that have heretofore ever been 
employed in the service. They were, indeed, citizen 
soldiers, having all the advantages of discipline, and all 
the interests of the country concentrated upon them. It 
was his opinion that so much better were these corps 
suited tu the defence against Indians, that five hundred of 
them would be better than the one thousand proposed by 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. He 
wished this corps to be organized as the bill proposed, 
to be made. a corps of the army, officered as the rangers 
were the last war; and this could be done, as it then was, 
either by arbitrary appointments of the President and Se- 
nate, or by selections of the officers on the part of the 
companics, these selections being afterwards sanctioned 
by the appointing power; for in both ways were the com- 
panies of rangers officered during the war. He would 
also pay these troops as they have been heretofore paid; 
would give them one dollar per day, and require them to 
find their own rations, clothing, and horses. He would, 
at a proper time, move to fill the blank with six hundred, 
with a view of their being organized into six companies, 
which would, in his opinion, after the present crisis should 
pass away, be abundantly sufficient for the protection and 
tranquillity of our whole exposed frontier. The officers 
would be continued in the service as long as the service 
might need them. The men would be enlisted for one 


efficient corps for the protection of tranquillity on the 
frontier. Such force he thought necessary, although the 
recent speck of war should have wholly disappe«red; 
for it would be recollected that the recent disturbances 
have not been the first which, within the last few years, 
have been excited by these tribes on the Upper Mississippi. 
They repair yearly to Malden and Fort Drummond, and 
receive large presents from the British, and feel that they 
have a resting place without the limits of. the. United 
States. Future hostilities may be expected from them. 
This their past history, as well as their present feelings, 
induces us to expect; and for this state of things it was 
our duty to provide’ six hundred men, organized into six 
companies. Two companies to be raised in each of the 
States, Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri, mounted and kept 
in motion, would be a sufficient protection: for the whole 
line of our exposed frontier. 

Mr. HAYNE said the present difficulty in which they 
found themselves involved, was owing to neglect in 
not being furnished with any plan necessary to be pur- 
sued, or any official information by the Executive or pub- 
lic officers of the Government. Thus, in the.absence of 
such knowledge, different propositions were suggested by 
various members, as each thought would be best adapted 
for his own part of the States, and the House and the Senate 
could not decide on the conflicting opinions. The only me- 
thod, then, was for those lke him, who were not familiar 
with these affairs, to compare those different projects, and 
to form their opinions accordingly. He had formed his 
opinion, as far as he was able to judge, and he preferred 
the bill introduced on Friday by the Senator from Indiana 
to the present measure. 

Mr. BENTON denied that there was any negligence on 
the part of the Government. Measures which the exi- 


year, unless sooner discharged; and whenever it should! gency of the case required, had long since been put into 


be thought advisable, the whole corps, officers and men, ! 


could be instantly disbanded. 


execution, and were now in successful operation. 
Mr. BUCKNER stated his views of the description of 
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men he thought best fitted for such defensive operations 
against the Indians. -Those who were most familiar with 
the. peculiarities of the Indians, from residence on the 
spot, wére best adapted to defeat their incursions. He 
would prefer that they should be mounted on their own 
property; they then had an object of care different from 
what it otherwise would be if the property of the public. 
He also thought that loungers in garrisons, from want of 
“practice in riding through forests-and over a rough coun- 
try, were, of all others, the most likely to be bad riders. 
In scouring the forests, necessary in Indian warfare, they 
would be of little or no avail; first would go their bridles, 
next their stirrups, then their trappings, accoutrements 
to their saddlebags, or, probably, what might be termed 
their Yankee wallets. Of what use, he would then ask, 
could such troopsbe? He would prefer to those regulars 
the inhabitants of the spot, if properly organized—men to 
whom ‘such difficulties were familiar—men who could 
climb the rocky mountains, and fear not the toil—men to 
whom the swamp, the. prairie, or the flood, presented no 
fears—-men who required no guides to direct their path in 
the profound obscurity of the night, or to penetrate the 
forest in its darkest gloom. =~ 

After some further remarks from Mr. ROBINSON, 
Mr. TIPTON, and Mr. FOOT, the first amendment 
having been read, 

Mr. BENTON stated that the bill introduced by the 
Senator from Indiana was under the consideration of the 
Military Committee, of which they would soon report. In 
order to gain information on the measure under discus- 
sion from the War Department, he would move that the 
bill, with the several amendments, be, for the present, laid 
on the table, and the information acquired he would com- 
municate, if possible, on the following day. 

The motion was carried; when 

The Senate adjourned. 


. l Turspar, June 12, 
* NEW YORK RESOLUTIONS—THE TARIFF. 


Mr. DUDLEY presénted certain resolutions adopted at 
a meeting of citizensin the city af New York, recommend- 
ing concessions on the subject of the tariff; and‘moved to 
lay them on the table, and print them. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that these resolutions came to the 
Senate under the authority of the most respectable names. 
They were represented, and no doubt truly, to have been 
passed at a very numerous assemblage of citizens, called 
by a notice signed by highly respectable names, and were 
introduced to the consideration of that assemblage by a 
speech highly proper for the occasion, by an able and 
most excellent man. But however commendable in their 
spirit and temper, the resolutions, he feared, were too 
general in their scope and character to be valuable 
guides through the arduous duties which lay before Con- 
gress. They recommend a spirit of accommodation, of 
conciliation, of compromise. Now this is exactly such a 
spirit, said Mr. W., as we all profess, ourselves, and as 
most of us, in my opinion, really and sincerely feel. But 
the question is a very complex one: itinvolvesa deep and 
important principle, and it involves also very great diffi- 
culties of detail. If this most respectable meeting, or 
any other, could tell us what that is which could be given 
up, without ruin or extreme injury to those concerned, 
and which, if given up, would produce the satisfaction 
so much to be desired, they would, by so doing, render 
Congress a most useful service. 

What are those plain and obvious principles, by a re- 
gard to which, on questions of this kind, discontents may 
be allayed, and harmony restored? What is it that ‘shall 
be given up? Is: it-the. interest of the wool grower, or 
the mantifacturer of woollens, or the manufacturer of cot- 
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glass? Is it the hatter, the carriage maker, the shoe- 
maker, and other workers in leather? Which of them 
is willing to be sacrificed? - Or, if something be to be 
yielded, in respect to all and each of-them, how much is 
that'something? How much may be given up without 
affecting the means of living, and the necessary support 
of families? And, on the other hand, what degree of 
special protection, and in favor of what branches of in- 
dustry and labor, is to be fairly expected from those who 
are opposed to the principle of protection, as a principle? 
What and which are those exorbitant duties which it is so 
clear a dictate of duty to abandon? E 

As to the discontent which is to be appeased, and which 
no one is more disposed to see at rest than I am, can this 
meeting, or any meeting, inform us how far it is to be 
traced to any specific burden, pointed out, designated, 
and proved; or how far it results Fenn that which is matter 
of opinion, or general theory? If the laws complained 
of are unimportant, if they are connected with no great 
interests, then, indeed, on the strength .of the mere fact 
of existing discontents, they ought to be repealed; but if 
they are deeméd the essential supports of great interests, 
public and private, then the dissatisfaction which they 
cause, or are said to cause, should be candidly considered, 
its grounds carefully examined, to see how far they are 
real, and how far the general interest will permit their 
removal. 

I entirely approve, said Mr. W., the spirit of these 
resolutions; I commend their spirit of kindness and con- 
ciliation; above all, I commend the attachment manifested 
by them to the great and paramount object of regard—— 
the union of the States; but I am not quite willing that 
an opinion should be cherished abroad, that members of 
Congress, of any party, are wanting in a proper spirit of 
conciliation, or that what Congress most needs is a spirit 
of compromise. For his own part, Mr. W. said, he 
hardly failed to meet, at every turn, some gentleman who 
had a project for compromising all our difficulties. He 
thought there was no want of projects. In his opinion, 
the necessity of a steady system of policy; a regular ad- 
herence to what las been solemnly settled; a moderate 
but firm regard to the stability of property, to the main- 
tenance of those means of living on which the various 
classes of labor depend; caution not to agitate great and 
numerous interests to their very centre, by ill considered, 
though well intended efforts to allay excitement among 
other interests; these were topics, in regard to which, if 
in regard to any, Congress might be benefited by friendly 
admonition. ; 

The resolutions were ordered to be printed. 

PENSION LAW. 

The joint resolution directing that certain duties im- 
posed. by the pension bill on the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, be transferred to the Secretary of War, being 
taken up, 

Mr. FOOT protested against the passage of the reso- 
lution, and asked for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. 

On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, who also expressed 
some apprehension lest evil should result from the change 
contemplated by the resolution, as amended yesterday on 
the motion of Mr. Cuampens, the resolution was com- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. WILKINS, pursuant to notice, moved that the 
Senate take up the bill providing for satisfaction for claims 
due to American citizens for spoliations. 

Mr. TAZEWELL reminded the Senate that there was 
executive business of importance which required imme- 
diate action; and that he had been promised that when 
the bank bill should be disposed of, there would be no 
He there- 
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fore made a motion.to that effect; but the motion was out 
of order while the other question was pending. 

After some conversation on the subject, Mr. WILKINS. 
asked for the yeas and nayson his motion; which being 
taken, his motion was negatived; and, . 


On motion of Mr. TAZEWELL, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business. 


WeonespaY, June 13. 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS: 


Mr. CHAMBERS moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill relative to French spoliations pre- 
vious to the year 1800. 

Mr. MILLER asked for the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion; and expressed a hope that if the motion should be 
negatived to-day, this decision would be received as an 
indication of the indisposition of the Senate to act on the 
bill during the present session. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the question was 
put, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.——Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Wilkins.-—23. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Brown, Dickerson, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Robinson, Sprague, Tazewell, Tyler, Web- 
ster, White,-~19. 

So the Senate agreed to consider the bill. 

Mr. TAZEWHELL then rose to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. He 
stated his reasons to be, 1st, the importance of the subject 
under deliberation in executive session; and, 2dly, the 
length of time which this bil would consume if it were 
taken up. 1f gentlemen were disposed to protract the 
session to an indefinite extent, then, indeed, the bill 
might be taken up; but be had no hesitation in saying 
that the discussion of the question would occupy some 
weeks, 

Mr. SMITH expressed a disposition to take up the bill 
merely to hear the exposition of the views of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. WiLKr1xs} on the subject. 
The bill might then be laid on the table. 

Mr. CUAMBERS contended that there could be no 
great difficulty in understanding the character of these 
claims, and their justice. Of all people who had ever 
come before Congress, these were, in his opinion, the 
most entitled to an early settlement of their demands. In 
a very few hours the whole of the subject might be made 
clear to every one. It was his wish that applicants who 
had been here for thirty-two years might have the oppor- 
tunity of a hearing and adecision on their claims. lt was 
by no means his desire to throw any impediment in the 
way of the executive business. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that he was perhaps as much 
interested in the speedy adjustment of these claims as any 
gentleman; but he had voted against taking up the bill, 
because he considered it as a hopeless thing that it could 
receive the final action of the Senate at this session. ‘They 
had now reached the middle of June, and there were 
some important bills before the Senate, and several sub- 
jects of vital interest which required to be acted upon. He 
expressed his conviction thatthese claims were founded in 
equity; and stated that, whenever a question should be 
taken upon the bill, he would be found voting in favor of 
them. But he could not agree with the suggestion that 
the subject would occupy so small a portion of the time 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CLAY said he had voted to take up the bill, in or- 
der to evince his disposition to go into the consideration 
of these claims. He thought that they were equitable 
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and just, as regarded the principle on which they. were 
founded. But there would be found to exist great diff- 
culty in settling the amount to be paid. His object was 
to permit the chairman of the committee to give his ex- 
position of the grounds on which the bill had been report- 
ed, in, order. that the Senate might be in full, possession 
of all the facts, and might come here at the next session 
prepared to vote upon the bill. After the chairman had 
been heard, he hoped the bill would either be postporied 
or laid on the table. He assured the. gentleman from 
Virginia that he bad no idea, in voting to take up this bill, to 
consider it, to the exclusion of the all-engrossing subjects 
which so greatly agitated the country, and which were 
now pending before Congress. 

Mr. WILKINS stated that when the memorial on which 
this bill was founded was put into his hands, he received it 
with much reluctance, and merely in consequence of the 
absence of a Senator who would have been much more 
competentto the discharge of the duties which it imposed. 
He went into the consideration of these claims somewhat 
prejudiced against them, and entirely uninformed as to 
thei precise nature and extent. Nor had he any interest 
in the decision of these claims. Living in the interior of 
the country, he had been all his life a stranger to the sea- 
board, and consequently could not be supposed to have 
any personal interest in the settlement of the question. 
He had gone into the examination of the subject; and the 
result was a firm conviction that the claims were founded 
in justice, and that the Government was bound to give the 
satisfaction. When this bill came up in its regular order, 
there were seven or eight of the Senators absent, not only 
from their seats, but from the city. In consequence 
of this deficiency in the Senate, he had himself laid the 
bill on the table. Such had been the constant pressure 
of important business in the Senate subsequently, that he 
had suffered the bill to remain on the table. He-had per- 
mitted it to lie there while the bank question was before 
the Senate. ‘That question having been disposed of, he 
thought that this was the best moment to press the con- 
sideration of the bill. He was aware that there was still 
very impertant business awaiting the action of the Senate; 
and he thought also that this bill must necessarily provoke 
a considerable discussion. He wished to avoid any dis- 
cussion which was not absolutely necessary; and if the 
experience of the learned Senators. who had just spoken 
led them to the conviction-that the Senate could not get 
through with the bill at the present session, to their expe- 
rience and judgment he would feel himself compelled to 
yield. It would be entirely useless to take up the bill at 
all, unless a decision could be reached. In his prelimina- 
ry remarks, if it was taken up, he should take up as little 
time as possible; but, as he was not gifted with the power 
of condensation, he could not deliver what he should feel 
it to be his duty to express, in less than a day or two. 

Mr. CLAY, sceing that it would be totally impracticable 
to act on the bill, moved to lay it on the table. 

He withdrew his motion at the request of 

Mr. CHAMBERS, who explained his former remarks. 
He had only intended to throw out the idea that the prin- 
ciples of the bill were not so difficult of comprehension as 
to require any lengthened discussion. But he admitted 
that there would be found some difficulty in adjusting the 
amount to be paid. He expressed an apprehension that 
if the claims were postponed till the next session, they 
would then be found not to have advanced a single step, 
and he should begin to despair of any adjustment. 

Mr. CLAY stated, in reply, that if any one supposed that 
the Government were to pay the amount of these claims, 
dollar for dollar, and to appropriate the full amount of the 
claims, thus adjusted, out of the public treasury, nothing 
could be further from his intention. He considered the 
claims to have been worth something in 1809; what that 
‘something was, he was willing to fix, and to pay it. It 
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‘was only on this principle that he would vote one cent to 
the claimants. -He adverted to the fact of the renuncia- 
tion of. the claims on France, as. having affected their 
value... He: was willing to pay an equitable consideration 
for them: +. S ; 

Mr. CHAMBERS referred to the privileges which the 
United States had obtained in consequence of these claims; 
privileges which they would not be disposed to surrender 
for any pecuniary considerations.- He assured the Senate 
that there was no design to pay these claimants dollar for 
doller.. The amount of the claims was from fifteen to 
twenty millions. Heretofore, the bills reported on the 
subject had appropriated three millions for tlieir adjust- 
ment.’ The present billappropriated five millions. 

Mr. HOLMES adverted to the first petition on the sub- 
ject which he had presented, and from the consideration of 


which the committee to which it had been referred‘ moved 
to. be discharged. He had resisted this motion on the 
ground that the petitioner had a right toa detailed report 
on his application. He was, however, outvoted, on the 
ground, that the sum was very large, and that the Govern- 
ment was poor. If the Government were not disposed to 
put.the allowance to the claimants on the ground of what 
the claims were worth, they ought at least to give what 
they had received. He was certain that the more the 
claims were examined, the more the Senate must be con- 
vinced that they were as just as any claims could be be- 
tween man and man. 

Mr. TYLER said that he had looked into these claims 
as assiduously as the Senator from Pennsylvania had; but 
he had come to precisely an opposite conclusion from that 
Senator. They had received the final action of a commit- 
tee before the Senator from Maine became a member of 
this body; the report which was made being decidedly 
adverse to their allowance. He stated that many of his 
constituents were deeply interested in the decision of these 
claims. ; 

The bill was then laid on the table; and, after disposing 
of some private bills, 

On motion of Mr. TAZEWELL, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of executive business. 


Taurspay, June 14. 
INDIAN WAR. 


Mr. TIP TON wished to be informed whether the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs had received 
any information to communicate to the Senate on the sub- 
ject of the bill relative to the enlistment of mounted troops. 

Mr. BENTON replied that he had been unable, in con- 
sequence of the absence of the Secretary of War, to obtain 
the information he had desired. 

Mr. TIPTON then said, 1 consider it my duty to move 
the Senate to take up this bill, with the amendment made 
by the House. Tive question now is, will Congress vote 
us the means of. defence or not? Denial is better for us 
than delay. If you will aid us, do it immediately; if not, 
say so, and we will do our own business in our own way. 

Sir, we must sweep these people from existence, or 
keep them peaceable. The power to make peace, and 
to preserve it, and to preserve the Indians, is what I want. 
No one can imagine the distress thatan alarm on the fron- 
tier produces, without witnessing it. Those who are at’ 
the point of attack, flee with their families; those next in 
the rear, though moré secure, are not safe. No man can 
leave his own family to help his neighbor; and the conse- 
quence is, that they break up and desert their homes, 
taking little with them, and leave their property to be pil- 
laged‘by the dishonest whites, as well as the Indians. - 

-Jf you will authorize the raising of the corps which I 
propose, we can prevent these alarms, give confidence to 
the people, and check or destroy the hostile Indians... 

The Sehator from Hlinois, [Mr, Kave,] when this bill 
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was up the other day, asked who Knew. that this number, 
five hundred men, is sufficient.’ Sir, all practical men 
know that five hundred men are sufficient to march to any 
point between Lake Michigan and the Mississippi. They 
will do it, with or without authority. 

What is the extent of the Indian country? Iwill tell you: 
It is about one hundred and thirty miles from Chicago to 
Dixon’s ferry—four short days’ march for mounted rifle- 
men. The real force of the Black Hawk’s followers may 
be fairly estimated at seven hundred to one thousand war- 
riors; that is, five hundred.and fifty of his own tribe, two 
hundred and fifty Pottawatamies, and a few from other 
tribes. This force is not now dangerous, but to the de- 
fenceless frontier, and will increase every day until it is 
broken down. One energetic effort will crush it. ; 

To oppose this man and his force, we are told that, on 
the 10th of May, twelve hundred and five men were within 
thirty or forty miles of this banditi. Why did these men 
not march on, day and night, and attack these Indians, if 
to be found? We are told that part of our men are in- 
fantry, and their baggage in boats. In these days of good 
living, men must have baggage, and, of course, live at 
their ease. I donot censure them for this. It is quitea 
satisfuctory excusé in 1832; but, sir, in 1791, or 1814, 
what would have been said of sunshine soldiers? Let us 
recur, for a few moments, to days long gone by. 

On the 23d of May, 1791, General Scott crossed the 
Ohio at the mouth of. tbe Kentucky,’ and marched from 
thence for Weeontonon, on the Wabash. It rained inces- 
santly, but he-pressed forward, through an unbroken and 
unknown forest, crossed four large streams, the White 
riversand their tributaries, not in boats, but swam them on 
his horses, or on logs confined together—rafis; and, on the 
1st day of June, he surprised the Ind.ans at Weeantonon, 
now called Weea, killed some, and took fifty-eight pri- 
soners. This town is one hundred and fifty-five miles 
from the Ohio, where he set out. 

But this is not all... He was now two hundred and fifty 
miles from’ Lexington, the settled part of Kentucky, 
surrounded. by the most numerous and warlike tmbes that 
ever inhabited North America, then unbroken by defeat, 
not humbled and reduced by the wars that have since 
intervened, and not dispirited by the operations of our 
people, and ferocious as the native Indian is known to be. 
But General Scott had neither baggage nor boats to cn- 
cumber him. Lieutenant Colonc! Wilkinson was de- 
spatched with three hundred and sixty men to cross the 
Wabash, a large river, then much swollen with rains, to 
destroy the Indian villages at what they called the Eel 
river, now Tippecanoe, 

Colonel Wilkinson marched on foot, crossed the river, 
surprised the Indians, destroyed the town, and returned 
with a loss of three men, wounded, having. marched on 
foot thirty-six miles in twelve days, fought a battle, and 
burned a town. These men were Kentuckians, com- 
manded by a man that could walk on foot, and swim a 
river. : ; 

General Scott then returned to Lexington, having 
marched four hundred and fifty. miles, burned four towns, 
and killed many of the enemy, taken fifty-eight prisoners, 
and conducted his prisoners to Fort Steuben, now Jeffer- 
sonville. 

In 1791, Colonel Wilkinson. was ordered by General 
Washington to destroy the Indian villages on Eel river. 
They set out onthe Ist of August from Fort Washington, 
now Cincinnati, with five hundred and twenty-three men. 
He marched two days north to make a feint on the Miami 
towns, then northwest; and he tells us that, on the 7th 
day, he crossed the Wabash on the very spot that he set 
out for, and next day surprised the Indians on Eel river, 
one hundred and eighty miles from Fort Washington-— 
killed some of the Indians, took some, and pressed for- 
ward to.find the Pottawatamie town, or ‘Tippecanoe. 
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The next day he inspected his command, to find its con- 
dition--found two hundred and seventy lame horses, and 
but five days’ provisions in camp, two hundred and 
twenty miles from Fort Washington, surrounded with war- 
like tribes, but no baggage, bes:des prisoners. He re- 
turned safe, having performed a march of five hundred 
miles through an almost unknown forest, through bogs, 
creeks, and rivers; but, sir, in these days our men forded 
the rivers, if they could be forded well; but if not, swam 
them, without delay, on their horses, ` 

e The amendment L propose is, to authorize the Presi- 
dent to raise, by enlistment, or by accepting volunteers, 
five hundred men, believing that number to be sufficient 
for the purpose intended. “But if Congress will give us 
one thousand men, [am willing to concede something to 
meet the views of other Senators. The amendment dif- 
fers but httle from the laws of 1812 and 1813, authorizing 
the raising of the rangers. ‘Che President of that day 
allowed sume companies to elect their own officers, and 
the officers for other companies were appointed here, and 
they were directed to enlist their men. We’ got some 
goud oflicers, and some not so, These troops were efti- 
cient, and rendered valuable service. A gentleman now 
here, who was engaged in this service, can bear testimony 
of their usefulness. SE : 

Some Senators express fears that strangers will be sent 
from the East to command us. Sir, assure them that 
they need have no such fears. The President knows too 
well what is due to himself and to the Western people, to 
send any one not known to the West, and who lives 
amongst us. He will probably appoint a few officers, or- 
ganize the companies; but that he will permit the mento 
nominate a part of their own officers, TL cannot.doubt. 

The officers who ‘may. be appointed, or elected, and 
commissioned under this law, will: come under the rules 
and articles of war, as far as they will apply to the nature 
of the service. They will be commissioned by the Pre- 
sident, and held’ responsible, as military men should be. 
No favoritism can be admitted.into a military corps if you 
desire its efficiency. ‘They must not depend upon popu- 
lar favor, but on their activity and on their courage. If 
they transgress, they can be reached by the sentence ofa 
military court, and be eashiered, if necessary. Rigid dis- 
cipline must: be preserved, or nothing is to be expected 
but defeat and disgrace. i 

{learn that, on the breaking out of this war, many of 
the Pottawatainies and Miamis have applied to their agents 
to protect them from the hostile parties. I know many 
of them to be good men, with whom 4 could live in friend- 
ship. 

I regret, sir, that I have been compelled to trouble you 
go frequently upon this subject; but 1 could not do less in 
the discharge of my duty to those 1 have the honor to 
represent here. 

Messrs. ROBINSON and KING opposed the motion, 
which was carried—~ycas 26, 

Mr. TIPTON then moved to amend the bill by striking 
out the amendment of the House, and inserting a new 
bill, substantially as follows: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to raise, either by the acceptance of 
volunteers, or enlistment for one year, unless sooner dis- 


charged, — mounted rangers, to be armed, equipped, pensioners of the Government. 


wise ordered by the President, and provide their own 
horses, and shall be allowed each per day, as a full: 
compensation for their’ services and the use of their arms 
and horses. The commissioned officers shall receive the 
same pay and emoluments as officers of the same grade 
in the army of the United States: 

Sxc. 4. That the officers, non-commissioned officers, 
and privates, shall be entitled to the same provision, in . 
case of disability by wounds or otherwise, as is made for 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and privates, in the 
regular army, and subject to all the rules and articles of 
war, so far as the same may be applicable. j 

Sec. 5. That the officers. shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice of the Senate. 

Mr. HAYNE asked for a division of the question, so as 
first to take the vote on striking out the amendment of 
the House., , 

Mr. KANE expressed his hope that the Senate would 
take up the bill of the House. He stated that advices 
had been received that nearly half the effective militia of 
Illinois had been called out, and that the consequence 
must be an entire neglect of the crops. A prompt action 
of Congress was called for. The Ind'ans were very hos- 
tile, and had committed many depredations, and several 
murders, attended by horrid barbarities. He objected to 
the provision that the officers should be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice of the Senate. . He 
deemed it to be of importance that the volunteers should 
select their own officers. They would not volunteer to 
serve under officers concerning whom they are ignorant; 
nor would they serve cheerfully under officers in the 
election of whom they had- not taken a part. The set- 
tlers on the Illinois frontier would not enlist for the sake 
of a little pay, or for rum or whiskey; they were heads 
of families, deeply interested in the efficient defence of 
the frontier, and would not serve under any officers in 
whom they had not entire confidence. 

Mr. TIPTON made a few observations. in. defence of 
his amendment, which he said was framed in the exact 
words of the act of 1813. He considered that, under an 
efficient officer, well acquainted with the mode of Indian 
warfare, a force of five hundred men would be better than 
twicethe number underthe command ofinexperienced men, 

Mr. BIBB referred to the force raised by order of Gene- 
ral Washington, in 1793, to aid General Wayne in his ex- . 
pedition against the Indians, as the most effective force 
which could be employed in such service. 

Mr. HAYNE expressed a hope that the motion to strike 
out would prevail. It was not to be expected that this 
force could be raised in time to act during the present 
campaign. lt was for employment hereafter. Now that 
the alarm had spread along the frontier, the citizens on 
the spot would be sufficient, for the present, to repel the 
invasion. He objected-to the employment of such troops 
as were provided by the amendment from the House: 
militia to-day, citizens to-morrow; soldiers to-day, farmers 
to-morrow; hunters to-day, any thing to-morrow. He 
objected to these paper men, who appeared on the roll 
transmitted to the Government as an efficient body, andas | 
such received their pay, while all their duty consisted in 
going out once or twice a year on a hunting frolic into the 
country, for which ‘they were to be allowed to become 
He asked the yeas and 


mounted, and organized, in such manner, and tobe under! nays on the motion to strike out, and they were ordered. 


such regulations and restrictions, as the nature of the ser- 
vice may, in his opinion, make necessary. 


; would prevail. 


Mr. BENTON said he hoped the motion to strike ont 
He considered that the troops provided 
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Src. 2. That each of the said companies of rangers) by the amendment would be more at home than on ser- 
shall consist of one captain, one first, one second, and one! vice, and would be of no value. 


third lieutenant, five sergeants, five corporals, and. one 


Mr. ROBINSON cpposed the motion to strike out. H had 


hundred privates—the whole to form a battalion, and be) been alleged, first, that the troops would not serve long 


commanded by a major. 


c ' o. p j enough, and then that they were paid longer than was 
Sec. 3. That the said non-commissioned officers andj necessary. s 


He stated that the former objection was put 


privates shall arm and equip themselves, unless other-| down by the provision that the serýice should be for cight 
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months, and longer, if the President deemed the continu- 
ance of, their services requisite. There could be no ne- 
cessity for keeping men in service, when there were no 
Indians ‘within a hundred. miles of the spot. As to the 
remark’ of the Senator from Missouri, that this force could 
be worth nothing, he attributed it to some heart-burn- 
ings, because the bill of that Senator had been thrown 
aside—had been used up in the House, title and substance. 
The men required forthe defence of the frontier must 
not be men accustomed only. to cities, who had spent 
much of their time in Juxury and idleness, who had per- 
haps never been on the frontier, and perhaps never on 
horseback. “Put such men on a good horse, and it may 
enable them to make their escape, but would be of no 
other service. He asked who were to be defended. The 
citizens of Ilinois. And the proper defenders would be 
the militia of Illinois. And was it intended to send fo- 
reigners. to command these militia, to lead thos® who had 
already shed their blood in'defence of the frontier? These 
troops. had their firesides and their homes to defend, and 
they would not consent to be commanded by those in 
whom they had no confidence, : 
` Mr: BUCKNER was in favor of striking out the amend- 
ment ofthe House. He was satisfied that the views of 
the gentleman from South Carolina. were the correct 
views, and that they had been misconceived by the gen- 
deman from Minois. He coincided in the opinion that 
the troops employed under the provisions of the House 
bilwould: spend much of their time in frolics. ‘The 
men required were men who would watch the ebbs and 
flows of Indian warfare, and be prepared for it at all 
times. Noone who knew any thing of the matter sup- 
posed that the Indians made their attacks when our 
troops were best prepared. Lis experience told him 
this was an error, if any one entertains it. In company 
with his colleague he had been engaged in these wars, 
and had pursued the Indians when the ice over the 
streams was sufficiently strong to bear his horse. He 
considered the, volunteers as a much more efficient force 
than the infantry garrisons for which they were to be sub- 
stituted. The infantry knew nothing of guns, except the 
musket; they were unacquainted with the rifle, and fired 
withoutaim.. The Indians would come up inside the range 
of the artillery, so as to render the guns useless. They 
would find their way into the fort; fix their fires, and burn 
the fort; and, instead of the army defending the country, 
the militia would have to turnout and save the army: He 
had every confidence in the gentleman from Indiana. He 
knew well, and highly appreciated his ability. A princi- 
pal Aes a which had been made against his amendment 
was, that if took away the right of election of officers, 
and that it was in opposition to democratic principles. He 
_ was a democrat himself, but he would only have demo- 
cracy- inits proper place; and democracy in ‘a camp he 
considered:as much out of place as a parson ina grogshop. 
Ina camp, there must be strict discipline, arbitrary rule. 
He censured the manner in which the militia had been led 
into the ambuscade of the Indians in the late conflict; ex- 
pressed a deep feeling for the people-of Illinois, and con- 
sidercd it to be the common duty to give her prompt and 
efficient aid. : 

After a few.words from Mr. CHAMBERS, the question 
was taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs: Bell, Benton, Buckner, Clayton, Bilis, 


ng, Robinson, Ruggles, 


on ‘tocstrike out was agreed tò. 


OO S AE ES E E 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the first blank in the 
amendment of Mr. Tirron was then filled with the words 
‘six hundred,” and the second with the words ‘one 
dollar.” : 

Mr. KING moved to strike out the last section, relative 
to the appointment of officers by the President and Senate; 
but, on an explanation that the officers elected by the 
volunteers would be commissioned, he withdrew his motion. 

The amendment pf Mr. Trrrox was then agreed to, 
and reported to the Senate, and the Senate concurred 
therein. g 

On motion of Mr. TAZEWELL, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consjderation of executive business. 


Fripax, Junx 15, - 
TARIFF PETITIONS. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Orange county, New Jersey, against the reduc- 
tion of the protecting duties. He stated that the people 
of New Jersey were especially interested in the manu- 
facture .of hats, and fabrics from leather and wood, the 
protective duties on which had remained as they were 
settled by the tariff of 1816. The project of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury reduced the duty on hats from thirty 
to twenty per cent., a reduction which would be ruinous 
to the domestic manufacturer; and the whole of the pro- 
ject presented a most ruinous commentary on the protect- 
ive system. - He moved to lay the petition on the table. 

Mr. SMITH rose to correct what he called the extra- 
ordinary coloring given to the project of the Secretary. 

The CHAIR reminded the Senator that he was out of 
order; and 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN offered to withdraw his mo- 
tion, to allow him to proceed; but 

Mr. SMITH declined to go into any discussion. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DICKERSON, pursuant to notice, moved to post- 
pone the preceding. orders, and take up the bill reported 
by the Committee on Manufactures, to appropriate, for a 
limited time, the proceeds of the public lands. He re- 
minded the Senate that this was one of the subjects which 
had been sent to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
it was sent thither against the wishes and the protest of 
the members of that committee. There was but one in- 
dividual on that committee from the West, the Senator 
from Kentucky, and he understood the subject well. 
That Senator bad drawn up the report, and prepared the 
bill. In making this motion, therefore, he sought no op- 
portunity for himself to state any views on the subject, 
but to give an opportunity to the Senator from Kentucky, ° 
and the gentlemen on the opposite side of the question, 
to give their views. 

Mr. SMITH hoped that the orders would not now be 
postponed, as the Senator from Alabama, the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands, was absent. 

Mr. CLAY expressed a hope that this subject would 
not only be acted on promptly but definitively. But he 
was not desirous to urge the taking up the bill at this 
moment. He was willing to wait until twelve o’clock, or 
until ‘to-morrow, if it was more convenient for the action 
of the Senate. 

Mr. POINDEXTER suggested that perhaps the most 
agreeable course would be to call up the bill, and then 
to lay it on the table, to be taken up on some fixed day; he 
would say on Monday. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that he certainly would not have 
made the motion,.-had he seen that the chairman of the 
Committee an Public Lands was not in his seat, He had 


Mr. BENTON named Monday. 
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Mr. CLAY said he had no objection to take it up to-| benefit of the law, to have been discharged asan insolvent 
day, or to-morrow. Indeed, he would prefer that disposi-| in his own State, and thus. to have gone through all the 
tion of the subject. But if it Was to be postponed till} forms of the State law. To relieve the debtor of the 
next week, he would prefer Tuesday, as he understood United States from this form, which the phraseology of 
that many members of the Senate would not be in their] the bill had left for construction, it had again been brought 
seats on Monday. l before Congress. The substitute which had been inserted, 

The motion to postpone the orders, and take up the| was nothing more than a modification of the proviso from 
bill, was then agreed to. : 2 ‘į the House; and it was agreed in their committee -that the 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved to postpone the further] vote should be taken on it especially... But the bill had 
consideration of the bill till Tuesday. been read, somehow overlooking this. determination. -By 

Mr. HOLMES inquired of the Chair if the bill would] the law, as it stood, it was necessary that the debtor should 
stand as puton the special orders if postponed. and made| have been imprisoned and discharged in his‘own State as 
the special order for ‘Tuesday. a debtor; or the debt due the United States to be such as 

The CHAIR stated that there was a joint resolution | if due to the State in which he resided, he would befentitled 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, which had been made|to a discharge from. His [Mr. W.’s] object was to 
the special order for that day, and would therefore be en-| do away with this altogether. There was no necessity for 
titled to precedence. : the unfortunate debtor tobe thus harassed; the. law of 

Mr. EWING then stated that, although he desired toj last year was sufficiently rigid, and. subjected the person 
bring his resolution before the Senate as early as possible, | to the closest scrutiny, that rendered it uncalled for that 
he would consent to postpone it to the present question. | he should be previously harassed, his feelings tortured, 

The bill was then laid on the table, and made the] and exposure of his private affairs made in his own State. 
apecial order for Tuesday. The scrutiny which the law of last year allowed, indepen: 

ee a ent of a previous investigation, was such as would no 
INSOLVENT DEBTORS. be required of-a debtor inder the laws of Pennsylvania. 

On motion of Mr. MARCY, the Senate then proceeded] He thought this enactment to go through such ordeal in 
to consider the bill in addition to an act entitled an act for} his own State, was unwise in the extreme; the appoint- 
the relief of insolvent debtors of the United States. ment of assignees, &c., with the expenses attending the 

An amendment had been reported to the bill from the] same, only exhausted his funds, and left the less chance 
House, by the Committce on the Judiciary, to strike out} for any thing to be obtained by the United States. | 
part of the second section, and insert a substitute. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN expressed himself in favor of 

Mr. MARCY stated that the object of the first section| the reconsideration, and in accordance with the opinions 
was to enable the Government to carry into effect the] which had just been uttered. _ E 
law of 1831. The construction put on the term ‘‘insol-| Mr. WEBSTER felt a good deal ofregret in legislating 
vent debtor” by the Attorney General, was thatthe debtor | on the question this.year. It had been well and maturely 
must have declared insolvent by the law of the State. It] considered last session; and had been managed by a dis- 
was therefore thought that the provision should be enlarg-| tinguished and experienced gentleman in the other House, 
ed, and such was the object of the second section. (Mr. Bucnanan,]. now absent. from the country, and 

The second section provides that if the property of the j| passed under his auspices. He was opposed to the change 
debtor shall not be found, the debtor may yet be dis-| which had been made in the law; it was no criterion to go 
charged. It had been previously supposed that the Secre-| by the insolvent laws of the different States, in deciding 
tary of the Treasury could not discharge the debtor, |who was entitled to be discharged from debt dueto the 
unless he had obtained some property. It had also been] United States. In some of the States, the. insolvent laws 
made a condition that the debtor must have been discharg-| were extremely loose; in others, they had none. Thus 
ed from imprisonment for his other debts. In some of] the enactment operated unequally with respect to United 
the States there is no imprisonment for debt; and in some] States’ debtors, if their own State laws were to be the 
cases the United States’ debt is the only one which thej test. In consequence of this, in thé bill of last year, it 
debtor owes, The amendment reported by the com-| was thought better to make a kind of synopsis of a bank- 
mittee is intended to meet such cases. There had been| rupt law between the debtor and the United States, with- 
some doubt as to what were insolvent laws. He consi-| out any reference to his peculiar State law. A construc- 
dered all as such which gave release to debtors without} tion not intended by the framersof the law, had been put 
the full payment of their debts. onthe word ‘¢ insolvent;” and, to obviate this, it had again 

Mr. HOLMES said that, in some States, there were no| come before Congress; but, in amending it, they had gone 
insolvent laws eo nominc; and, therefore, the term ‘¢insol-| further, and left it asa matter of course that every per- 
vent law” might not be sufficiently definite. He would|/son who was entitled to a discharge in his own State, 
move to amend the bill by introducing the words ‘ or|should have the benefit of this act. He preferred the 
laws for the discharge of poor debtors from prison.” original bill as it was, leaving the devision in the hands of 

‘The amendment was agreed to, and the amendment, as| commissioners, in place of that of the Treasury Depart- 
amended, was agreed to. ment, or the Attorney General, to say who was. entitled 

After some further amendments, the bill was ordered 


i 1 to its operation. 
to a third reading; soon after which, 


A Mr. MARCY briefly explained. ; 
, Mr. WILKINS moved that the vote taken on the bill] Mr. HAYNE was of the committee that had inserted 
just ordered to a third reading be reconsidered. He 


st or s ‘ the clausé; he was willing it should be stricken: out, if 
said his object for moving a reconsideration of the vote on| gentlemen who were friendly to such a measure thoughtit 
the bill was owing to a proviso from the House of Re-| would militate against the debtors unfairly. He was averse 
presentatives, in the second section, which had been|to the detaining of debtors where there was no fraud, and 
amended in the Judiciary Committee, by striking out, | where they were unable to pay. It only detracted so 
and a substitute inserted, which had just been agreed as|much from the labor and energy Which they would other- 
forming part of the bill. He wished to have the section | wise contribute to the country. 
rejected altogether as unnecessary. The bill of last ses-| After some further remarks from Mr. WILKINS, Mr. 
sion purported to give relief to ‘*insolvents,” not con-| SMITH, and Mr. WEBSTER, the last of whom sug- 
templating the construction now given to it; but the At-| gested that, if they disagreed to the amendment of the 
torney General had put a meaning to the phrase entirely/ House, it would be better, without passing any amend- 
technical; that it was necessary for the person, to get the | ment themselves, to have a conference, 

Vox. VII.—69 
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Mr. MARCY moved, on reconsidering their vote, to 
strike out. the substitute to the amendment from the House. 
The proviso: inserted by the House was also stricken out; 
and the bill was then ordered to a third reading, | 


SATURDAY, Jons 16. 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill granting certain public lands to the State 
of Missouri, for the purposes of internal improvement. 

The amendment made in committee to insert the States 
of Mississippi and Louisiana, was agreed to, and the ques- 
tion on the engrossment of the bill was put, and carried in 
the affirmative. __ 

[A little discussion took place during the consideration 
of the bill, in which Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. WEBSTER, 
Mr. WAGGAMAN, Mr. HOLMES, Mr. FORSYTH, Mr. 
BENTON, and Mr. POINDEXTER took part. It was 
stated that the four other new States had received grants 
of public lands, while the States included in the bill had 
received no donations either in money or lands. The pre- 


sent donation was asked for the purpose of making some f 


improvements of great importance to the whole people of 
the Union, and not exclusively beneficial to the States to 
which the lands were granted. ] 

- On motion of Mr. MOORE, the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill supplementary to an act making appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Tennessee, Coosa, 
Cahawhba, and Black Warrior rivers. | 

_ There was some discussion on this bill, which was finally, 
on motion of Mr. CLAY, laid on the table until Tuesday, 
to allow time for examination. 

On motion of Mr. FORSYTH, the Senate proceeded to 

the consideration of executive business. 


Monpay, June 18. 
SPAFFORD’S PATENT. 
The Senate then proceeded to consider the bill for the 


relief of Horatio Gates Spafford. 

This bill provides for granting letters patent to the pe- 
titioner, permitting him to file his specifications among the 
confidential. archives of the State Department, to remain 
there for one year. It was stated that the object of the 
discovery was to add fourfold power to the steam engine; 
and the principles of the invention were declared to be 
new and of the utmost efficiency and value, by the attesta- 
tions of many gentlemen of practical science. ‘The bill 
was opposed on the ground of its anomalous character, of 
the ignorance under which Congress were acting in grant- 
ing this privilege. As the bill came from the House, it 
permitted the: specification to remain four years a secret. 
Mr. MARCY moved to strike out four years, and insert 
one-year, which prevailed. The bill was then ordered to 
bewead a'third time, by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs... Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dudley, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Knight,. Marcy, Miller; 
Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Smith, Tomlinson, ‘Troup, Wilkins. -~28. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, 
Ellis, Foot, Forsyth, Hendricks, Mangum, Robinson, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tyler, Webster, White.—16. 

_The bill granting to the States of Missouri, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana, five hundred thousand acres of land cach, 
for the purposes of internal improvement, was read a third 
time. . 3 : : 
~ The subject was discussed by Messrs. FOOT, JOHN- 
STON; BENTON, FRELINGHUYSEN, CHAMBERS, 
HENDRICKS,. CLAY, and BUCKNER. 

“Mr. CLAY, after some remarks. relative to the bill for 
the. future. disposal of. the public lands, which was fixed 
for Tuesday, by. which, if passed into a law, those three 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 
Internal Improvements.--Spafford’s Patent.--President’s Fac Simile. 


1092 
[June 16, 18, 1832. 


= eee 
States would come in equally for their share, would move 
(giving the friends of the bill their choice) that the bill be 
postponed till that day week, or be laid on the table, to be 
again called up. X 

Mr. POINDEXTER was sorry tô see the great opposi- 
tion now exhibited to the bill, when, on a former day, it 
had been ordered to the present stage almost unanimous- 
ly. It indicated, he thought, an unfriendly feeling to the 
Southern States. He denied that any former grants had 
yet been made to any of those States. He asserted that 
the grants now sought would only put them on an equality 
with the other new States, after which they would then 
be entitled to their proper share under the proposed bill. 

Mr. CLAY replied to Mr. Joansron and Mr. POINDEX- 
TER. He protested against the doctrine advanced else- 
where, that the new States had the right to all the lands 
within their limits, as the doctrine of those who would 
play the demagogue. The public lands, when these 
States were created, were the property of the United 
States. They were, and are, the property of the whole com- 
munity, purchased by the common treasure and blood of all. 

Mr. HENDRICKS alluded to the use of the word “ de- 
magogue” by the Senator from Kentucky. The doc- 
trine was one advaneed by a Senator of Indiana, a gentle- 
man whose opinion had always been deemed worthy of 
respect and consideration. Such denunciation was un- 
called for, and, he thought, was extremely unkind to the 
State of Indiana.. 

Mr. CLAY explained.. He had not before denounced 
such opinions, but he did so now, as baseless, bottomless, 
and untenable, come whence they would, from Legisla- 
ture or elsewhere. But he had not, in his former remarks, 
spoken of such doctrine as broached in this Senate, in the 
other House, or as that of any individual, but as a doctrine 
urged by many out of doors. 

Messrs. POINDEXTER and JOHNSTON were oppos- 
ed to any postponement, and wished for an explicit vote 
on the question. 

Mr. SMITH would vote in favor of the proposition. He 
would prefer this mode to that of yearly appropriations 
being asked for hy these States for the improvement of 
this and that river; leaving the disposition, in this case, to 
the States themselves, 

Mr. BUCKNER, after some remarks, in which he ex- 
pressed his opinion that the bill was capable of much im- 
provement, moved that it be laid on the table. 

‘The question was taken by yeas and nays, on the motion 
of Mr. WAGGAMAN; when the motion to lay on the 
table was carried, yeas 27, nays 13, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Foot, Forsyth, 
Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Hill, Holmes, Knight, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Naudain, Prentiss, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wilkins.--27. 

WAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Grundy, Hendricks, Johna 
ston, King, Moore, Poindexter, Robbins, Robinson, Smith, 
Tazewell, Waggaman, White.—-13. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 


PRESIDENT’S FAC SIMILE. 


Mr. KING moved that the Senate take up the bill to 
provide for the appointment of a recorder of, the Patent 
Office; which was agreed to—yeas 16, nays 9. 

The question was on a motion of Mr. Crax to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment of Mr. Forsyra, 
(substituting a fac simile of the President’s s.gnature, in- 
stead of appointing an officer to sign the land patents, } was 
rejected. 

The bill was again laid on the table, by common con- 
sent, to wait for a reply to a resolution sent some days ago 
to the General Land Office, calling for information. 

The Senate then, on motion of Mr. CLAY, proceeded 
to consider the bill in addition to an act granting aid to 
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Alabama for the improvement of the Tennessee, Coosa, 
Cahawba, and Black Warrior rivers. i 
The bill was amended, on motion of Mr. WEBSTER, 
so as to place the business under the control of the Legis- 
lature of Alabama. : 
The bill was reported as amended, and was then order- 
ed to be engrossed, and read a third time. f 


Turspay, Jonze 19. 


As soon asthe journal had been read, a message was 
received from the House of Representatives, by their 
Clerk, notifying the Senate of the death of Cmarres C. 
Jounsron, a member of that House from the State of 
Virginia, and that his funeral would take. place in the af- 
ternoon at half past three o’clock. 

On motion of Mr. TYLER, the Senate then adopted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate, as a mark of respect, will at- 
tend the funeral of the Hon. Cuantrs C. JOHNSTON, a 
member of Congress from Virginia, this day, at half past 
three o’clock; and, as an additional mark of respect, that 
the Senators will go into mourning, by wearing crape on 
the left arm for thirty days. 

On motion of Mr. TAZEWELL, it was then 

Ordered, ‘That when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to 
meet at half past three o’clock. 

On motion of Mr. TAZEWELL, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Weonespay, June 20, 
RICHMOND PETITION. 


Mr. TYLER presented the petition of citizens of Rich- 
mond, praying an appropriation for the removal of ob- 
structions in James river; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. On presenting this memorial, Mr. 
T. took occasion to express his constitutional objections 
to the granting of the prayer of the memorial. He stated 
that, in his opinion, it would be an absurd proposition to 
say that Congress had a right to expend money in the im- 
provementof the bed of a river, by which a circuitous navi- 
gation could be obtained, and had no right to make an ex- 
penditure on a canal running laterally. He considered it 
would be an odious discrimination which entitled a town 
situated below the falls to the privilege of an appropria- 
tion, and excluded one which was situated above the falls. 
He considered such discrimination as founded on no prin- 
ciple of justice, and therefore as odious. 


HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. WILKINS moved to postpone the orders, to take 
up the bill from the House making appropriations for cer- 
tain internal improvements. 

Mr. WILKINS asked for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Marcy, Nau- 
dain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, 
Webster, Wilkins.—-30. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Brown, Buckner, Ellis, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, 
Troup, Tyler, White.--14. 

The various amendments to the bill were then taken 
up, and the appropriations for the commencement of new 
works were stricken out, ow motion of Mr. FORSYTH, 
who stated that the committee desired to confine the pro- 
visions of the bill to such works as had been already com- 
menced. 

, Some appropriations also, which were contained in other 
hills, were stricken out. > 


of thirty thousand 
Cumberland river. 


Mr. FORSYTH moved so to amend the billas to place 


both the appropriations for the Cumberland road under 
tlie superintendence of an officer of engineers; which was 
agreed to. ` 


The amendments recommended by the committee hay- 


ing been gone through, 


Mr. FORSYTH moved to strike out the appropriation 
dollars for the improvement. of the 
He stated it to be his ‘object to strike 

out all new objects, and such of the others as: had -not 
been previously surveyed by the direction of the Govern- 
ment. ` 

Mr. JOHNSTON opposed the motion to strike out, and 
made some statements to show the extent of the com- 
merce carried on through that river. ; ‘ . 

Mr. FORSYTH asked for the yeas and- nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY expressed a desire to say a few words on the 
question, but he was not .prepared to do so to-day. He 


therefore moved to lay the bill on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC LANDS. 


The special orders of the day being called by the 
CHAIR, ; 

Mr. FORSYTH moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, and asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY considered the motion unkind, at this mo- 
ment, as there was no pressing occasion to go into execu- 
tive session to-day, and as another subject (the land bill) 
was made the special order for to-day. He hoped the 
Committee on Manufactures would be heard. 

Mr. TAZEWELL reminded theSenate of the repeated 
promises made to him to go into executive business, He 
considered that business as being at least as. important as 
the subject now desired to be brought up for considera- 
tion. He asked if gentlemen could suppose that the 
subject of the public lands could be disposed of to-day, 
or to-morrow, or the next day, when the conflicting re- 
ports of two intelligent committees were to be examined. 
and discussed. He asked how much time was likely to be 
consumed in settling a question involving the territory of 
so many States, when so much time was occupied by the 
Senate in settling the affairs of a little corporation: 

Mr. CLAY said he had received this motion to-day 
with other feelings than surprise; feelings which his re- 
spect for the Senate would not permit him tp express. 
When business of little moment was before the Senate on 
Monday, the gentleman from Virginia made no motion to 
go into executive business. Why did he not make his 
motion on that occasion? Mr. C. then adverted to’ the 
manner in which this subject of the public lands had been 
forced upon the Committee on Manufactures, and had 
been sent to another committee. The Senate could put 
an end to the discussion of the subject whenever they 
pleased, if it should be carried to too great a length. 
But he claimed the right of the committee to.be heard in 
defence of their report. It was due to them in fairness. 

Mr. TAZEWELL replied that he felt indifference ‘to 
the feelings to which the Senator from Kentucky had re- 
ferred, but had not expressed. As to his conduct in not 
moving on Monday to go into executive business, he left 
it to another Senator to do him justice. - 

Mr. WHITE then stated that the Committee had de- 
volved it upon him to make the motion on Monday to go 
into executive business, and that he was prevented from 
making it by the discussion which took place that day. 

Mr. TAZEWELL then stated that he was thus excul- 
pated from the charge of remissness of duty on Monday. 
He defended himself against the crime of having voted to 
send this subject to the Committee on Public Lands, after 
the report of the Committee on Manufactures. Tt ap- 
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peared from the statement of the Senator from Kentucky, 
that the. Committee on Manufactures only asked to be 
heard, after their report: had been- sent by thousands to 
the public, in explanation of the report; and that they did 
not ask. for action.on the subject. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky said the Senate could hear the explanation, and 
then. could lay the subject on the table. — ` 

Mr. CLAY said the Senator from Virginia could not be 
more indifferent to any unexpressed sentiments of his, than 
he was to any of the sentiments of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, whether expressed or unexpressed. The private 
understanding between that Senator and the Senator from 
Tennessee. could not be known to the Senate. Several 
subjects, were taken up on Monday,-and there was suffi- 
cient opportunity to make the motion then, and which had 
been now made... And now that members had come here 
prepared to go into the subject, the Senator from Virginia 
had made his motion. He disclaimed having thrown out 
the idea that the subject was not to be acted on, after the 
explanation had: been given; and restated what he had 
said. He reminded the Senate that the report was sent 


into executive business; but, as the Senate had laid the 


bill in relation fo internal improvements on the table, 
with an implied assent that the subject of the public lands 
should be taken up, he should now vote to go into this 
subject. 2 f 

Mr. MOORE said he should vote against going into ex- 
ecutive session, although he should vote against the bill. 
He adverted to the immense audience which had been 
collected for the purpose of hearing the debate set for to- 
day; and, although he made no pretensions to gallantry 
himself, he was not disposed to disappoint the expecta- 
tions of such an audience. . 

. Mr. BUCKNER said that, being opposed to the mea- 
sure, he would have voted against taking up the mea- 
sure in any form, and he should therefore vote: for going 
into executive business. He repeated what had been 
said as to the time which the subject of the public lands - 
would occupy. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Forsy'rn’s motion, 
and negatived as follows: 
YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dal- 


to the Committee on the Public Lands by a majority of}las, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, 


one vote, and the reference could have been denied, had 
the Senator. from. Virginia given his vote another way. 
He stated that this reference was contrary to all congres- 
sional: practice, as far as his experience, enabled him to 
decide. He expressed a hope that the Senate would take 
up the subject of the public lands, and suffer the other 
business to. stand over. . 

Mr. WHITE explained, and repeated that it was the 
wish of the committee to go into executive business on 
Monday, and it had been his intention to make the motion, 
but for the reason he had already given. The committee 
wished to dispose of the executive business, and he would 
then go with pleasure into any other business when.that 
should be settled. 

Mr. MILLER said he was in. favor of the principles in 
the report of the Committee on Manufactures, but he was 
opposed to the bill, and was ready to do any thing to kill 
the bill.. He had voted to give. an- opportunity to the 
Committee on Public Lands to examine the subject, and 
to present their views, and he was now willing to permit 
the Committee.on Manufactures to reply to the exposition 
of the Committee on Public Lands. He stated that as 
the executive subject, which had been so long lingering 
here, had been interrupted, he would vote against going 
into executive session. 

Mr. KING said he should vote against taking up the 
subject of the public lands, and in favor of going into 
executive business. The subject of the public lands had 
been pushed through to the point which it had now reach- 
ed; and he was opposed to putting aside other business, 
to take up a subject which, instead of being disposed of 
in.two.or three days, would, if the state of the session 
would:permit, occupy two or three weeks. 

«Mr. JOHNSTON. stated that the Senate were wasting 
the day in a discussion. of no. utility. The Senate. had been 
engaged on a very important bill, when the motion was 
made to lay it on the table, in order to take up -the.sub- 
ject of the public lands. If a motion had been made to 
lay on the table any billin order to go into executive 
business, it would have been deemed discourteous in the 
Senator from Kentucky to have interposed his motion. 
It was equally. discourteous to interpose a motion to go 
into executive business; and this kind of discourtesy he 
had never witnessed before since he had been in the Se- 
nate. , i 

‘Mr. FORSYTH disclaimed any idea of doing injustice 
to the Senator from Kentucky, or acting unkindly towards 
him, in: his motion to go into executive business. It was 
entirely to.be:referred to the importance of the unfinished | 
business in executive. session. 

QINDEXTER said he had intended to vote to go 


` 


King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, Smith, Sprague, Taze- 
well, Troup, White.—21. 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dick- 
erson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.——26. 

The CHAIR then called up the resolutions offered by 
Mr. Ewrne, as the first on the list of special orders. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, the resolutions were laid on 
the table. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate then took up the bill to appropriate, for a 
limited time, the proceeds of the public lands; and the 
amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
were read. | i 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved an amendment, giving 
500,000 acres to each of the States of Missouri, Missis- 
sippi, and Louisiana; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAY then rose, and said that, in rising to address 
the Senate, he owed, in the first place, the expression of 
his hearty thanks to the majority, by whose vote, just 
given, he was indulged in occupying the floor on this most 
important question. He was happy to see that the days 
when sedition acts and gag laws were in force, and when 
screws were applied for the suppression of the freedom 
of speech and debate, were not yet to return; and that, 
when the consideration of a great question had been spe- 
cially assigned to a particular day, it was not allowed to 
be arrested and thrust aside by an unexpected and un- 
precedented parliamentary manœuvre. The decision of 
the majority demonstrated that feelings of liberality and 
courtesy and kindness still prevailed in the Senate, and 
that they would he extended even to one of the humblest 
members of the body; for such, he assured the Senate, 
he felt himself to be.* 

It may not be amiss again to allude to the extraordinary 
reference of the subject of the public lands to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. I have nothing, said Mr. C., 
to do with the motives of honorable Senators who com- 
posed the majority by which that reference was ordered. 
The decorum proper in this Hall obliges me to consider 
their motives to have been pure and patriotic. But still 


* This subject had been set down for this day. It was generally 
expected, in and out of the Senate, that it would be taken up, and 
that Mr. CLAY would address the Senate, ‘Fhe members were gee 
nerally in their seats, and the gallery and lobbies crowded, At the 
eustumary hour he moved that the subject pending should be laid 
on the table, to take up the land bill, It was ordered accordingly: 
At this point of time, Mr. FORSYTH made a motion, supported by 
Mr. TAZEWELL, that the Senate proceed to executive business, 
‘The motion was overraled, ~ Editors. 
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I must be permitted to regard the proceeding as very un- 
usual. The Senate has a standing Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, appointed under long established rules. .The 
members of that committee are presumed. to be well ac- 
quainted with the subject; they have some of them oc- 
cupied the same station for many years, are well versed 
in the whole legislation on the public.lands, and familiar 
with every branch of it—and four out of five of them come 
from the new States. Yet, with a full knowledge of all 
these circumstances, a reference was ordered by a ma- 
jority of the Senate to the Committee on Manufactures, a 
committee than which there was not another. standing 
committee of the Senate whose prescribed. duties were 
more incongruous with the public domain. It happened, 
in the constitution: of the Committee on Manufactures, 
that there was not a solitary Senator from the new States, 
and but one from any Western State. We had earnestly 
protested against the reference, and insisted upon its im- 
propriety; but we were overruled by the majority, in- 
cluding a majority of Senators from the new States. I 
will not attempt an expression of the feelings excited in 
my mind on that occasion. Whatever may have been the 
intention of honorable Senators, | could not be insensi- 
ble to the embarrassment in which the Committee on Ma- 
nufuctures was placed, and especially myself. Although 
any other member of that committee would have render- 
ed himself, with appropriate researches and proper time, 


more competent than I was to understand the subject of| tude than that of the public lands. 


the public lands, it was known that, from my local posi- 
tion, L alone was supposed to have any particular know- 
ledge of them. Whatever emanated from the commit- 
tee was likely, therefore, to be ascribed tome. If the 
committee should propose a measure of great liberality 
towards the new States, the old States might complain. 
If the measure should seem to lean towards the old States, 
the new might be dissatisfied. And if it inclined to nei- 
ther class of States, but recommended a plan according 
to which there would be distributed impartial justice 
among all the States, it was far from certain that any 
would be pleased. 

Without venturing to attribute to honorable Senators 
the purpose of producing this personal embarrassment, 
I felt it, asa necessary consequence from their act, just 
as much as if it had been in their contemplation. Never- 
theless, the Committee on Manufactures cheerfully en- 
tered upon the duty which, against its will, was thus 
assigned to it by the Senate. And, for the causes already 
noticed, that of preparing a report, and suggesting some 
measure embracing the whole subject, devolved in the 
committee upon me. The general features of our land 
system were strongly impressed on my memory; but 1 
found it necessary to re-examine some of the treaties, 
deeds of cession, and laws which related to the acquisi- 
tion and administration of the public lands; and then to 
think of, and, if possible, strike out, some project, which, 
without inflicting injury upon any of the States, might 
deal equally and justly with all of them. The report 
and bill subinitted to the Senate, after having been pre- 
viously sanctioned by a majority of the committee, were 
the results of this consideration. The report, with the 
exception of the principle of distribution which concludes 
it, obtained the unanimous concurrence of the Committee 
on Manufactures, 

_ The report and bill were hardly read in the Senate be- 
fore they were violently denounced. And they were 
not considered by the Senate before a proposition was 
made to refer the report to that very Committee on 
Public Lands, to which, in the first instance, I contended 
the subject ought to have been assigned. It was in vain 
that we remonstrated against such a proceeding, as un- 
precedented, as implying unmerited censure on the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, and as leading to intermina- 
ble references; for what more reason could there be to 
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refer the report of the Committee on Manufactures:to the 
Land Committee, than would exist for a subsequent re- 
ference of the report of this committee, when made, to 
some third committee, and so on in an endless circle? 
Ii. spite of all our remonstrances, the same majority, 
with but little, if any, variation, which had originally re- 
solved to.refer the subject: to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, now ‘determined to commit its. bill to: the Land 
Committee: And this-not only without-particular examina» 
tion into the merits of that bill, but without the avowal 
of any specific amendment which was. deemed necessary! 
The Committee on Public Lands, after the lapse of some , 
days, presented a report, and’ recommended a reduction 
-of the price of the public lands immediately to one dollar 
per acre, and eventually to fifty cents per acre; and the 
grant to the new States of fifteen per cent. on the nett 
proceeds of the sales, instead of ten, as proposed by the 
Committee on Manufactures, and nothing to the old States. 

And now, Mr. President, I desire, at this time, to make ~ 
a few observations in illustration of the original report; to 
supply some omissions in its composition; to say some- 
thing as to the power and rights of the General Govern- 
ment over the public domain; to submit a few remarks on 
the counter report; and to examine the assumptions which 
it contained, and the principles. on which it is founded. 

No subject which had presented itself to the present, 
or perhaps any preceding Congress, was of greater magni- 
There was another, 
indeed, which possessed a more exciting and absorbing 
interest, but the excitement was happily but temporary 
in its nature. Long after we shall cease to be agitated by 
the tariff, ages after our manufactures shall have acquired 
a stability and perfection which will enable them suc» 
cessfully to cope with the manufactures. of any. other 
country, the public lands will remain a subject of deep 
and enduring interest. In whatever view we contemplate 
them, there is no question of such vast importance. As 
to their extent, there is public. land enough to found an 
empire; stretching across the immense continent, from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, from the Gulf of Mexico 
to the Northwestern lakes, the quantity, according to of- 
ficial surveys and estimates, amounting to the prodigious 
sum of one billion and eighty millions of acres! As 
to the duration of the interest regarded .as a source of 
comfort to our people, and of public income, during the 
last year, when the greatest quantity was sold that ever, 
in one year, had been previously sold, it amounted to 
less than three millions of acres, producing three mil- 
lions and a half of dollars. Assuming that year as affording 
the standard rate at which the lands will be annually sold, 
it would require three hundred years to dispose of them, 
But the sales will probably be accelerated, from increased 
population and other causes. We may safely, however, 
anticipate that long, if not centuries, after the present 
day, the representatives of our children’s children may 
be deliberating in the Halls of Congress on laws relating 
to the public lands. 

The subject, in other points of view, challenged the 
fullest attention of an American statesman. If there was 
any one circumstance, more than all others, which distin. 
guished our happy condition from that of the nations of 
the Old World, it was the possession of this vast national 
property, and the resources which it afforded to our peo- 
ple and our Government. No European nation (possibly 
with the exception of Russia) commanded such an ample 
resource. With respect to the other republics of this 
continent, we have no information that any of them have 
yet adopted a regular system of previous survey and sub- 
sequent sale of their wild lands, in convenient tracts, well 
defined, and adapted to the wants of all. On the con- 
trary, the probability is that they adhere to the ruinous 
and mad system of old Spain, according to which large 
unsurveyed districts are granted. to favorite individuals, 
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prejudicial to them, who often sink under the incum-)&c. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Grunpy] will 


brance, and diein poverty, whilst the regular current of 
emigration is checked and diverted from its legitimate 
_ channels. 

` And if there be in the operations of this Government 
one, which, more than any other, displays consummate wis- 
dom and statesmanship, it is that system by which the pub- 
lic lands have been so successfully administered. We 
should pause, solemnly pause, before we subvert it. We 
should touch it hesitatingly, and with the gentlest hand. 
The prudent management of the public lands, in the hands 
of the General Government, will be more manifest by con- 
trasting it with that of several of the States, which had the 
disposal of large’bodies of waste lands. -Virginia possess- 
ed an ample domain ‘west of the mountains and in the 
present State of Kentucky, over and above her munificent 
cession tothe General Government. Pressed for pecuni- 
ary means by the revolutionary war, she brought her 
wild lands, during its progress, into market, receiving 
payment in paper money. There were no previous surveys 
of the waste lands--no townships, no sections, no official 
definition or description of tracts. Each purchaser made 
his own location, describing the land bought as he thought 
proper. These locations or descriptions were often vague 
and uncertain. The consequence was, that the same 
tract was not unfrequently entered various times by differ- 
ent purchasers, so as to be literally shingled over with con- 
flicting claims. The State, perhaps, sold in this way 
much more land than it was entitled to, but then it receiv- 
ed nothing in return that was valuable; whilst the pur- 
chasers, in consequence of the clashing and interference 
between their rights, were exposed to tedious, vexatious, 
and ruinous litigation. Kentucky long and severely suf- 
fered from this cause, and is just emerging from the trou- 
bles brought upon her by improvident land legislation. 
Western Virginia has also suffered greatly, though not to 
the same extent. 

The State of Georgia had large bodies of waste lands, 
which she disposed of in a manner satisfactory no doubt 
to herself, but astonishing to every onc of that common- 
wealth. According to her system, waste lands are distri- 
buted in lotteries among the people of the State, in confor- 
mity with the enactments of the Legislature. And when 
one district of country is disposed of, as there are many 
who do not draw prizes, the unsuccessful call out for fresh 
distributions. These are made, from time to time, as 
lands are acquired from the Indians; and hence one of 
the causes of the avidity with which the Indian lands are 
sought. It is manifest that neither the present genera- 
tion nor posterity can derive much advantage from this 
mode of alienating public lands. On the contrary, I should 
think, it cannot fail to engender speculation and a spirit 
of gambling. ; ; 

“ ‘BRe'State of Kentucky, in virtue of a compact with Vir- 
ginia, acquired a right to a quantity of public lands south 
of Green river. Neglecting to profit by the unfortunate 
example of the parent State, she did not order the country 
to be surveyed previous to its being offered to purchasers. 
Seduced by some of those wild land-projects, of which at 
all times there have been some afloat, and which hitherto 
the General Government alone has firmly resisted, she was 
tempted to offer her waste lands to settlers, at different 
prices, utider the name of head rights or pre-emptions. 
‘As the laws, like most legislation upon such subjects, were 
somewhat loosely worded, the keen eye of the speculator 
soon discerned the defects, and he took advantage of 
them. © Instances had occurred of masters obtaining certi- 
ficates of head rights in the name of their slaves, and thus 
securing the land, in contravention of the intention of the 
Legislature. Slaves generally have but one name, being 
called Tom; Jack, Dick, or Harry. To concealthe fraud, 
the owner would add Black, or some other cognomination, 
a6 that the certificate would read Tom Black, Jack Black, 


remember, some twenty odd years ago, when we were 
bothmembers of the Kentucky Legislature, that I took oc- 
casion to animadvert upon these fraudulent practices, and 
observed that, when the names came to be alphabetted, 
the truth would be told, whatever might be the language 
of the record; for’ the alphabet would read Black Tom, 
Black Harry, &c. Kentucky realized more in her trea- 
sury than the parent State had done, considering that she 
had but a remnant of public lands, and she added some- 
what to her population. But they were far less available 
than they would have been under a system of previous 
survey and regular sale. 

These observations in respect to the course of the re- 
spectable States referred to, in relation to their public 
lands, are not prompted by any unkind feelings towards 
them, but to show the superiority of the land system of 
the United States. i 

Under the system of the General Government, the wis- 
dom of which, in some respects, is admitted even by the 
report of the Land Committee, the country subject to its 
operation, beyond the Alleghany mountains, has rapidly 
advanced in population, improvement, and prosperity. 
The example of the State of Ohio was emphatically relied 
on by the report of the Committee on Manufactures—its 
million of people, its canals and other improvements, its 
flourishing towns, its highly cultivated fields, all put there 
within less than forty years. To weaken the force of this 
example, the Land Committee deny that the population 
of that State is principally settled upon public lands de- 
rived from the General Government. But, Mr. President, 
with great deference to that committee, I must say that it 
labors under misapprehension. ‘Three-fourths, if not four- 
fifths, of the population of that State are settled upon 
public lands purchased from the United States, and they 
are the most flourishing parts of the State. For the cor- 
rectness of this statement, 1 appeal to my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Ewine] near me. He knows, as well as I do, 
that the rich valleys of the Miami of Ohio, and the Mau- 
mee of the Lake, the Scioto, and the Muskingum, are 
principally settled by persons deriving titles to their lands 
from the United States. ; : 

In a national point ofsview, one of the greatest advan- 
tages which these public lands in the West, and this sys- 
tem of selling them, affords, is the resource which they 
present against pressure and want, in other parts of the 
Union, from the vocations of society being too closely 
filled, and too much crowded. They constantly tend to 
sustain the price of labor, by the opportunity which they 
offer of the acquisition of fertile land at a moderate price, 
and the consequent temptation to emigrate from those 
parts of the Union where labor may be badly rewarded. 

‘The progress of settlement, and the improvementin the 
fortunes and condition of individuals, under the opera- 
tion of this beneficent system, are as simple as they are 
manifest. Pioneers of a more adventurous character, ad- 
vancing before the tide of emigration, penetrate into the 
uninhabited regions of the West. They apply the axe to 
the forest, which falls before them, or the plough to the 
prairie, deeply sinking its share in the unbroken wild 
grasses in which it abounds. They build houses, plant or- 
chards, enclose fields, cultivate the earth, and rear up 
families around them. Meantime, the tide of emigration 
flows upon them, their improved farms rise in value, a de- 
mand for them takes place, they sell to the new comers at 
a great advance, and proceed farther west, with ample 
means to purchase from Government, at reasonable prices, 
sufficient land for all the members of their families. 
Another and another tide succeeds the first, pushing on 
westwardly the previous settlers, who, in their turn, sell 
out their tarm, constantly augmenting in price, until they 
arrive at a fixed and stationary value. In this way, thou- 
sands and tens of thousands are daily improving their cir- 
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cumstances, and bettering their condition. Ihave often 
witnessed this gratifying progress. On the same farm, 
you may sometimes behold, standing together, the first 
rude cabin of round and unhewn logs, and wooden chim- 
neys, the hewed log house, chinked and shingled, with 
stone or brick chimneys; and, lastly, the comfortable brick 
‘or stone dwelling; each denoting the different occupants 
of the farm, or the several stages of the condition of the 
same occupant. What other nation can boast of such an 
outlet for its increasing population, such bountiful means 
of promoting their prosperity, and securing their indepen- 
dence? : ; 

To the public lands of the United States, and especially 
to the existing system by which they are distributed with 
so much regularity and equity, are we indebted for these 
signal benefits in our national condition. And every con- 
sideration of duty to ourselves and to posterity enjoins 
that we should abstain from the adoption of any wild pro- 
ject that would cast away this vast national property, 
held by the General Government in sacred trust ‘for the 
whole people of the United States, and forbids that we 
sliould rashly touch a system which has been so success- 
fully tested by experience. 

It has been only within a few years that restless men 
have thrown befure the public their visionary plans for 
squandering the public domain. . With the existing laws, 
the great State of the West is satisfied and contented, She 
has felt their benefit, and grown greatand powerful under 
their sway. She knows and testifies to the liberality of 
the General Government in the administration of the pub- 
lic lands, extended alike to herand to the other new States. 
There are no petitions from, no movements in, Ohio, pro- 
posing vital and radical changes in the system. During 
the long period, in the House of Representatives and in the 
Senate, that her upright and unambitious citizen, the first 
Representative of that State, and afterwards successively 
Senator and Governor, presided over the Committee on 
Public Lands, we heard of none of these chimerical schemes. 
All went on smoothly, and quietly, and safely. No man, 
in the sphere within which he acted, ever commanded or 
deserved the iniplicit confidence of Congress more than 
Jeremiah Morrow. ‘There existed a perfect persuasion 
of his entire impartiality and justice between the old States 
and thenew. A few artless but sensible words, pronounc- 
ed in his plain Scotch Irish dialect, were always sufficient 
to ensure the passage of any bill or resolution which he 
reported. For about twenty-five years, there was no es- 
sential change in the system; and that which was at last 
made, varying the price of the public lands from two dol- 
lars, at which it had all that time remained, to one dollar 
and a quarter, at which it has been fixed only about ten or 
twelve years, was founded mainly on the consideration of 
abolishing the previous credits. 

Assuming the duplication of our population in terms of 
twenty-five years, the demand for waste land, at the end 
of every term, will at least be double what it was at the 
commencement. But the ratio of the increased demand 
willbe much greater than the increase of the whole popu- 
lation of the United States, because the Western States 
nearest to or including the public lands populate much 
more rapidly than other parts of the Union: and it will be 
from them that the greatest current of emigration will 
flow. At this moment Ohio, Kentucky, and ‘Tennessee 
are the most migrating states in the Union. k 

To supply this constantly augmenting demand, the poli- 
cy which has hitherto characterized the General Govern- 
ment, has been highly liberal both towards individuals and 
the new States. Large tracts, far surpassing the demand 
of purchasers, in every climate and situation adapted to 
the wants of all parts of the Union, are brought into the 
market at moderate prices, the Government having sus- 
tained all the expense of the original purchase, and of 
surveying, marking, and dividing the land. For fifty dol- 
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lars, any poor man may purchase forty acres of first rate 
land; and, for less than the-wages of one year’s labor, he 
may buy eighty acres. 


To the new States, also, has the 
Government been liberal and generous in the grants for 


schools and for internal improvements, as wellas in reduc- 
ing the debt contracted for the purchase of lands by the 


citizens of those States who were tempted, ina spirit of 
inordinate speculation, to purchase too much or at too high 
prices. 2 í : ; Bs 

Such is a rapid outline of this invaluable national pro- 
perty—of the system which regulates-its management and 
distribution, and of the effects of that system. We might 
here pause, and wonder that there should bea disposition 
with.any to waste or throw-away this great resource, or to 
abolish a system which’ has been fraught with so many 
manifest advantages. Nevertheless, there are such, who, 
impatient with the slow and natural operation of wise 
laws, have put forth various. pretensions and projects con- 
cerning the public lands within a few years past. One of 
these pretensions is an assumption of the sovereign right 
of the new States to all the lands within their respective 
limits, to the exclusion of the General Government, and 
to the exclusion of all the people of the United States, 
those in the new States only excepted. It is my purpose 


‘now to trace the origin, examine the nature, and expose 


the injustice of this pretension. 

This pretension may be fairly ascribed to the proposi- 
tions of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bexroy,] to 
graduate the public lands, to reduce the price, and to cede 
the “refuse”? lands (a term which, I believe, originated 
with him) to the States within which they lie. Prompt- 
ed, probably, by these propositions, a late. Governor of 
tnois, unwilling to be outdone; presented, an elaborate 
message to the Legislature of that State, in which he 
gravely and formally asserted the right of that State to all 
the land of the United States comprehended within its 
limits. It must be allowed that the Governor was a most 
impartial judge, and the Legislature a most disinterested 
tribunal, to decide such a question. , 

The Senator from Missouri was chanting, most sweetly, 
to the tune “refuse lands,” ‘refuse lands,” ‘refuse 
lands,” on the Missouri side of the Mississippi; and the 
soft strains. of his music having caught the ear of his Ex- 
cellency on the Wlinois side, he joined in chorus, and 
struck an octave higher. _ The Senator from Missouri 
wished only to pick up some crumbs which fell from Un- 
cle Sam’s table; but the Governor resolved to grasp the 
whole loaf. The Senator modestly claimed only. an old 
smoked, rejected joint; but the stomach of his Excellency 
yearned after the whole hog! The Governor peeped 
over the Mississippi into Missouri, and saw the Senator 
leisurely roaming in some rich pastures, on bits of refuse 
land. He returned to Illinois, and, springing into the 
grand prairie, determined to claim and occupy it in all its 
boundless extent. 

Then came the resolution of the Senator from Virginia, 
(Mr. Tazewexn,] in May, 1826, in the following words: 
‘ Resolved, That it is expedient for the United States to . 
cede and surrender to the several States, within whose 
limits the same may be situated, all the right, title, and 
interest of the United States to any lands lying and being 
within the boundaries of such States, respectively, upon 
such terms and conditions as may be consistent with the 
due observance of the public faith, and with the general 
interest of the United States.” The latter words rendered 
the resolution somewhat ambiguous; but still it contem- 
plated a cession and surrender. Subsequently the Sena- 
tor from Virginia proposed, afier a certain time, a gratui- 
tous surrender of all unsold lands, to be applied by the 
Legislature in support of education, and the internal im- 
provement of the State. f 

[Here Mr.TAZEW ELL controverted thestatement, Mr, 
Cray called to the Secretary to hand him the journal of 
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April, 1828, which he held up to the Senate, and read 
from it the following: - 

** The bill to graduate the price of the public lands, to 
make donations thereof to actual settlers, and to cede the 
refuse to the States in which they lie, being under consi- 
deration, ; 

` Mr: TAZEwWELL moved to insert the following as a sub- 
stitute: That the. land which shall have been subject to 
sale under the provisions of this act, and shall remain un- 
sold for two years, after having been offered at twenty- 
five cents per acre, shall be, and the same is, ceded to the 
State in. which the same may lie, to be. applied by the 
Legislature thereof in support of education, and the inter- 
nal improvement of the State.” 7 
Thus, it'appears, not only that the honorable Senator 


‘serted in behalf of the whole Union, the States that con- 


tained any large bodies of waste lands, (and Virginia, 
particularly, that had the most, ) ceded them to the Union 
for the equal benefit of all the States. It forgets that the 
very equality which is the basis-of the argument would 
be totally subverted by the admission of the validity of the 
pretension. For how would the matter then stand? The 
revolutionary States will have divested themselves of the 
large districts of vacant lands which they contained, for 
the common benefit of all the States, and those same lands 
will enure to the benefit of the new States exclusively. 
There will be, on the supposition of the validity of the 
pretension, a reversal of the condition of the two classes 
of States. Instead of the old having, as is alleged, the 
wild lands which they included at the epoch of the revo- 


proposed the cession, but showed. himself the friend of] lution, they will have none, and the new States all. , And 


education and internal improvements, by means derived 
from the General Government. For this liberal disposi- 
tion, on his part, I believe it was that the State of Mis- 
souri honored: a new county with his name. If he had 
carried his prdposition, that State might well have granted 
a principality to him. 

The memorial of the Legislature of Illinois, probably 
produced by the message of the Governor already noticed, 
had been presented, asserting a claim to the public lands. 
And it seems (although the fact had escaped my recollec- 
tion, until I was reminded of it by one of her Senators 


[Mr. Hewnricxs] the other day) that the Legislature of 


Tndiana had instructed her Senators to bring forward a 
similar claim. At the last session, however, of the Le- 
gislature of that State, resolutions had passed, instructing 
her delegation to obtain from the General Government 
cessions of the unappropriated public lands on the most 
favorable terms. It is clear, from this last expression of 
the will of that Legislature, that, on reconsideration, it 
believed the right to the public lands to be in the Gene- 
yal Government, and not in the State of Indiana. 
they did not belong to the General Government, it had 
nothing to cede; if they belonged already to the State, no 
cession was necessary to the perfection of the right of the 
State. 

I will here submit a passing observation. If the Gene- 
ral Government had the power to cede the public lands 
to the new States, for particular purposes, and on pre- 
scribed conditions, its power must be unquestionable to 


make some reservations, for similar purposes, in behalf, 


of the old States. Its power cannot be without limit as to 
the new States, and circumscribed and restricted as to the 
old. Its capacity to bestow benefits, or dispense justice, 
is not confined to the new States, but is co-extensive with 
the whole Union. It may grant to all, or it can grant to 
none. And this comprehensive equity is not only in con- 
formity with the spirit of the cessions in the deeds from 
the ceding States, but is expressly enjoined by the terms 
of those deeds. 
Such isthe probable origin of-the pretension which I 
have been tracing;-and now let us examine its nature and 
. foundation, “TRe‘argument in behalf of the new States 
is founded on the notion that; as the old States, upon com- 
ing out of-the revolutionary war, had or claimed a right to 
all the lands within their respective limits, and as the new 
States have been admitted into the Union on the same 
footing and condition, in all respects, with the old, there- 
fore they are entitled to all the waste lands embraced 
within their boundaries. But the argument forgets that 
all the revolutionary States had not waste lands; that some 
had but very little, and others none. It forgets that the 
right of the States to the waste lands within their limits 
Was controverted; and that it was insisted that, as they had 
been conquered iwa common war, waged with common 
means, and. attended with general sacrifices, the public 
lands should” beheld for the common benefit of all the 
States. It forgets that, in consequence of this right, as- 


For, if 


this in the name and for the purpose of equality among 
all the members of the confederacy! What, especially, 
would be the situation of Virginia? She magnanimousty 
ceded an empire in extent for the common benefit. And 
now itis proposed not only to withdraw that empire from 
the object of its solemn dedication to the use of all the 
States, but to deny her any participation in it, and appro- 
priate it exclusively to the benefit of the new States 
carved out of it. 

; If the new States had any right to the public lands, 
in order to produce the very equality contended for, they 
ought forthwith to cede that right to the Union, for the 
common benefit of all the States. Having no such right, 
they ought to acquiesce cheerfully in an equality which 
does, in fact, now exist between them and the old States. 

The Committee on Manufactures has clearly shown 
that, if the right were recognised in the new States, 
now existing, to the public lands within their limits, each 
of the new States, as ‘they might hereafter be successively 
admitted into the Union, would have the same right; and 
consequently that the pretension under examination em- 
braces, in effect, the whole public domain, that is, a billion 
and eighty millions of acres of land. 

The right of the Union to the public lands is incontesta- 
ble.” It ought not to be considered debatable. It never 
was questioned but by a few, whose monstrous heresy, it 
was probably supposed, would escape animadversion from 
the enormity of the absurdity, and the utter impractica- 
bility of the success of the claim. The right of the whole 
is sealed by the blood of the revolution, founded upon so- 
lemn deeds of cession from sovereign States, deliberately 
executed in the face of the world, or resting upon national 
treaties concluded with foreign Powers, on ample equi- 
valents contributed from the common treasury of the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

This right of the whole was stamped upon the face of 
the new States at the very instant of their parturition. 
They admitted and recognised it with their first breath. 
They hold their stations, as members of the confederacy, 
in virtue of that admission. The Senators who sit here, 
and the members in the House of Representatives from 
the new States, deliberate in Congress with other Sena- 
tors and Representatives, under that admission. And, 


since the new States came into being, they have recog- 
nised this right of the General Government by innumera- 
ble acts: 


By their concurrence in the passage of hundreds of 


laws respecting the public domain, founded upon the in- 
contestable right of the whole of the States; 


By repeated applications to extinguish Indian titles, and 


to survey the lands which they covered; 


And by solicitation and acceptance of extensive grants 


from the General Government of the public lands. 


The existence of the new States is a falsehood, or the 


right of all the States to the public domain is an undenia- 
ble truth. 


7 They have no more right to the public lands 
within their particular jurisdictions, than other States have 
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to the mint, the forts and arsenak, or public ; 
theirs; or than the people ofthe District of Columbia have 
to this magnificent capitol, in whose splendid halls we now, 
deliberate. i 

The equality contended for between all the States now 
exists. The public lands are now held, and ought to be 
held and administered for the common benefit of all.’ I 
hope our fellow-citizens of Illinois, Indiana, and Missouri, 
will reconsider the matter; that they will cease to take 
counsel from demagogues who would deceive them, and 
instil erroneous principles into their ears; and that they 
will feel and acknowledge that their brethren of Ken- 
tucky and of Ohio, and of all the States in the Union, 
have an equal right with thé citizens of those three States 
in the public lands. If the possibility of an event so dire- 
ful as a severance of this Union were for a moment con- 
templated, and, what would be the probable consequence 
of such an unspeakable calamity, three confederacies 
were formed out of its fragments, do you imagine that 
the Western confederacy would consent to the States 
including the public lands, holding them exclusively for 
themselves? Can you imagine that the States of Ohio, 
Kentucky, and "Tennessee would quictly renounce their 
right in all the public lands west of them? No, sir! No, 
sir! They would wade to their knees in blood before 
they would make such an unjust and ignominious sur- 
render. 

But this pretension, unjust to the old States, unequal 
as to all, would be injurious to the new States themselves, 
in whose behalf it has been put forth, if it were recog- 
nised. ‘Ihe interest of the new States is not confined to 
the lands within their limits, but extends to the whole bil- 
lion and cighty millions of acres. Sanction the claim, 
however, and they are cut down and restricted to that 
which is included in their own boundaries. Is it not 
better for Obio, instead of the five millions and a half-- 
for Indiana, instead of the fifteen millions-—-or even for 
Linois; instead of the thirty-one or thirty-two millions-— 
or Missouri, instead of the thirty-cight millions—within 
their respective limits, to retain their interest in those 
several quantities, and also retain their interest, in com- 
mon with the other members of the Union, in the count- 
Jess millions of acres that lie west, or northwest, beyond 
them? , 

I will now proceed, Mr. President, to consider the ex- 
pediency of a reduction of the price of the public lands, 
and the reasons assigned by the Land Committee in their 
report in favor of that measure. They are presented 
there in formidable detail, and spread out under seven dif- 
ferent heads. Let us examine them: The first is, ‘*be- 
cause the new States have a clear right to participate in 
the benefits of a reduction of the revenue to the wants 
of the Government, by getting the reduction extended to 
the article of revenue chiefly used by them.” Here is a 
renewal of the attempt, made early in the session, to con- 
found the public lands with foreign imports, which was 
so successfully exposed and refuted by the report of the 
Committee on Manufactures. Will not the new States 
participate in any reduction of the revenue, in common 
with the old States, without touching the public lands? 
As far as they are consumers of objects of foreign imports, 
will they not equally share the benefit with the old States? 
What right, over and above that equal participation, have 
the new States to a reduction of the price of the public 
lands? As States, what right, much less what “clear 
right,” have they to any such reduction? . In their sove- 
reign or corporate capacity, what right? Have not all the 
stipulations hetween them, as States, and the General Go- 
vernment, been fully complied with? Have the people 
within the new States, considered distinct from the States 
themselves, any right to such reduction? Whence is it 
derived? They went there in pursuit of their own happi- 
ness. They bought lands from the public, because it was 
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by settling and improving these 3 
lic lands are enbanced. True, and so are their own. 


by augmenting the price. 
aad the demand for Peduction is made in behalf of those 
who say their labor has increased the value of the public 
lands, and the claim to reduction is founded upon the fact 
of enhanced value. The public, like all other landhold- 
ers, hada right to anticipate that the sale of a part would 
communicate, incidentally, greater value upon the residue. 
And, like all other land proprietors, it has the right to ask 
more for that residue, but it does not; and, for one, I 
should be ‘as unwilling to disturb the existing price by 
augmentation as by reduction. But the public lands is 
the article of revenue.which the people of the new States 
chiefly consume. In another part of this report, liberal 
grants of the public lands are recommended, and the 
idea of holding the public lands asa source of revenue 
is scouted, because it is said that more revenue could be 
collected from the settlers, as consumers, than from the 
lands. Here, it seems that the public lands are the arti- 
cle of revenue chiefly consumed by the new States. 

With respect to lands yet to be sold, they are open to 
the purchase, alike of emigrants from the old States, and 
settlers in the new. As the latter have most generally 
supplied themselves with lands, the probability is that the 
emigrants are more interested in the question of reduction 
than the settlers. At all events, there čan be no peculiar 
right to such reduction existing in the new States. It is a 
question common to all, and to be decided in reference to 
the interest of the whole Union. ni 

2. “Because the public debt being now paid, the 
public lands are-entirely released from the pledge they 
were under to that object, "and are free to receive a new 
and liberal destination, for the relief of the States in which 
they lie.” e 

The payment of the public debt is conceded to be near 
at hand; and itis admitted that the public lands, being 
liberated, may now receive a new and liberal destination. 
Such an appropriation of their proceeds is proposed by the 
bill reported by the Committee on Manufactures,and which 
I shall hereafter call the attention of the Senate more par- 
ticularly to. But it did not seem just to that committee 
that this new and liberal destination of them should be re- 
stricted ‘for the relief of the States in which they lie” 
exclusively, but should extend to all the States indis- 
criminately, upon principles of equitable distribution. 

3. Because nearly one hundred millions of acres of 
the land now in market are the refuse ofsales and donations, 
through a long series of years, and are of very little actual 
value, and only fit to be given to settlers, or abandoned to 
the States in which they lie.” By hbase - 

According to an official statement, the total. quantity 
of public land which had been surveyed up to the 31st 
of December last was a little upwards of -162,000,000 
acres. Of this, a large proportion, perhaps even more 
than the 100,000,000 acres stated in the land réport, has 
been a long time in market. The entire quantity which 
has ever been sold by the United States, up to the same 
day, after deducting lands relinquished and lands reverted 
to the United States, according to an official statement 
also, is 25,242,590 acres. Thus, after the lapse of thirty- 
six years, during which the present land system has been 
in operation, a little more than twenty-five millions of 
acres have been sold, not averaging a million per annum, 
and upwards of one hundred millions of the surveyed lands 
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remain to be sold... The argument.of the report of the} large quantities, that State would be Ohio. It is the oldest 
Land: Committee assumes that ¢ nearly one hundred mil-| of the new States. There the public lands have remained. 
lions: ave-the refuse of sales and donations,” are of very |longest exposed in the market. But there we find only 
little actual’ value, ‘and only fit to be given to settlers, or| five millions and a half to be sold. And T holdin my hand 
abatidored to the States: in which they lie. : an account of sales in the Zanesville district, one of the 
Mr. President, let us define as we go; let us analyze. | oldest in that State, made during the present year. Itis 
“What do “the Land Committee mean by ‘*refuse land?” jin a paper entitled the ** Ohio Republican,” published at 
Do-they mean worthless, inferior, rejected land, which | Zanesville the 26th May, 1832. The article is headed 
nobody will buy, at the present Government price? Let] «* Refuse Land,” andit states: <¢It has suited the interest 
us look at facts, and make them our guide. The Govern-|of some to represent the lands of the United States which 
ment is constantly pressed by the new States to bring more | lrave remained in market for many years, as mere ‘ refuse,” 
and more land into the market; to extinguish more In-| which cannot -be sold; and to urge a rapid reduction of 
dian titles; to survey more. The new States themselves | price, and the cession of the residue, in a short period, to 
. are’ probably urged to operate upon the General Govern-|the States in which they are situated. Itis strongly urged 
ment by emigrants and settlers who see still before them, | against this plan that it is a speculating project, which, by 
in their progress west, other new lands which they desire. [alienating a large quantity of land from the United States, 
The General Government: yields to the solicitations. It} will cause a great increase of price to actual settlers in a 
throws more land into the ‘market, and itis annually and | few years, instead of their being able forever, as it may 
daily ‘preparing additional surveys of fresh lands. It has|be said is the case under the present system of Jand 
thrown, and is preparing to throw, open to purchasers al-|sales, to obtain a farm at a reasonable price. ‘fo show 
ready one hundred and sixty-two millions of acres, And|how far the lands unsold are from being worthless, we 
now, because the capacity to purchase, in its nature limit-|copy from the Gazctte the following statement of recent 
ed*by the growth’ of our population, is totally incompe-j{sales in the Zanesville district, one of the oldest districts 
„tent to absorb this immense quantity, the Government is |in the West. The salcsat the Zanesville land office, since 
called upon, by some of the very persons who urged the |the commencement of the present year, have been as fol- 
exhibition of this vast amount to sale, to consider all that |lows: January, $7,120 80; February, $8,542 67; March, 
remains unsold as refuse! Twenty-five millions in thirty- {$11,744 75; April, $9,209 19; and since the first of the 
six years only are sold, and all the rest is to be looked | present month, about $9,000 worth have been sold, more 
upon as refuse! Is this right? If there had been five |than half of which was in forty acre lots.” And there 
hundred millions in market, there probably would not {cannot be a doubt that the act, passed at this session, au- 
have been more, or much more, sold. But I deny the cor- |thorizing sales of forty acres, will, from the desire to make 
rectness of the conclusion, that it is worthless, because |additiens to farms, and to settle young members of fami- 
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not sold.: Itis not sold, because there were not people to 
buy it. © You must have gone to other countries, to other 
worlds, to the moon, and drawn from thence people to 
buy the prodigious quantity which you offered to sell. 

Refiise land! A purchaser goes to a district of coun- 
try, and buys out of a township a section which strikes his 
fancy. He exhausts his money. Others might have pre- 
ferred other, sections. ‘Other sections may even be bet- 
ter'than his.: He can with no more propriety be said to 
have 4‘ refused” or rejected all the other sections, than a 
man who, attracted by the beauty, charms, and accom- 
plishments of a particular lady, marries her, can be said 
to have rejected or refused all the rest of the sex. 

Is it eredible, that, out of one hundred and fifty or one 
hundred and sixty millions of acres of land in a valley, 
celebrated for its fertility, there are only about twenty-five 
millions of acres of good land, and that all the rest is re- 
fuse? Take the State of Ilinois as an example. Of all 
the States in the Union, that State probably contains the 
greatest proportion of rich fertile lands. More than 
Ohio, more~than. Indiana, abounding as they both do in 
fine lands: -Of the thirty-three millions and-a half of-pub- 
lic lands in Jllindis, a- little. more only than two millions 
have been‘ sold: Is the residue. of thirty-one millions all 
refuse land? Who that is acquainted in the West can 
assert or believe it’ No, sir; there isno such'thing. The 
unsold lands are unsold, becausé of the reasons already 
assigned. . Doubtless there is much inferior land remain- 
ing, but.a vast quantity of the best of Jandsalso. For its 
timber, soil, water power, grazing, minerals, almost all 
land possesses a certain value. If the lands unsold are 
refuse and worthless in the hands of the General Go- 
vernment, why are they sought after with so much avi- 
dity? If in our hands they are good for nothing, what more 
would they be. worth in the hands of the new States? 
“Only fit to be given to settlers.” 
thank you?-what settlers would not scorn a gift of refuse, 
worthless:land? . If you mean to be generous, give them 
whatas ‘Valuable; be manly in your generosity. 

But: let:ug-examine .a little closer this idea of refuse 
landi “If-theré be any State in which it isto be found in 


jlies, increase the sales very much, at least during this 
year. 

A friend of mine in this city bought, in Hlinois, last fall, 
about 2,000 acres of this refuse land, at the minimum 
price, for which he has lately refused six dollars per acre. 
An officer of this body, now in my eye, purchased’s small 
tract of this same refuse land of 160 acres, at second ov 
third hand, entered a few years ago, and which is now cs- 
timated at 1,900 dollars. It isa business, a very profit- 
able business, at. which fortunes are made in the new 
States, to purchase these refuse lands, and, without im- 
proving them, to sell them again at large advances. 

Far from being discouraged by the fact of so much 
surveyed public land remaining unsold, we should rejoice 
that this bountiful resource, possessed by our country, 
remains in almost undiminished quantity, notwithstanding 
so many new and flourishing States have sprung up in the 
wilderness, and so many thousands of families have been 
accommodated. It might be otherwise ifthe public land 
was dealt out by Government with a sparing, grudging, 
griping hand. But they are liberally offered, in exhaust- 
less quantities, and at moderate prices, enriching indivi- 
duals, and tending to the rapid improvement cf the 
country. The two important facts brought forward, and 
emphatically dwelt on by. the Committee on Manufactures, 
stand in their full force, ynaffected by any thing stated in 
the report of the Land’ Committee. These facts must 
carry conviction to every unbiassed mind that will delibe- 
rately consider them. ‘The first is the rapid increase of 
the new States, far outstripping the old, averaging annu- 
ally an increase of eight and a half per cent., and dou- 
bliug of course in twelve years. One of these States, 
illinois, full of refuse land, increasing at the rate of 
eighteen and a half per cent.! Would this astonishing 
growth take place if the lands were too high, or all the 


What settlers would good land sold? ~- The other fact is the vast increase in 


ithe annual sates; in 1830, rising to three millions. Since 
ithe report of the Committee on Manufactures, the re- 
[turns have come in of the sales of last year, which had 
been estimated at three millions. They were, in fact, 
1$3;566,127 94! Their progressive increase baffles all 


1109 
Juxr 20, 1832.] 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 


Public Lands. 


-1110 


[SENATE 


calculation. 
high? : s - : 

It is argued that the value of different townships and 
sections is various; and that it is, therefore, wrong to fix 
the same price for all- The variety in the quality, situa- 
tion, and advantages of different tracts, isno doubt great. 
After the adoption of any system -of classification, there 
would still remain very great diversity in the tracts:be- 
longing to the same class. This is the law of nature. The 
presumption of inferiority, and of refuse land, founded 
upon the length of time that the land had been in market, 
is denied, for reasons already stated. The offer, at public 
auction, of all lands to the. highest bidder, previous to 
their being sold at private sale, provides, in some degree, 
for the variety in the value; since each purchaser pushes 


Would ‘this happen, if the price- were too 


the land up to the price which, according to his opinion, | 


it ought to command. But, if the price demanded by 
Government is not tod high for the good land, (and no one 
can believe it) why not wait until that is sold before any 
reduction of price in the bad? And that will not be sold 
for many years to come. It would be quite as wrong to 
bring the price of good land down to the standard of the 
had, as itis alleged to be to carry the latter up to that of 
the former. 
purchasers of the bad: for, as has been stated in the re- 
port of the Committee on Manufactures, a discreet farmer 
would rather give a dollar and a quarter per acre for first 
rate land, than accept refuse and worthless land as a 
present. 

4, “Because the speedy extinction of the federal title 
within their limits is necessary to the independence of the 
new States; to their equality withthe elder States; to the 
development of their resources; to the subjection of their 
soil to taxation, cultivation,"and settlement; and to the 
proper enjoyment of their jurisdiction and sovereignty.” 

All this is mere assertion and declamation. ‘The Gene- 
ral Government, at a moderate price, is selling the public 
land as fast as it can find purchasers. ‘he new States are 
populating with unexampled rapidity; their condition is 
now much more cligible than that of some of the old 
States. Ohio, Lam sorry to be obliged to confess, is, in 
internal improvement, and some other respects, fifty years 
in advance of her elder sister and neighbor, Kentucky. 
How have her growth and prosperity, her independence, 
her equality with the elder States, the development of her 
resources, the taxation, cultivation, and scttlement of her 
soil, or the proper enjoyment of ber jurisdiction and so- 
vereignty, been affected or impaired by the federal title 
within her limits? The federal title! It has béen a source 
of blessings and of bounties, but not of one real griev- 
ance. As tothe exemption from taxation of the public 
lands, and the exemption, for five years, of those sold to 
individuals, if the public land belonged to the new States, 
would they tax it? And as to the latter exemption, it is 
paid for by the General Government, as may be seen by 
reference to the compacts; and it is, moreover, bench- 
cial to the new States themselves, by holding out a motive 
to emigrants to purchase and scttle within their limits. 

6. “ Because the ramified machinery of the Land Office 
Department, and the ownership of so much soil, extends 
the patronage and authority of the General Government 
into the heart and corners of the new States, and sub- 
jects their policy to the danger of a foreign and powerfal 
influence.” 

A foreign and powerful influence! The Federal Go- 
vernment a foreign Government! And the exercise of a 
legitimate control over the national property, for the bene- 
fit of the whole people of the United States, a depre- 
cated penetration into the heart and corners of the new 
States! As to the calamity of the land offices which* are 
held within them, I believe that it: is not regarded by the 
people of those States with quite as much horror as it is 
viewed by the Land Committee. They justly consider 


Until the good land is sold, there will be no} 


that they ought to hold those offices themselves, -and-that 


jno persons ought to be sent from the other foreign States 


of this Union to fill them. And, if the number of the 
offices were increased, it would not be looked upon by 
them as a grievous addition to the calamity. a 

But. what do the Land Committee mean by the autho- 
rity of this foreign, Federal. Government? © Surely they 
do not desire to get rid of the Federal. Government., And 
yet the final settlement of. the. land: question. will. have 
effected but little in expelling: its authority , from -the 
bosoms of the new. States. - Its action will. still remain.in 
a thousand forms, and the heart and corners of the new 
States will still be invaded by post offices and postmasters, 
and post roads, and the Cumberland road, and various other 
modifications of its power. 

7. Because the sum of $425,000,000, proposed to 
be drawn from the new States and Territories, by the 
sale of their soil, at one dollar and twenty-five cents 
per acre, is unconscionable and impracticable-~such as 
never can be paid; and the bare attempt to raise which 
must drain, exhaust, and impoverish these States, and 
give birth to the feelings which a sense of injustice and 
oppression never fail to excite, and the excitement of which 
should. be so carefully avoided. in a confederacy of free 
States.” Ta : 

In another part of their report, the committee say, 
speaking of the immense reyenue alleged to be deriva- 
ble from the public lands, ¢ this ideal revenue is estimated 
at $425,000,000 for the lands now within the limits of - 
the States and Territories, and at, $1,363,589,691 for the 
whole federal domain. Such chimerical calculations pre- 
clyde the propriety of argumentative answers.’? Well; 
if these calculations are all-chimerical, there is no danger 
from. the preservation. .of the existing. land: system of 
draining, exhausting, and impoverishing the new States, 
and of exciting them to rebellion. : 

The Manufacturing Committee did: not state what the 
public lands would, in fact, produce. They could not 
state it. It is hardly a subject of approximate estimate. 
The committee stated what would be the proceeds, esti- 
mated by the minimum price of the public lands; what, 
at one-half of that price; and added ‘that, although there 
might be much land that would never sell at one dollar 
anda quarter per acre, ‘‘as fresh lands are brought into 
market and exposed to sale at public. auction, many of 
them sell at prices exceeding onedollar and a quarter per 
acre.” They concluded by remarking that the least fa- 
vorable view of regarding them was to. consider them a 
capital yielding an annuity of three millions of dollars at 
this time; that, in a few years, that annuity would proba- 
bly be doubled; and that the. capital might then be as- 
sumed as equal to $100,000,000. i 

Whatever may be the sum drawn from the sales of the 
public lands, it will be contributed, not by citizens of 
the States alone in which they are situated, but by emi- 
grants from all the States. And it will be raised, not in 
a single year, but in a long series of years. It would 
have been impossible for the State of Ohio to:have paid, 
in one year, the millions that have been raised: in that 
State by the sale of public: lands; but, in a period of. up- 
wards of thirty years, the payment has been made, not 
only without impoverishing, but with the constantly. in- 
creasing prosperity of the State. EERE as 

Such, Mr. President, are the reasons of the Land Com- 
mittee for the reduction of the price of the public lands. 
Some of them had been anticipated and refuted- in the 
report of the Manufacturing Committee; and J hope that 
I have now shown the insolidity of the residue. .- - 

-Iwill not dwell upon the consideration, urged in. that 
report, against any large reduction, founded upon. its 
inevitable tendency to lessen the value of the landed 
property. throughout the Union, and that in the Western 
States especially. That such would be the. necessary 
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consequence, no man can doubt who will seriously refiect/speak for himself; and I will vindicate his official opinions 


upon such a measure as that of throwing into the market, 
immediately, upwards of one hundted and thirty millions 
of acres, and at no distant period upwards of two hundred 
millions more, at greatly reduced rates. 

If the honorable chairman of the Land Committee 
(Mr. Kine] had relied upon his own sound practical sense, 
he would have presented a report far less objectionable 
than that which he has made. He has availed himself 
of another’s aid, and the hand of the Senator from Mis- 


from the erroneous glosses and interpretations which have 
been put upon them. 

Mr. Rush, inan official report, which will long remain 
a monument of his ability, was surveying, with a states- 
man’s eye, the condition of America. He was arguing in 
favor of the protective policy—-the American system. 
He spoke of the limited vocations of our society, and the 
expediency of multiplying the means of increasing sub- 
sistence, comfort, and wealth. He noticed the great and 


souri [Mr. Bewron] is as visible in the composition, as if|the constant tendency-of our fellow-citizens to the culti- 


his name had been subscribed to the instrument. We 
hear .again, in this paper, of that which we had so often 
heard repeated before in debate by the Senator from 
Missouri—the sentiments of Edmund Burke. And what 
was the state of things in England, to which those senti- 
ments were applied? ` 

` England has too little land and too many people. Ame- 
rica has too much land for the present population of the 
country, and wants people. The British Crown had own- 
ed, for many generations, large bodiesof land, preserved 
for game and forest, from which but small revenues were 
derived. It was proposed to sell out the Crown lands, 
that they might be peopled and cultivated, and: that the 
royal family should be placed on the civil list. Mr. Burke 
supported the proposition by convincing arguments. But 
what analogy is there between the Crown lands of the 
British sovereign, and the public lands of the United 
States? Are they here locked up from the people, and, 
for the sake of their game or timber, excluded from sale? 
Are not they freely exposed in market to all who want 
them, at moderate prices? The complaint is that they 
are not sold fast enough; in other words, that people are 
not multiplied rapidly enough to buy them. Patience, 
gentlemen of the Land Committee, patience! The new 
States are daily rising in power and importance. Some 
of them are already great and flourishing members of the 
confederacy. And, if you will only acquiesce in the cer- 
tain and quiet operation of the laws of God and man, the 
wilderness “will quickly teem with people, and be filled 
with the monuments of civilization. 

The report of the Land Committee proceeds to notice 
and to animadvert upon certain opinions of the late Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, contained in his annual report, and 
endeavors to connect them with some sentiments express- 
ed in the report of the Committee on Manufactures, 
That report had before been the subject of repeated com- 
mentary in the Senate, by the Senator from Missouri; and 
of much misrepresentation and vituperation in the public 
press. Mr. Rush showed me the rough draught of that 
report, and I advised him to expunge the paragraphs in 
question, because I foresaw that they would be misrepre- 
sented, and that he would be exposed to unjust accusa- 
tion. But knowing the purity of his intentions, believing 
in the ‘soundness of the views which he presented, and 
confiding in the candor of a just public, he resolved to 
retain the paragraphs. I cannot suppose the Senator 
from Missouri ignorant of what passed between Mr. Rush 
and me, and of his having, against my suggestions, re- 
tained the paragraphs in question; because these facts 
were all stated by Mr. Rush himself, in a letter addressed 
to a late member of the House of Representatives, re- 
presenting the district in which I reside, which letter, 
more than a year ago, was published in the Western 
papers. 

I shall say nothing in defence of myself--nothing to 


| 


vation of the soil, the want of a market for their surplus 
produce, the inexpediency of all blindly rushing to the 
same universal employment, and the policy of dividing 
ourselves into various pursuits. He says, ‘‘The manner 
in which the remote lands of the United States are selling 
and settling, whilst it possibly may tend to increase more 
quickly the aggregate population of the country, and the 
mere means of subsistence, does not increase capital in 
the same proportion, * * * >» Any thing that 
may serve to hold back this tendency to diffusion from 
running too far and too long into an extreme, can scarcely 
prove otherwise than salutary. * * * * Ifthe po- 
pulation of these, [a majority of the States, including some 
Western States,] not yet redundant in fact, though ap- 
pearing to be so, under this legislative incitement to emi- 
grate, remained fixed in more instances, as it probably 
would be by extending the motives to manufacturing labor, 
it is believed that the nation would gain’in two ways: first, 
by the more rapid accumulation of capital; and, next, by 
the gradual reduction of the excess of its agricultural . 
population over that engaged in other vocations. Itis 
not imagined that it ever would be practicable, even if it 
were desirable, to turn this stream of emigration aside; 
but resources, opened through the influence of the laws, 
in new fields of industry, to the inhabitants of the States 
already sufficiently peopled to enter upon them, might 
operate to lessen, in some degree, and usefully lessen, its 
absorbing force.” 

Now, Mr. President, what is there in this view adverse 
to the West, or unfavorable to its interests? Mr. Rush 
is arguing on the tendency of the people to engage in agri- 
culture, and the incitement to emigration produced by 
our laws. Does he propose to change those Jaws, ‘in that 
particular? Does he propose, in fact, any new measure? 
So far from suggesting any alteration of the conditions on 
which the public lands are sold, he expressly says that 
it is not desirable, if it were practicable, to turn this 
stream of tmigration aside. Leaving all the laws in full 
force, and all the motives to emigration, arising from fer- 
tile and cheap lands, untouched, he recommends the en- 
couragement of a new branch of business, in which all 
the Union, the West as wellas the rest, is interested; thus, 
presenting an option to population to engage in manufac- 
tures or in agriculture, at its own discretion. And does 
such an option afford just ground of complaint to any one? 
Is it not an advantage to all? Do the Land Committee 
desire (I am sure they do not) tu create starvation in one 
part of the Union, that emigrants may be forced into an- 
other? If they do not, they ought not to condemn a multi- 
plication of huinan employments, by which, as its certain 
consequence, there will be an increase in the means of 
subsistence and comfort. ‘The objection to Mr. Rush, 
then, is, that he looked at his whole country, and at all 
parts of it; andthat, while he desired the prosperity and 
growth of the West to advance undisturbed, he wished 


disprove the charge of my cherishing unfriendly feelings) to build up, on deep foundations, the welfare of all the 


and sentiments {owardsany part of the West. If the pub-| pe 


lie acts in which I have participated, if the uniform tenor 


ople. 
Mr. Rush knew that there were thousands of the poorer 


of my whole life, will not refute such an imputation, no-| classes who never could emigrate; and that emigration, 


thing that I could here say would refute it. 


But I will’ say something in defence of the opinions ofi with evil. 


i 


under the best auspices, was far from being unattended 
There are moral, physical, pecuniary obsta- 


my late patriotic and enlightened colleague, not here to} cles to all emigration; and these will increasé as the good 
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vacant lands of the West are removed, by intervening 
settlements, farther and farther from society, as it is now 
located. It is, I believe, Dr. Johnson who pronounces 
that, of all vegetable and animal. creation, man is the 
most difficult to be uprooted and transferred. to a distant 
country; and he was right. Space itself—mountains, and 
seas, and rivers, are impediments.. The want of pecuni- 
ary means, the expenses of the outfit, subsistence, and 
transportation of a family, is no slight circumstance. 
When all these difficulties are overcome, (and how few, 
comparatively, can surmount them?) the greatest of all 
yemains—that of being torn from one’s natal spot; sepa- 
rated forever from the roof under which the companions 
of his childhood were sheltered, from the trees which 
have shaded him from summers’ heats, the spring from 
whose gushing fountain he has drank in his youth, the 
tombs that hold the precious relics of his venerated an- 
cestors! : 


But I have said that the Land Committee had attempted 


to confound the sentiments of Mr. Rush with some of the 
reasoning employed by the Committee on Manufactures 
against the proposed reduction of the price of the public 
lands. What is that reasoning? Here it is: it will speak 
for itself; and, without a single comment, will demonstrate 
how different it is from that of the late Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, unexceptionablé as that has been shown to be: 
“The greatest emigration (say the Manufacturing Com- 
mittce) that is believed now to take place from any of the 
States, is from Ohio, Kentucky, and Tennessee. The 
effects of a material reduction in the price of the public 
lands would be-—1st, To lessen the value of real estate 
in those three States; 2d, To diminish their interest in 
the public domain, as a common fund for the benefit of 
all the States; and, 3d, To offer what would operate as 
a bounty to further emigration from those States, occa- 
sioning more and more lands, situated within them, to be 
thrown into the market; thereby not only lessening the 
valuc of their lands, but draining them both of their po- 
pulation and currency.” 

There arc good men in different parts, but especially 
in tbe Atlantic portion of the Union, who have been in- 
duced to regard lightly this vast national property; who 
have been persuaded that the people of the West are 
dissatisfied with the administration of it; and who believe 
that it will, in the end, be lost to the nation; and that it 
is not worth present care and preservation. But these are 
radical mistakes. The great body of the West are satis- 
ficd--perfectly satisfied, with the general administration 
of the public lands. They would, indeed, like, and are 
entitled to, a more liberal expenditure among them of the 
proceeds of the sales. For this provision is made by the 
bill to which I will hereafter call the attention of the Se- 
nate, But the great body of the West have not called for, 
and understand too well their real interest to desire, any 


essential change in the system of survey, sale, or price of 


the lands. ‘There may be a few, stimulated by dema- 
gogues, who desire change; and what system is there, 
what Government, what order of human society, that a 
few do not desire changed? 

Itis one of the admirable properties of the existing 
system that it contains within itself, and carries along, prin- 
ciples of conservation and safety, In the progress of its 
operation, new States become identified with the old, 
in feeling, in thinking, and in interest. Now, Ohio is as 
sound as any old State in the Union, in all her views re- 
lating to the public lands, She feels that her share in the 
exterior domain is much more important than would be an 
exclusive right to the few millions of acres left unsold 
within her limits, accompanied by a virtual surrender of 
her interest in all the other public lands of the United 
States. And I have no doubt that now, the people of the 
other new States, left to their own unbiassed sense of, 
equity and justice, would form the same judgment. They 


cannot believe that what they have not bought, what re- 


mains the property of themselves and all their: brethren 


of the United States, in common, belongs to them exclu; 
sively. But if I am mistaken-~if they have been deceiv- 
ed by erroneous impressions on their mind, made by artful 


men,.as the sales proceed, and the public land is exhaust- 
ed, and their population increaséd, like the State of Ohio, 
they. will feel that their true interest points to their re- , 
maining copartners in the whole national domain, instead 
of bringing forward an unfounded pretension to the in- 
considerable remnant which will be then left in their own 
limits. i i 

And now, Mr. President, I have to say something in re- 
spect to the particular plan brought forward by the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures for a temporary appropriation of 
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands. 

The committee saw that this fund is not wanted by the 
General Government; that the peace of the country isnot 
likely, from present appearances, to be speedily disturb- 
ed; and that the General Government is absolutely em- 
barrassed in providing against an enormous surplus in the 
treasury. Whilst this is the condition of the Federal Go- 
yernment, the States are in want of, and can most benefi- 
cially use, that very surplus with which we do not know 
what todo. The powers of the General Government are 
limited; those of the States are ample. If those limited 
powers authorized an application of the fund to some ob- 
jects, perhaps there are others of more importance, to 
which the powers of the States would be more competent, 
or to which they may apply a more provident care. 

But the Government of the whole and of the parts, at 
last, is but one Government of the same people. . In form, 
they are two; in substance, one. They both stand under 
the same solemn obligation to. promote, by all the powers 
with whith they are respectively entrusted, the happiness 
of the people; and the people, in their turn, owe respect 
and allegiance to both. Maintaining these relations, there 
should be mutual assistance to each other afforded by 
these two systems. When the States are full-handed, and 
the coffers of the General Government are empty, the 
States should come to the relief of the General Govern- 
ment, as many of them did, most promptly and patriot- 
ically, during the late war. When the conditions of the 
parties are reversed, as is now the case, the States want- 
ing what is almost a burden to the General Government, 
the duty of this Government is to go to the relief of the | 
States. i : 

They were views like these which induced.a majority 
of the committee to propose the plan of distribution con- 
tained in the bill now under consideration. For'one, how- 
ever, I will again repeat the declaration, which I made 
early in the session, that I unite cordially with those who 
condemn the application of any principle of distribution 
among the several States, to surplusrevenue derived from 
taxation. Ithink income derived from taxation stands 
upon ground totally distinct from that which is received 
from the public lands. Congress can prevent the accu- 
mulation, at least, for any considerable time, of revenue 
from duties, by suitable legislation, lowering or augment- 
ing the imposts; but it cannot- stop the sales of the public 
lands, without the exercise of arbitrary and intolerable 
power. The powers of Congress over the public lands 
are broader and more comprehensive than those which 
us possess over taxation, and the money produced 

y it. 

This brings me to consider, 1st, the power of Congress 
to make the distribution. By the second part. of the third 
section of the fourth article of the constitution, Congress 
‘shave power to dispose of, and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory or other property 
of the United States.” The power of disposition is ple- 
nary, unrestrained, unqualified. It is not limited to a 
specified object or to a defined purpose, but left ap- 
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plicable to any object or purpose which the wisdom of 
se ca shall deem fit, acting under its high responsi- 
lity. . pa ` 

The Governnient purchased Louisiana and Florida. 
May it not‘apply the proceeds of lands within those coun- 
‘tries to'any object which the good of the Union may seem 
to indicate? If there be a restraint in the constitution, 
where is it--what is it? j 

The uniform practice of the Goverment has conformed 
to the idea of its possessing full powers over the public 
lands. They have been freely granted, from time to time, 
to communities and individuals, for a great variety of pur- 
poses. To States for education, internal improvement, 
public buildings; to corporations for education; to the deaf 
and dumb; to the cultivators of the olive and the vine;-to 
pre-emptioners; to General Lafayette, &c. t 

The deeds from the ceding States, far from opposing, 
fully warrant the distribution. That of Virginia ceded 
the land as “fa common fund for the use and benefit of 
such of the United States as have become, or shall be- 
come, members of the confederation. or federal alliance 
of the said States, Virginia inclusive.” The cession was 
for the benefit of all the States. It may be argued that 
the fund must be retained in the common treasury, and 
thence paid out. But, by the bill reported, it will come 
into the common treasury; and then the question how it 
shall be subsequently applied for the use and benefit of 
such of the United States as compose the confederacy, is 
one of modus only. Whether the money is disbursed by 
the General Government directly, or is paid out, upon 
some equal and just principle, to the States, to be disburs- 
ed by them, cannot affect the right of distribution. 1f the 
General Government retained the power of ultimate dis- 
bursement, it could execute it only by suitable agents, 
_ and what agency is more suitable than that of the States 
themselves? If the States expend the money, as the bill 
confemplates, the expenditure will, in effect, be a dis- 
bursement for the benefit of the whole, although the se- 
veral States are the organs of the expenditure; for the 
whole and all the parts are identical. And whatever re- 
dounds to the benefit of all the parts, necessarily contri- 
butes, in the same measure, to the benefit of the whole. 
The great question should be, is the distribution upon 
equal and just principles? And this bringsme to consider, 

ad. The terms of the distribution proposed by the bill 
of the Committee on Manufactures. The bill proposes a 
division of the nett proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands among the several States composing the Union, ac- 
cording to their federal representative population, as as- 
certained by the last census; and it provides for new States 
that may hereafter be admitted into the Union: The basis 
of the distribution, therefore, is derived from the constitu-| 
tion itself, which has adopted the same rule; in respect to 
representation and.direct taxes... None could be more just 
and. equitable. -~ : 4 : 

But it ‘has been contended, ‘in the. land report, that the 


revolutionary States, which did not-cede their public lands, | 


ought net to be allowed to come into the distribution. 
This objection. does not apply to the purchases of Louisi- 
ana and Florida, because the consideration for them was 
paid out of the common treasury, and was consequently | 
contributed by all the States. Nor has the objection any| 
just foundation, when applied to the public lands derived) 
from Virginia and the other ceding States; because, by 
the terms of the deeds, the cessions were made for the use 
and-benefit of all the States.. The ceding States having 
‘made: no exception of any State, what right has the Gene- 
“yal Government to interpolate in the deeds, and now create 
»anexception?’- The General Government isa mere trus- 
-teés holding the domain in-virtue of those deeds, accord- 
ing to thë terms and conditions which they expressly de- 
:sċribe; and itis bound to execute the trast accordingly. 


But how is the fund. produced -by the public lands now/ 


expended? It comes into the common treasury, and is 
disbursed for the common benefit, without exception of 
any State. The bill only proposes to substitute to that 
object, now no longer necessary, another and more useful 
common object. The general application of the fund will 
continue under the operation of the bill, although the 
particular purposes may be varied. 

The equity of the proposed distribution, as it respects 
the two classes of States, the old and the new, must be 
manifest to the Senate. . It- proposes to assign to the new 
States, besides the five per cent. stipulated for in their 
several compacts with the General Government, the fur- 
ther sum of ten per cent. upon the nett proceeds. Assum- 
ing the proceeds of the lest year, amounting to $5,566,127 94, 
às the basis of the calculation, I hold in my hand a paper 
{Appendix, A.] which shows the sum that. each of the 
seven new States would receive. They have complained 
of the exemption from taxation of the public lands sold by 
the General Government for five years after the sale. If 
that exemption did not exist, and they were to exercise 
the power of taxing those lands, as the average increase 
of their population is only eight anda half per cent. peran- 
num, the additional revenue which they would raise would 
only be eight and a half per cent. per annum; that is to say, 
a State now collecting a revenue of $100,000 per annum 
would collect only $108,500, if it were to tax lands re- 
cently sold. But, by the bill under consideration, each of 
the seven new States will annually receive, as its distri- 
butive share, more than the whole amount of its annual 
revenue. ` 

It may be thought that to set apart ten per cent. to the 
new States, in the first instance, is too great a proportion, 
and is unjust towards the old States. Butit will be re- 
collected that, as they popùlate much faster than the old 
States, and as the last census is to govern in the apportion- 
ment, they ought to receive more than the old States. If 
they receive too much at the commencement of the term, 
it may be neutralized by the end of it. 

After the deduction shall have been made of the fifteen 
per cent. allotted to the new States, the residue is to be 
divided among the twenty-four States, old and new, com- 
posing the Union. What each of the States would re- 
ceive, is shown bya table annexed to the report. Taking 
the proceeds of the last year as the standard, there must 
be added one-sixth to what is set down in that table as the 
proportion ofthe several States. 

Ifthe power and the principle of the proposed distribu- 
tion be satisfactory to the Senate, I think the objects can- 
not fail to be equally so. They are education, internal 
improvements, and colonization--ell great and beneficent 
objects—all national in their nature. No mind can be cul- 
tivated and improved; no work of internal improvement 
can be executed in any part of the Union, nor any person 
of color transported from any of its ports, in which the 
whole Union is not interested. The prosperity of the 
whole is an aggregate of the prosperity of the parts. 

The States, each judging for itself, willsclect, among the 
objects enumerated in the bill, that which comports best 
with its own policy. There is no compulsion in the choice. 
Some will prefer, perhaps, to apply the fund to the ex- 
tinction of debt, now burdensome, created for internal im- 
provements; some to new objects of internal improvement; 
others to. education; and others again to colonization. It 
may be supposed possible that the States will divert the 
fund from the specified purposes; but against such a mis- 
application, we have, in the first place, the security which 
arises out of their presumed good faith; and, in the second, 
the power to withhold subsequent, if there has been any 
abuse- in previous appropriations. 

It has been argued that the General Government has no 
power in respect to colonization. Waiving that, as not 
being a question at this time, the real inquiry is, -have the 
Stites themselves any such power? for it is to the States 
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that the subject is referred. The evil of a free black 
population.is not restricted to particular States, but ex- 
It is not, therefore, the slave 


tends to, and is felt by, all. ; 
question, but totally distinct fróm and unconnected with 


it. 
tion that the GeneralGovernment. has no constitutional 
power which it can exercise in regard to African slavery. 
That conviction remains unchanged. ‘The States in which 
slavery is tolerated, have exclusively in their own hands 
the entire regulation of the subject. But the slave States 
differ in opinion as to the expediency of African coloniza- 
tion. Several of them have signified their approbation of 
it. The Legislature of Kentucky, 1 believe unanimously, 
recommended the encouragement of colonization to Con- 
gress. y 

Should a war break out during the term of five years 
that the operation of the bill is limited to, the fund is to 
be withdrawn, And applied to the vigorous prosecution of 
the war. If there be no war, Congress, at the end of the 
term, will be able to ascertain whether the money has been 
beneficially expended, and to judge of the propriety of 
continuing the distribution. A 

Three reports have been made on this great subject of 
the public lands, during the present session of Congress, 
besides that of the Secretary of the Treasury at its com- 
mencement—two in the Senate, and one in the House. All 
three of them agree, first, in the preservation of the con- 
trol of the General Government over the public lands; and, 
second, they concur in rejecting the plan of a cession of 
the public Jands to the States in which they are situated, 
recommended by the Secretary. The Land Committee of 
the Senate propose an assignment of fifteen per cent. of 
the nett proceeds, besides the five per cent. stipulated in 
the compacts (making together ‘twenty per cent.) to the 
new States, and nothing to the old. 

The Committee on Manufactures of the Senate, after an 
allotment of an additional sum of ten per cent. to the new 
States, proposes an equal distribution of the residue among 
all the States, old and new, upon equitable principles. 

The Senate’s Land Committee, besides the proposal of 
a distribution, restricted to the new States, recommends 
an immediate reduction of the price ‘of fresh lands to a 
minimum of one dollar per acre, and to fifty cents per 
acre for lands which have been five years or upwards in 
market.” 

‘The Land Committee of the House is opposed to all dis- 
tribution, general or partial, and recommends a reduction 
of the price to one dollar per acre. 

And now, Mr. President, I have a few words more to 
say, and shall be done. We are admonished by all our re- 
ficctions, and by existing signs, of the duty of communi- 
cating strength and energy to the glorious Union which 
now encircles our favored country. Among the ties 
which bind us together, the public domain merits high 
consideration. And if we appropriate, for a limited time, 
the proceeds of that great resource, among the several 
States, for the important objects which have been enu- 
merated, a new and powerful bond of affection and of in- 
terest will be added. The States will feel and recognise 
the operation of the General Government, not mercly in 
power and burdens, but in benefactions and blessings. 
And the General Government, in its turn, will feel, from 
the expenditure of the money which it dispenscs to the 
States, the benefits of moral and intellectual improvement 
of the people, of greater facility in social and commercial 
intercourse, and of the purification of the population of 
our country, themselves the best parental sources of na- 
tional character, national union, and national greatness. 
Whatever may be the fate of the particular proposition 
now under consideration, I sincerely hope that the atten- 
tion of the nation may be attracted to this most interesting 
subject; that it may justly appreciate the value of this im- 
mense national property; and that, preserving the regula« 


T have heretofore often expressed my perfect convic- j, 


tion of it by. the will of the whole, for the advantage of 
the whole, it may be transmitted, as a.sacred and inestima- 
ble succession, to posterity, for its benefit and blessing for 
ages to come. 
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[Supposing it would be acceptable, we annex the table 
which accompanied the report of the Senate’s Committee 
on Manufactures, showing the distributive share of each 
State. Since that table was constructed, it has been as- 
certained that the proceeds of the public lands last year 
were upwards of three and a half millions of dollars. Con- 
sequently, one-sixth should be added to the amount esti- 
mated for every State, in the following table, to show what 
each Slate would receive, on the supposition that the pro- 
duce of thé public lands for succeeding years will equal 
the last.]---Editors of the Register. i 
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Statement showing the dividend of each State (according to 
its federal population) in the proceeds of the publiclands, 
after deducting deepen fifteen per cent. asan addition- 
al dividend for the States in which the public land is situ- 

ated. ; 
[Estimated proceeds of lands, $3,000,000; deduct 15 
per cent. $450,000, and $2,550,000 remain to be divided 
among all the States according to their population.] 


Federal popula-|Shares in. proceeds 


PTATES: tion, 1830.. |. of public lands. 
Maing, ->° uo 399,437 $85,387 48 
New Hampshire, - 269,326 57,573 °71 
Massachusetts, - 610,408 130,487 59 
Vermont, - - 3 280,657 59,995 93 
Rhode Island, - 97,194 20,777 12 
Connecticut, - 297,665 63,631 72 
New York, š 1,918,553 410,128 29 
New Jersey, - e 319,922 68,389 59 
Pennsylvania, . 1,348,072 288,176 64 
Delaware, = . * 75,432 15,202 93 
Maryland, > » 405,843 86,756 89 
Virginia, +" z 1,023,503 218,793 82 
North Carolina, ~ 639,747 136,758 45 
South Carolina, - 455,025 97,270 51 
Georgia, - 429,811 91,880 52 
Alabama, - = 262,508 56,116 22 
Mississippi, - 110,358 23,591 19 
Louisiana, - - 171,694 36,702 95 
Tennessee, - 625,263 133,662 21 
Kentucky, - - 621,832 132,928 77 
Ohio, 3 ; 935,884 200,063 54 
Indiana, - ~ 343,031 73,329 59 
Ilinois,  - - 157,147 33,593 25 
Missouri, . - - 130,419 27,879 68 

11,928,734 


Tuurspay, Jorg 21. 
PATENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port from the Commissioncr of the General Land Office, 
in obedience to a resolution calling for the number of 
patents for land which are waiting for the signature of 
the President, and the cost of each patent. 

[The report states the number of patents to be 10,590; 
and the: cost of those which are written inthe office at 
fifty-three cents, and of those written out of the office at 
thirty-nine cents each. J: s o>. : 

On motion of Mr.’ TIPTON, the Senate then’ proceed- 
ed to the consideration’-of executive business, [with 
a view, as he intimated, of acting--on the nominations of 
officers for the newly created regiment of mounted gun- 
men. ] ` #05 ` 


Fripay, June 22, 
PENSION DUTIES. 


The- resolution from the House, transferring the duties 
imposed by the pension bill from the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to the Secretary of War, was taken up. , 

-Some discussion took place on the necessity for this 
transfer;‘and it was stated that the measure was proposed 
at the suggestion of the head of the Pension Bureau in the 
War Department, and that the object was to give an op- 
portunity. for the formation of a new bureau in that de- 
partment, i : 
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-Internal Improvements. 


sported by the Committ@e on Pen- 
sions, giving adiscrétion to the President to “make the 
transfer, if he'should think it necessary, was negatived. 

The question was then taken on the third reading of 
the resolution, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bibb, Chambers, ‘Dallas, Ellis; Ewing, 
Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Kane, 
King, Marcy, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wilkins. —28. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Clay, Clayton, 
Foot, Hayne, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Naudain, 
Webster.—13: 

The resolution was then read a third time, and ‘passed. 

Mr. HAYNE submitted a resolution to amend the rules 
of the Senate, so as to make a motion to strike out and 
insert not a divisible motion, &c. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. WILKINS, the Senate then proceed- 
ed to consider the act making appropriations for certain 
internal improvements for 1832. f 

The question pending being on the motion of Mr. For- 
syru to strike out the clause appropriating 30,000 dol- 
lars for the improvement of the navigation of Cumberland 
river, 

Mr. CLAY said that he had proposed to make some 

remarks on this question; but he had not sufficiently re- 
covered his articulation to say more than that he hoped 
the amendment would be negatived. He said that, as 
the Cumberland river runs through the States of ‘Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky; as Kentucky had received no favors 
of this kind from the General Government, the Maysville 
road appropriation having been vetoed; and as the port of 
Nashville was of the utmost importance, and was situated 
on this river, which was one of the finest streams of the 
West, he hoped the Senate would reject the amendment. 
The nature of the obstruction is so well known, that a pre- 
vious survey could not be necessary. 
. Mr. WEBSTER stated that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia had put.this on the ground of a test question, and that, 
if this motion prevailed, he would move afterwards to 
strike out other provisions of the bill. He wished to know 
what the other provisions were. 

Mr. HAYNE suggested other points on which he desir- 
ed information: What was the amount of the appropri- 
ations contained in this bill? Would these appropriations 
be sufficient to finish the works for whic they are re- 
quired? What was the amount required for new works? 
He expressed his satisfaction that the question was now 
fairly and solemnly made. He was of opinion that, if the 
Cumberland river, anew work not surveyed, was to be 
cleared by a national appropriation, every outlet and river 
of the Union could be cleared at the expense of the Unit- 
ed States. After that was done, the Government would 
be called on to make roads from one watercourse to an- 
other. 

Mr. FORSYTH replied that there were three new 
works embraced in this bill.. There was, first, an appro- 
priation for the Arkansas river of 15,000 dollars. There 
was, secondly, the appropriation of 30,000 dollars for the 
Cumberland river; and the third was an appropriation of 
20,000 dollars for repairing a road in the Territory of Ar- 
kansas. He had thought there were four objects, but he 
discovered that the fourth (the Savannah river) was not a 
new work. The appropriations, as the bill stands, amount 
to 1,100,000 dollars. Some of the objects would require 
additional appropriations, and some additional ones to a 
considerable amount. He repeated that it was his object 
to get a decision that no new works should be embraced 
in this bill, as there was another bill into which they might 
be interwoven. P 

Mr. WEBSTER said the proposition was to strike out 
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obs ructions to the 
-As a local object, 
But he was not pre- 


jation for clearing o 
f the Cumberland rive 
nowledge of the matt 


pared to me 
there had. not been-a previous appropriation ought to be 
-embraced in the bul. or-that a work should be excluded 
merely because there had ‘been no survey. He had. no 
Objection to the appropriation, therefore, on. that score. 
His vote would be governed. by the information he should 
receive from those who were best acquainted with the 
matter, as to the importance of the work itself. The 
` gentleman from Tennessee could give this information. 
This object is connected with two States, and, if the gen- 


“tlemen from ‘these States differ. as. to the expediency of 


the Appropriation, it might be a reason for further reflec- 
tion. He wished to hear from: Tennessee on the sub- 
ject. : 

Mr. GRUNDY regarded the Cumberland river as next 
in importance to the Mississippi and the Ohio rivers. The 
Kentucky river he considered as of trifling importance in 
comparison with the Cumberland. The Tennessee river 
was of minor importance. So far as the national import- 
ance of the river could govern his vote, he was disposed 
toyield. He then stated that the obstructions to the Cum- 
berland river were the Dover shoals and the Muscle 
shoals. The latter, situated forty miles below Nashville, 
were the most formidable. He then took a view of the 
importance of Nashville as a port and a commercial depot; 
and stated that, if any case ought to be taken where no 
survey had taken place, it ought to be this; and- he was 
prepared to give his vote in favor of the appropriation, 
whenever the question should be taken. ; 

Mr. WHITE dd not exactly concur with-his colleague 
in lis estimate of the importance of the Cumberland river. 
He hanself considered several streams in the West as equal 
or superior in importance. 

Mr. GRUNDY explained, and was followed by 

Mr. TYLER, who wished to know where the line was 
to be drawn between a national and a local work. If the 
criterion was to be that a river or a road ran through two 
States or one State, whether it was to be a river of one 
hundred miles or of fifty mles; and whether there was to 
be a distinction between great national and little national 
works. 

Mr. WEBSTER expressed his sent'ments in opposition 
to the practice of measuring national objects by furlongs, 
roods, and perches, and of carrying, a measuring stick by 
the side of the streams for which appropriations were 
asked. He stated that he was once asked why he had 
voted fora liberal appropriation for the harbor of Mobile. 
He repLed by pointing to a statement of the loss of a Bos- 
ton vessel, of the value of 3u,000 dollars, on the Mobile 
bars and thus finding that the interest felt in this improve- 
Ment was national, and not local. He insisted that the ¢eiti- 
zens of Massachusetts were as much interested in every 

-Smag which was taken out of the Mississippi, and every old 
tree removed from the Ohio: The State of Delaware was 
not so much interested in the breakwater at the mouth of 
her bay, as was the State of Massachusetts; and it being a 
work of this national charater, it was not to be expected 
that Delaware, or New Jersey, or Pennsylvania, would 
expend the amount of its construction. He stated that the 
proposition of a new and grinding tax, of a system of 
grievous oppression——the march ofan army, the sweep 
of a pestilence, the approach of death, could not be spo- 
ken of with more horror than was a proposition to open 
a road, or make a canal, in this House. As this was a 
work for the common benefit, it ought to be paid for at 
the common charge. Having gone so far in support of 
the system of internal improvement, he was not now. dis- 
posed to retrace his steps. i 
p After a few words from Mr. HOLMES, Mr. JOHN- 
STON, Mr. BIBB, and Mr. FORSYTH, 

Vou, VIL--71 


this motion the yeas and nays were-orderéd. 
dinit the: principle that no measure in which]. 


Troup, Tyler 


_Mr. MILLER moved to lay the bill ont ndon 


The question was'then taken, and decided as follows: 
YEAS.--Megsrs: Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Férsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne,. Hill, King, gum, Miller; Moore, Tazewell, 


bers, Clay, Clay- 


“NAYS.--Me 
; y Foot, Freling- 


ton, Dallas, 


Some further discussion then took place, in which Mr. 
WEBSTER, Mr. TAZEWELL, Mr. SMITH, and Mr. 
HAYNE took part. 

Fhe. question was then taken on thé motion of Mr. 
Fonsrra to strike out the appropriation, and decided as 
follows: : A ae 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, El- 
lis, Foot, Forsyth, Hayne, Hill, King, Knight, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White.—20. Ne 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Chambers; Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkinsi-=26." 

So the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. FORSYTH moved to amend the bill by inserting 
an appropriation of four thousand five hundred dollars for 
the improvement of the harbor and river of St. Marks, in 
Florida. 

‘The motion was agreed to. Dn : 

Mr. WHITE then moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CLAYTON requested the gentleman to withdraw 
his motion, to afford him an opportunity for .a few re- 
marks. 

Mr. WHITE withdrew his motion. a 

Mr. CLAYTON then drew the attention of the Senate 
to the situation of many of the public works, which were 
delayed by the very extra rdinary hesitation of Congress 
in passing this bill, and particularly to the strong n ces- 
sity of immediate action on the subject of an appropria- 
ton to continue that most important. national.work, the 
Delaware breakwater. This and all similar appropria- 
tions had usually heretofore been passed at a much earlier 
period of the session, and. the delay of them until mid- 
summer had now created the most serious embarrass- 
ments, both to the people who had been engaged in: fur- 
nishing stone for the breakwater, and others, and also to 
the Government itself. Increase of the expense, and 
great embarrassment in drawing the industry which it 
had employed since its commencement from new en- 
gagements back to the former employment, would be 
the consequences of this delay. He referred to most 
pressing solicitations which he had received during the 
session from various quarters, urging the necessity of this 
appropriation, and concluded with some remarks on the 
great national importance and utility of réak water, 
and by urging the passage of the bill witi further pro- 
crastination. He hoped the gentleman from Tennessee 
would see the propriety of not renewing his motion to lay 
it on the table. eo 

Mr. WHITE withdrew his motion. ae : 

Mr. CLAY then moved to amend the bill “by inserting 
For removing obstructions and further improving the 
navigation of James river, below the city of Richmond, 
in the State of Virginia, one hundred and twenty thousand 
dollars.” : 

In offering the amendment, Mr. CLAY adverted to the 
memorial presented on this Sujeet a few days since. signed 
by the most respectable, the élite of the city of Richmond. 
A survey had been made by Mr. Crozet, 
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: Department of State. —Diseriminating Duties with Spain. ~-President’s Fae Simile. [June 23, 25, 1832. 


_ At the suggestion of Mr. FORSYTH, that the memorial} 


- was still before the Committee on Commerce for‘eXami- 
nation, ‘and that the appropriation could be. made i inan- 
other bill about to be reported, fete 

Mr. CLAY withdrew his amendment. 3 

The bill was then reported to the Senate's as s amended, 
and the amendments being concurred in, the question 
was taken on the third reading of the bill, and decided in 
the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Buckner, ‘Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Fr cimghuüysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Kane, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ro- 
binson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins.—-26. 

‘NAYS.--Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 

` Hayne, Kane, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Tazewcll, Tyler, 

White.——13.. - 


- SATURDAY, June 23. 
‘DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


On motion of Mr. BIBB, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the resolution to authorize the Secretary of State to 
apply the balance which may remain after the comple- 
tion of the work i in the Patent Office to the arrangement 
of the papers in the State Department. 

Mr. BIBB briefly explained that he had information 
from the Secretary of State that a surplus would remain 
after the business of the Patent Office was finished. He 
stated that there was great difficulty now in finding papers. 
They were tied up in bundles, and put away on shelves. 
Ilis object was to have them assorted, numbered, and in- 
dexed, for the facility of access. 

Mr. MANGUM regarded the difficulty as arising alto- 
gether from the absence of order and industry in the de- 
partment. 

Mr. FOOT said that the blessed effects of the removals 
of clerks were made evident by this resolution. He stated 
that, previous. to the commencement of the present ad- 
ministration, he had-never: found any difficulty or deten- 
tion in the obtainment of papers;.but, after the removal 
of eight clerks in that single department, it was not to be 
wondered at. It was owing. to the want of order that the 
papers were not filed and arranged. 

After a few words from Mr. JOHNSTON in favor of 
the resolution, 

Mr. WHITE moved to lay the resolution on the table, 


tion of executive business; while the resolution was pend-! 
ing, 

The act mäking appropriations for certain internal im- 
provements for the year, 1832 was read a third time. 

The question being its passage, on motion of Mr. 
HILL, the yeas and nays é ordered. 

The question was thei put, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Smith, Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wil- 
kins.--28.. 

NAYS.=—Messrs. Bibb, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, ILN,- 


King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Taze-! States, 


well, Tyler, White.—-14. . 

“So the bill was passed. 

A. resolution offered yesterday by Mr. Hayxz, amend.: 
ing the twelfth rule of the Senate, so as to make a motion! 
to-strike out-and insert indivisible, &c. was considered, ! 
and agreed to. 

On motion of. Mr. WHITE, the Senate then proceeded; 
to the consideration of executive business. 


i | designated by law. 


ther with his own signature, in the patent. 


g Moxpax, JUNE 25. 
“DISCRIMINATING ‘DUTIES WITH SPAIN. 


A message was - received from the President of the 
United States, communicating a report from the Secreta- 
ry of State, on the subject of the abolition of the discri- 
minating duties now existing on Spanish vessels. The 
report was read. It stated that despatches had been re- 
ceived from our minister in Spain, stating that an order 
had been issued by the Spanish Government abolishing 
the discriminating duties on» American vessels, on condi- 
tion that a similar abolition should be made by the United 
States. 

Mr. CLAY, at whose instance the report was read, said 
he had found, as he feared, that this measure did not ex- 
tend to Cuba, or the othcr islands of Spain. As the sub- 
ject was about to be referred, and as, in relation to Cuba, 
almost the entire carrying trade was confined to Spain, 
he hoped the attention of the committee would be direct- 
ed to that point. He was aware that the Secretary stated 
in his report that negotiations were going on; but he 
thought that a measure of this kind might be put into the 
hands of the Executive, to strengthen the pending nego- 
tiation on-the part of the United States. Some contingent 
provision as to the carrying trade with Cuba, and the 
other Spanish possessions, placed in the hands of our 
minister in Spain, could not but be favorable to the ob- 
ject which he had in view. If no remedy should shortly 
be applied, Spain would soon monopolize the whole of 
the carrying trade between the United States and Cuba 
and the other Spanish islands. 

The message was referred to the Committee on Finance, 


PRESIDENT’S FAC SIMILE. 


On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill to appoint a recorder for the Ge- 
neral Land Office, and to provide the means of signing 
and-issuing the patents for the public lands--the question 
being on the reconsideration of the vote taken on Mr. 
Forsyra’s amendment, providing for affixing the fac 
simile of the President’s signature to the patents. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said he had rather the motion pre- 
vailed. At any rate, if the bill passed as it then was, it 
would create an anomaly unknown in this or any other 
Government; it would be clothing a subordinate officer 
with the highest attribute of sovercignty—the disposing 
of the public domain. He would oppose the bill on this 
ground, and also on the ground that there were ten thou- 
sand patents already prepared for signature, which the 


: Commissioner of the General Land Office said could be 
in ordcr:that the Senate might proceed to the considers-, 


altered, but which, he contended, could not, that must 
be lost. With a view of obviating these difficulties, Mr. 
P. submitted an amendment providing that, hereafter, it 
shall not be necessary for the President to sign the pa- 
tents for the pubic lands, but that the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office shall affix to them the great seal 
of the United States, and also sign them as commissioner. 
The great seal, then, said Mr. P., will be the evidence of 
the title, and the signature of the commissioner will gua- 
ranty the purity of. ‘the grant. 

Mr. HOLMES observed that the power of signing the 
patents did not arise from any inherent sovereignty in the 
President, but from the authority given him by law; and 
we can give, said he, that authority to any officer as well 
as to the President. The suvercignty was in the United 
and the.act of sovereignty in the transfer of the 
i public domain was perfor. medi by them through the officer 
This expedient of a fac simile, or a 
counterfeit, as it might more correctly be termed, he did 
not much like. The much better w ay would be to take a 
responsible officer, and let him put the great seal, toge- 
Perhaps the 
difficulty might be got over when we had a President with 


ja shorter name, and then we could get on pretty much in 
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the old way. Suppose, for instance, the President’s name 
ran in only five letters—-H. Cuay—it would not take up so 
much time to fill up patents with these few letters, and we 
should not, probably, hear any complaints of the difficulty 
of signing them. But, to be serious, it would be much 
better to create an officer, and confer on him the power 
to authenticate the patents, than to take this circuitous 
way of a fac simile, in order to keep up the idea that the 
President is the sole representative of the sovereign power 
of the United States. : 

Mr. KING observed, if the gentleman from Maine was 
serious, he must see that it mattered not who the President 
was, or whether his name was long or short--he must, in 
order to sign these patents, devote to it time that ought 
to be occupied with the more important concerns of the 
country. The Senator from Mississippi had abandoned 
some of his objections, but proposes to affix the great 
seal of the United States to the land patents. © Why, sir, 
we have already aseal; not the great seal, to be sure, but 
avery convenient one, sufficient to authenticate the grant; 
and with this and the signature of the commissioner, coun- 
tersiened by the recorder, the patent will be complete. 
He did notadmit that there would be any loss on account 
of the 10,000 patents spoken of by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. One-half of these were signed, and the 
others he presumed could be signed before the bill went 
into operation. The documents showed that, since the 
commencement of the present session, the President had 
signed more than 10,000, and that there were 40,000 more 
to sign. Did any Senator believe that it was necessary 
for the President himself to sign the patents, in order to 
give more validity to the grants? If this was not so, 
would it not be better to pass this Jaw to remove the dif- 
ficulties encountered by the people of the new States in 
getting their patents? Gentlemen all seem to admit the 


on the mode of necting them. 
seal of the United States. The only effect of this was to 


create delay, while the public business was suffering. — 
Mr. WEBSTER inquired ofthe chairman of the commit- 


thought ‘the suggestion of the gentleman from Massachu~ 
setts entitled to much weight. The State of Virginia, 
which was the:greatest sovereign grantor of land, with the 
exception of the United States, had the form of her grant 
for land designated by law; and. the State of Kentucky, 
following her example, had made the same:provision. 

He did“not think with the gentleman: from Massachu- - 


3 ipirom : 
‘setts that one signaturé’would be’ sufficient, and he there- 


fore hoped that the gentleman from Alabama would agree 
to the insertion of the form.of-the patent, and retain every 
thing else in the bill as it then’ stood. 

Mr. KANE ‘did -not-think it of much consequence by 
whom the patent was signed... The patent was to furnish 
the purchaser with the best evidence that he had acquir- 
ed the legal title to his land. He saw’no necessity for in- 
serting in the body of the law what the form of the grant 
should be; all that was wanted was a certificate of the 
proper officer of the Government that the individual had 
acquired his title under the laws of the United States. 
The patent did not confer the title; that was- previously 
acquired by law; it was only a legal and durable evidence 
of title. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that the bill ought to go into 
operation at a day sufficiently remote, to enable the Pre- 
sident to complete the signature of the 6,000 patents yet 
to be signed. He thought with the Senator from Kentuc- 
ky that the form of the patent ought to be embodied in the 
law; and, as he had no objection to the reconsideration, 
he would vote for it, and then move to recommit, the bill 
for the purpose of having the form of the patent inserted. 

The question was then taken, and the vote on the adop- 
tion of Mr. Forsyru’s amendment reconsidered. 

Mr. POINDEXTER then movéd to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and it was carried in 


etting t i the affirmative. 
difficulties under the present system, but could not agree, 
One wanted a fac simile! 
of the present signature; and another wanted the great: } 
! for consideration the joint resolution, (as amended by the 


STATUE OF WASHINGTON. 
The Senate then, on motion of Mr. ROBBINS, took up 


Committee on the Library,) authorizing the President to 
contract for a full length pedestrian statue, in marble, of 


tee, [Mr. Kixe,] what seal was now affixed to the patents: j General Washington, to be placed in the rotundo, withan 


Mr. KING replied, the seal of the General Land Office. 
Mr. WEBSTER said he hoped the chairman of the 
committee would not attribute any observations of his toa 
presumption of more knowledge of the subject than the 


appropriation of $5,000. . i 
Mr. FORSYTH inquired the object of this appropria- 

tion; if it were contemplated as sufficient for the purpose. 
As giving a full view of the subject, Mr. POINDEX- 


committee who had charge ofit. He entirely agreed with] TER requested the report of the Library Committee’ to 
the gentleman that the President ought to be relievedibe read. It detailed the proceedings had in the House of 
from the labor of signing the patents, and he did noti Representatives, where the resolution had originally been 
regard the expense necessary to accomplish this object. adopted, authorizing the employment of Mr. Greenough, 
With regard to the authentication of the grant, he did not}the American artist, to execute the work; and contained a 
think it a matter of so little importance. It ought to nin copy of a letter from the Department of State, informing 
in the naine of the grantec—the United States, and be ac-| Mr. Greenough, now in Italy, thereof, with instructions 
companied by a scal; but it could not be the great seal, | respecting the same; the head to be modelled after that of 
for that was in the custody of the Department of State. | Houdon’s statue, the rest of the outlines to be left to the 
He did not know whether the seal of the Gencral Land |artist’s own taste, &c. 
Office was recognised by law, but this might be done.; Mr. FORSYTH could sce no occasion for the appropri- 
He would further suggest to the gentleman from Alabama jation which had been introduced into the resolution; it 
to-draw up the form of the patent, and embody it injwasa departure from the object of the resolution itself, 
the bill; and then, by making the seal the great evidence: which was merely for the President ‘ ‘to make a con- 
of its authenticity, one signature to the patent would be jtract.”? It could not be supposed that $5,000 would be 
sufficient. f ‘any use, for he believed that a work, such as contem- 
_ Mr. ROBINSON was much pleased with the sugges-'plated, could not be had completed for less than 20 or 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and thought the !25,000 dollars. i 
form of the patent ought to be provided for by law. Mr. POINDEXTER explained. It was not expected 
Mr. CLAY was satisfied, from his own observation and) that the appropriation would cover the full cost. It was 
political knowledge of the subject, that some change in merely to enable the President to take the preliminary 
the mode of issuing land patents was necessary, not only [steps in making the contract. The generalappropriation 
for the personal comfort of the President, but for the de- |bill had originally contained two appropriations, one in re- 
spatch of the public business. Any one who would visit {gard to this memorial of Washington, the other in regard 
the President in the morning, would find that, instead of|to Mr. Jefferson. They had both been stricken out on 
his being occupied with the great concerns of the country, jaccount of their supposed informality, to be introduced as. 
he was engaged in the tedious labor of signing patents, He [separate measures. 
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Mr. MILLER objected to such appropriations, where 
the specific.sum required was not known. In this mode 
yearly and indefinite grants would be called for to cover 
the cost till completed, and it was hard to say where it 
might end, © 

After some further explanation from Mr. POINDEX- 
TER and Mr. CHAMBERS, : 

Mr. CLAY said that he strongly hoped the resolution 
would be allowed tobe engrossed for a third reading. Of 
the many illustrious men to whom their country owed a 
debt of gratitude, Washington was’ the only one to whom 
he would think it prudent to. pay the homage new con- 
templated.. An image—a testimonial of this great man, 
the father of. his country, should exist in every part of the 
Union, as a memorial of his patriotism, and of the services 
rendered his country; but of all places, it was required in 

. this capital--the centre of the Union--the offspring, the 
creation, of his mind and of.his labors. An appropriation 
for this individual purpose, at another period of the session, 
had been introduced in the general measure, and was af- 
terwards struck out, on the understanding of being brought 
forward in the present mode. But, even since that time, 
they had an -additional motive for this act. Application 
forthe remains of this great man had been made by the 
representatives of the nation, to bestow an them a national 
tribute of honor; and this application had met with a refu- 
sal.. The death of the proprietor of the spot where those 
remains rested, had bat just taken place; and into whose 
hands they should now full-—intu the possession of a friend 
or stranger, in the event ofa sale of the property or other- 
wise, it was.impossible to conjecture; but such being the 
casualties ta which they were | able, it behooved them (the 
Congress of the United States) the more to adopt means 
to secure a representative of those relics, that might en- 
dure for future ages. The resolution had his hearty con- 
currence, and he hoped it would pass without objection, 

The question being put on the engrossing for a third 
reading, the yeas.and nays were ordered, on the call of 
Mr. HAYNE, and were as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grun- 
dy, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Marcy, Moore, 

_ Naudain, Prentiss, Poindexter, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Sprague, Fipton, Tomlinson, Webster, 
Wilkins.—~30. 

NAYS.—~-Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, Hayne, Hill, 

Miller, Tazewell, Troup, White.--10. 


Turspay, June 26. 


After transacting some minor business, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business, and 
continued with closed doors until the adjournment. 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 27. : 

PRIVILEGES OF THE SENATE’S OFFICERS. 

Mr. HOLMES offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the assistant .daorkeeper of the Senate 
be permitted to attend as a witness before a.committee of 
the House of Representatives, agreeably to his summons. 

Mr. HOLMES, in offering this resolution, expressed his 
helief that the doorkeeper could not render obedience 
to the summons, which was signed by the Clerk of the 
House, and bore the seal of the House, without the con- 
sent of the Senate, 

Mr. GRUNDY had some doubts whether the resolution 
was. justified. by any thing in the history of Congress; 
and’ asked if the Senator from Maine had looked into the 
journals to inform. himself whether it had been the prac- 
tice. to place the doorkeeper on the-same footing with a 
Senator. fues gt 

Mr, HOLMES, in reply, stated that the resolution con- 
farmed to the practice of the British Parliament; and that 


it was justified by the reason of the thing, as the services 


of the doorkeeper were as necessary to the Senate as 
those of any of the Senators. ~ 

Mr. CLAY differed from the view which had been 
tåken by the Senator from Maine. He did not concur in 
the idea that the constitutional privileges with which the 
Semators were invested should be extended to the officers 
of that body. As to the British Parliament, it was well 
known. that they bad similar rules on the subject of pri- 
vilege, and laws of their own, which could have no refer- 
ence to Congress. ‘The only thing of any consequence, 
in his opinion, was, that the Senate should have a know- 
ledge that the doorkeeper was in performance of his 
duty, in attendance on the House of Representatives, and 
was not wilfully neglecting any of his duties to the Se- 
nate. The Senate had now that know edge, and he moved 
to lay the resolution on the table, but withdrew it for a 
moment; and 

Mr. FOOT stated that if the officer of the Senate was 
not subject to be taken from his duty by the process of any 
court, so neither could he by any process of the other 
House. 
+> Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN stated that he was informed 
by a member of the committee of the other House that 
the doorkeeper was only required to attend during the re- 
cess of the Senate. : 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the resolution was then laid 
on the table. 


DAUGHTER OF T. JEFFERSON. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, moved that the Senate take up the 
bill for the benefit of Martha Randolph, daughter of Tho- 
mas Jefferson, and asked for the yeas and nays on bis 
motion, which were ordered; and, being taken, were as 
follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Chambers, Clay, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Hendricks, Holmes, Poindexter, Robbins, Ro- 
binson, Seymour, Smith, Tipton, White, Wilkins.--15. 

NAYS.~-Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Brown, Dallas, Elis, Ew- 
ing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, 
Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Ruggles, Tazewell, Tylen—23. 


RECORDER OF PATENTS. 


On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill to provide for the appointment of a recorder 
for the General Land Office. 

The question being on the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands, striking out the section pro- 
viding for a fac simile, and inserting the form of the pa- 
tent which the law requires, 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved an amendment to the form 
of the amendment, but withdrew it. 

The amcndment of the committee was then agreed to. 

Mr. KING then moved to amend the bil in the second 
section, by striking out the word “June,” and inserting 
t August,” in order to allow time for the signing of the 
patents which are already prepared. 

‘The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was re- 
ported as amended. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time. 


DAY OF HUMILIATION. 


Mr. CLAY laid on the table a resolution, in effeet that 
a joint committee of the two Houses of Congress wait on 
tie President of the United States, and request of him to 
appuint a day to be observed asa day of general humilia- 
tion and prayer to Almighty God that He may, in His 
mercy, avert from our country the Asiatic scourge which 
is now traversing and devastating other countries; and 
that, should it be among the dispensations of His provi- 
dence to inflict this scourge upon our land, it may 
please Him, in his mercy, so to meliorate the infliction, 
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as to wender its effects less disastrous among us than they 
have proved among the nations which it-has heretofore 
visited. Ae ser 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate then proceeded to the special-order of the 
day, being the bill to appropriate, for a limited time, the 
proceeds of the public lands. 

Mr. KING spoke in reply to Mr. CLAY, and in support 
of the report of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered, on the motion of 
Mr. CLAY, on the first amendment of the Committee. on 
Public Lands, which strikes out ten, and inserts fifteen, 
so as to make the additional allowance to the new States 
fifteen per cent. instead of ten per cent. of the proceeds. 

Mr. CLAY reminded the Senate that this amendment 
was only a part of the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, which was to strike out all the 

. bill from the Committee on Manufactures, with the excep- 
tion of the allowance of fifteen per cent. on the sale of the 
public lands to the new States. 

Mr. HOLMES explained that he had, in the committee, 
voted for giving fifteen per cent. to the new States, but 
that was in reference to the bill as it stood. He would not 
vote for the amendment now that it was proposed to de- 
stroy the residue of the bill. 

Mr. KANE then made some observations in support of 
the amendment, in the course of which he indicated the 
impossibility of getting through a question of this vexed 
character at the present session. 

Mr. CLAY briefly replied, and adverted to the course 
which the Committee on Public Lands had chalked out 
to themselves, of moving an amendment to the tariff bill, 
whenever that should come up, to reduce the price of the 
publie lands. ‘This determination left no other course to 
the Committee on Manufactures but to push forward this 
bill. Me expressed his hope that the Senator from Ii- 
nois, who seemed to be timid as to committing himself on 
the question at this session, would review his opinions, 
and finally vote for the bill, should it reach that stage, in- 
asmuch as he believed that the majority of the people of 
the new States would be found in favor of the principles 
of the bill. He was willing to sit day after day, and mght 
after night, to give every gentleman who desired to speak 
an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. KANE explained that he had refrained from giv- 
ing any opinion on the subject of this distribution, until 
a proper time for the expression of his opinion should 
arrive. 

Mr. HAYNE stated that he should vote against the 
amendment, being opposed to the principle of distribu- 
tion; and as this was merely an increased amount of distri- 
bution, he did so without committing his views as to his 
ultimate course. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said he should vote for the amend- 
ment. > He did not concur with all the views of the Se- 
Tr from Alabama, although he acquiesced in some of 
them. 

Mr. MOORE: said that, however just the present pro- 
position, he had ascertained that it would not succeed. 
Ile was against the whole bill from the Committee on Ma- 
nufactures, and wished to have the question taken on a 
proposition which would have the effect of destroying it 
at once, and to substitute the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. Te therefore moved the indefi- 
nite postponement of the bill. Ý 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays on the question; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. EWING expressed a wish to address the Senate, 
but would prefer waiting till another day. 

Mr. HAYNE moved that the Senate adjourn, and the 
motion was agreed to—yeas 20, nays 14. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Public Lands. — Day of Humiliation. 


$ 


s> © Trurspay, June 28. 
DAY OF HUMILIATION.” — 
The following resolution, offered by- Mr. Cray, was 


[taken up for consideration: ; 
. Resolved, By the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That a joint committee of both Houses -‘wait.on the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and request that he recommend 
a day, to be designated by him, of. public humiliation, 
prayer, and fasting, to be observed by the people of the 
United States with religious solemnity, and with fervent 
supplications to Almighty God that He will be graciously 
pleased to continue His blessings upon our country, and 
that He will avert from it the Asiatic scourge which has 
reached our borders; or if, in the dispensations of His 
providence, we are not to be exempted from the calamity, 
that, through His bountiful mercy, its severity may be 
mitigated, and its duration shortened. ; 

Mr. TAZEWELL asked for the yeas and nays on the 
resolution; which were ordered. 

After Mr. T. had called for the yeas and nays, and had 
remarked that he would not say one word on the subject, 

Mr. CLAY rose, and observed that he had only one 
word to express. The resolution had not been submitted 
without consultation with members of the Senate, whose 
opinion was entitled to more respect than his own. It was, 
indeed, first suggested to him by a reverend member of 
the clergy, and, after deliberate consideration, he [Mr. C.] 
thought the occasion fit for the recommendation of the 
religious ceremony which the resolution contemplated. 
It was the practice of all christian nations, in seasons of 
general and great calamity, to implore Divine mercy. 
Of all the pestilential scourges which had. afflicted our 
race, the Asiatic cholera, in some of its characteristics, 

yas the most remarkable. Its range of operation had 
been more extensive than perhaps any other known or 
recorded, the smallpox excepted. It had broke out in 
Asia, and, after desolating some of its fairest portions, pe~- 
netrated the Northern part of Europe, and, sweeping 
over a great part of that continent, reached the British 
channel. It passed over the British isles, where it raged 
but with mitigated severity. We had hoped—vainly, it 
seems, hoped—that the wide expanse of the Atlantic Ocean 
would have been a protecting barrier against its ravages 
in our far distant land. But it has been introduced into 
America; and, if it has not actually entered our territory, 
it now hangs on our borders in its most frightful form. 

The progress of the extraordinary scourge is sometimes 
marked by apparent caprice. It will approach a city or 
district of country, reconnoitering it, as it were, with a 
military eye, suddenly fly off to a distance, leaving the 
inbabitants rejoicing in their escape, and it will then un- 
expectedly return, and pursue its work of death. Itat- 
tacks, too, its victims in various ways, despatching some 
ina few hours, whilst, in regard to others, their excru- 
ciating tortures are prolonged a much greater length of 
time. Hitherto, the skill of medical science, liberal and 
enlightened as it now is, has been altogether incompetent 
to provide a sure and effective remedy. 

Should the resolution be adopted, said Mr. C., the act 
of the President, in conformity to its request, will be 
merely recommendatory. Voluntary as to all, it would 
be obligatory upon none. There seems to be a peculiar 
propriety, on the ground of uniformity, in the proposed 
measure. Already, in different parts of the Union, the 
clergy of several denominations have, it is believed, had 
their attention turned to the subject. Different days of 
prayer and humiliation will be probably recommended. 
Itis desirable that the whole nation, on the same day, 
shall present its united prayers and supplications to the 
throne of mercy. And there-can be but little doubt 
that, although there will be nothing coercive in the re- 
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commendation of the President, there will be general ac- 
quiescence in it. .The measure will be grateful to all 
pious and ‘all moral men, whether members of religious 
communities: or not. In times of. national or individual 
distress, all whosuffer, feel an irresistible impulse to appeal 
to that Being, who alone is able to-afford adequate relief. 

T should have hesitated to present this resolution, said 
Mr. C., if it had been unsanctioned by precedent. But, 
during the late war, a similar resolution was adopted by 
Congress, at the instance of a member of the House of 
‘Representatives from Virginia, and President Madison ïs- 
sued his recommendation accordingly. It is far from my 
purpose to excite unnecessary alarm. All dangers appear 
most formidable at a distance. Even the greatest of all 
terrors, when the awful moment arrives, with a mind for- 
tified by philosophical reflection, and; still more, if it be 
strengthened by religions hope and belief, is less appal- 
ling than it seemed when far off. 

A single word, Mr. President, as to myself. I am a 
member of no religious sect. Iam not a professor of re- 
ligion. LIregretthatl am not. I wish that I was, and J 
trust shall be. But I have, and always have had, a pro- 
found respect for christianity, the religion of my fathers, 
and for its rites, its usages, and its observances. Among 
these, that which is proposed in the resolution before you 
has always commanded the respect of the good and ‘de- 
vout; and- I hope it will obtain the concurrence of the 
Senate. i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said, as it was to be inferred, 
from the call just made for the yeas and nays, that this re- 
solution would be opposed, he begged leave to refer the 
attention of the Senate more particularly to the example 
of the Congress in 1812. A day of humiliation, fasting, 
and prayer, was then recommended by a joint resolution 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, because of 
the war with Great Britain in which the country was at 
that time involved. It was regarded as one of those sea- 
sons of public calamity in which it became a whole people 
to acknowledge their dependence, and humble themselves 
before God. So far as I can learn, from the journals of 
that day, said Mr. F., the resolution was adopted without 
opposition, Now, sir, ifa state of war, in which we had, 
by voluntary declaration, engaged, was a fit. occdsion to 
call forth public expressions of humiliation for’ our sins, 
and to invoke the merciful providence of God, how muchi 
more appropriately does it hecome us thus to feeland act, 
on the approach of a pestilence that, in its ravages over 
the Old World, has swept many millions of our fellow-men 
into eternity; and which, in its character and progress 
through the earth, seems so emphatically to be the instru- 
ment of Divine Providence, beyond the influence and con- 
trol of second causes, and espécially selected to accom- 
plish His purposes, and to go and come at His bidding. 

I hope; sir, that.the present resolution may meet with 
no serious opposition. It surely becomes us to acknow- 
ledge our dependence, and. to imploré the interposition 
of God’s mercy in this season of alarm. The constitution 
can present no obstacle, for it is not an exercise of politi- 
cal power. It is far beyond the range of politics.. It is 
an act of piety to God, becoming the whole nation; in 
which rulers and people are invited and advised to bow 
together before His throne of grace, and there, feeling our- 
selves to be in like need, to unite in one common suppli- 
cation to Him, who has.the issues of life and death, that he 
would be pleased to spare us in the day of his righteous 
judgment. ‘I trust, sir, that this motion will receive the 
same decided countenance that was accorded to a similar 
measure in the.late war, and on many occasions during 
the war of the revolution. ; 

Mr. TAZEWELL said he had but a single word to state 
in éxplanation of his vote for withholding his assent to the 
resolution... In his opinion, Congress had no more power 
to recommend by joint resolution, than to enact by law, 


any matter or thing concerning any religious matter or 
right whatsoever. He could not, let the pressure of the 
case be whatit might, in conformity to the oath which 
bound him here, give his vote to sustain this principle. 

He had another argument to support his opposition. 
He did not concur in the opinion that a majority of the 
people apprehended such an extent of mischief as seemed 
to be apprehended by gentlemen here. The disease had 
not yet made its appearance in our country, and there 
seemed to him-to be strong reasons to believe it will not 
reach us, except in the persons of those unfortunate peo- 
ple who bring it with them from a distant country. It 
would probably rage, and prove extensively fatal among 
emigrants, being a disease which was engéndered by the 
filth which attends squalid poverty; and, until our situa-- 
tion shall be so changed asto reduce us tosimilar poverty, 
there was no reason to fear it. 

Entertaining these opinions, he had no desire to sanc- 
tion any act the tendency of which would be to add to the 
existing excitement on the subject, interrupting the ordi- 
nary course of business, and throwing every thing into a 
state of confusion. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion, and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudiey, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, 
Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man, Webster, Wilkins.--30. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Hayne, Hill, 
King, Mangum, Miller, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White.—13. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate then resumed the bill to appropriate, for a 
limited time, the proceeds of the public lands--the ques- - 
tion being on the motion for indefinite postponement. 

Mr. EWING said that the proposition under consider- 
ation had been presented in a manner somewhat peculiar, 
and certainly such as to place it in a strong and imposing 
light before the public, if light was to be elicited by in- 
vestigation. 

It was first, said he, referred to the Committee on Ma- 
nufactures, a member of which (my honorable friend 
from Kentucky) presented this bill, accompanied with a 
report, as I thought, luminous and comprehensive in its 
details, strong in its conception, direct in its language, 
cogent in its reasoning, and statesmanlike and liberal in 
itsviews. The bill, however, was again referred, on mo- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Kixe,] to the 
committee of which he is chairman, for the purpose of 
having corrected many very gross errors which that ho- 
norable gentleman thought be discovered in the principles 
of the bill, and further enable him to take, as he modestly 
assured us he would do, an enlarged and liberal view of a 
subject which had been looked at in a narrow and some- 
what illiberal spirit. 

Well, sir, this reference was had, and the report which 
is before me, containing a review and criticism of the re- 
port of the Committee on Manufactures, was the result. 
This report, says the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, who presented it, was conceived in 
no hostile spirit, but undertaken and executed solely with 
a view to set ina true point of light the errors in the re- 
port of the other committee, which were very numerous 
and very glaring, both in fact and argument, and to disa- 
buse the community which that had a tendency to lead 
astray. Under these circumstances, and with these assur- 
ances, we certainly had a right to expect from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands, to a reasonable 
degree at least, accuracy in his facts, and soundness in his 
reasoning. But the paper which he has produced is a 
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singular one, and merits examination. It finds, in the first 
place, that the principles of the bill (which is before you) 
are erroneous, for two reasons: and first, ‘* because it re- 
fuses to admit the public lands, which are one of the sub- 
jects of revenue, into the list of articles on which the Tre- 
duction of revenue, consequent upon the extinction of 
the public debt, is about to be made.” ; 

Now, sir, Jet us see where the error in law and fact 
does lie: whether it be with the reviewing committee or 
with the reviewed. The state of the question is this: 
The Committee on Manufactures consider the public 
lands as the property of the United States, vested in them 
in trust for the common benefit, and that the faith of the 
nation is pledged for the honest execution of that trust, 
bona fide for the common benefit of all. On this doctrine 
the Committee on Public Lands have pronounced their 
decisive condemnation, and assume on their part that the 
public domain is held as an object of revenue merely, and 
isto be resorted to as other objects of taxation, for the 
purpose of meeting the wants of the General Government; 
and that, when those wants diminish, the: price of the 
land should be reduced; when they cease, it should be 
given away to individuals, or the State in which it lies. 
This is the first distinct point on which an issue is made 
up between the committees in their respective projects; 
and I beg the patience of the Senate while L briefly con- 
sider the question. 

The public lands are derived from various sources; but 
it is not necessary to examine them separately, as both 
reports agree in this, that they are all the property of the 
United States, and all subject to the same obligations. 
Whatever, therefore, is truc of any one large division: of 
that territory, will be admitted as true of all. I will test 
the question by an examination of our rights and duties 
with regard to the land lying in the old territory north- 
west of the river Ohio. The right of the Union to this ex- 
tensive tract of land originates in a grant from the State 
of Virginia, which, among other things, provides ‘° that 
all the lands within the territory so ceded to the United 
States, and not reserved for, 
the aforementioned purposes, or disposed of in bounties to 
the officers and soldiers of the American army, shall be 
considered’a common fund for the use and benefit of such 
of the United States as have become, or shall become, 
members of the confederation or federal alliance of the 
States, Virginia inclusive, according to their usual respect- 
ive proportions in the general charge and expenditure, 
and shall be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that 
purposc, and for no other use or purpose whatsoever.” 

This grant, sir, which, being accepted, became a com- 
pact, was made to the old confederation of States prior 
to the adoption of the constitution, but is assumed by the 
first section of the sixth article of the constitution, which 
provides that “all debts contracted, and engagements en- 
tered into, before the adoption of this constitution, shall 
be valid against the United States, under this constitution, 
as under the confederation.” 

This land, then, by the terms of the grant, is made a 
fund for the use of all the States. The United States 
is the trustee for the common benefit; and, as such, is es- 
pecially enjoined to ‘dispose of it faithfully and bona fide” 
“for that purpose, and for no other purpose whatsoever.” 

At the time of the grant, the States were indebted to 
a large amount; but no pledge is made of the land for the 
payment of the debt. An appropriation to that use comes 
within the spirit of the trust. A literal compliance with 
the terms of the trust would have required at all times 
the sale of the lands, and a distribution of the proceeds. 
It was never specially pledged for the purposes of re- 
venue. ‘The proceeds, however, may be fairly applied 
to purposes of revenue, because, applied in that way, it 
18 in effect applied equally for the benefit of all the States. 
But neither revenue nor the payment of the public debt 


can be for a moment claimed as the sole.or leading object 
of the grant. If the debt were paid, and no revenue te- 
quired for the purposes of Government, the obligation 
„on the Union to execute the trust would still remain perfect. 
We must bona fide dispose of it for the benefit of all the 
States, “and for no other purpose whatever.” ; 

Now, sir, if the trust be not dependent ypon the wants 
of the General Government, if that do:not appear clearly 
to have been the object of the grant;-and that from a fair 
interpretation of the instrumentitself, those wants cannot 
at all influence usin the disposition of the trust estate 
“bona fide” for the objects of that trust actually expressed. 

In this first particular in which the Committee on Public 
Lands have passed their **decisive condemnation” upon the 
bill from the Committee on Manufactures, the condemn- 
ing committee have fallen into an error, very gross and 
palpable, and indeed somewhat extraordinary, considering 
the relation in which they stand to this subject generally, 
and more especially the attitude which they voluntarily 
assumed toward another committee of the Senate. 

The second particular in which the Committee on Public 
Lands finds ‘*this bill to be erroneous,” is **because it 
changes the character of the relationship (and that most 
injuriously to the new States) between those States and 
the Federal Government, substituting an individual, pecu- 
niary State interest in the soil, instead ef a. general con- 
gressional superintendence over. its disposition, and leav- 
ing the power of legislation ovér the soil in the hands of 
those ee to divide the money they can make out of 
it.” (p. 1. 

Sir, is this, or any part of it, true in fact or inlaw? Does 
the bill before you change, or propose to change, at all 
the relationship between the new States-and the Federal 
Government, and, if so,» wherein?» The lands are now 
sold by the General Government, and the proceeds ap- 
plied to the use of the States, in the payment of their 
Joint debts. The bill proposes to sell the lands: in the 
same manner, and by the same authority, and, the debt 
being paid, to hand over the money directly to the cestui 


or appropriated to, any of] que trust, ‘to be applied, in another: manner, for`their 


benefit. There is no change proposed in relationship, 
management, or interest. The bill gives no State any 
power of legislation over the soil which it does not now 
possess. : 

So much, sir, for the second error in principle which 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 
has detected in this bill. 

The report proceeds to say that “the details of the bill. 
are obviously erroneous, because they make no distinction 
in the rate of distribution between States which did, or 
did not, cede vacant lands to the General Government.” 

In answer to this, I ask the Senate to refer once more 
to the same clause in the deed of cession creating the trust. 
‘The land,” says the grantor, ‘‘shall be a common fund 
for the use and benefit of such of the United States as 
have become, or shall become, members of the confedera- 
tion or federal alliance of the States, Virginia inclusive, 
according to their usual respective proportions in the gene- 
ral charge and cxpenditure;” and if, sir, we hold that 
nations are bound- by the rules of morality and justice, if 
the faith of contracts is to be at all regarded ‘by them, 
then is the report of my honorable friend right and just 
in the point in which it is here assailed, and the chairman 
of the reviewing committee has erred most strangely, 
especially when we consider the spirit of candor in which 
he assures us he entered upon this investigation, and the 
extent of knowledge to which he lays claim upon this 
subject. i - 

‘The third particular in which the chairman of the re- 
viewing cominittee finds the bill to be erroneous, is this: 
that it makes no distinction between States «* which have 
or have not received grants of jand or appropriations of 
money for internal improvement. ” 
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If this clause in the report were in itself at-all- ambi- 
guous, the -exposition of the chairman of the committee 
who reported it would remove’ the doubt. It refers es- 
pecially.to the grant made by Congress to Ohio to-aid in 
the construction of her grand canal; and the: principle 
embodied in the. objection goes to this, that the value of 
that grant ought to be-deducted from the share of that 
State before she receives her dividend. I shall offer a 
few suggestions on this point, and then frecly submit to 
any unprejudiced mind the justice of this proposition. 

Sir, when this grant of 500,000 acres of land was made 
to the State of Ohio, to aid in the construction of her 
grand canal, that great work, highly national in its cha- 
racter, one in which all portions of the Union were and 
are interested, had been commenced, and was advanced 
to that stage of forwardness which rendered its comple- 
tion certain, The State.which had undertaken it was in 
her infancy-—a new community——and, though rich in her 
fertile fields, and hardy, industrious, and enterprising peo- 
ple, she was without that accumulated wealth which has 
enabled other. States and nations to achieve like enter- 
prises. To effect the object, a resort to loans was neces- 
sary, for the payment of which the real estate, the land 
of. her citizens, was. the principal pledge: the money 
necessary to keep down the interest was and is raised 
chiefly by a tax on land; and the farmer, who bore the 
burden, was to be indemnified by the increased value 
which the work, when-completed, would give to his 
land. The land within the State amounts to about twen- 
ty-five millions of acres; and of this nearly seven millions 
(more than one-fourth of the whole) belonged to the 
United States. The land of the United States was freed 
from State taxation, for the ordinary purposes of Govern- 
ment, by a special compact; but the spirit of this com- 
pact did not extend to an extraordinary expenditure like 
this, the tendency of which is at once greatly to enhance 
the value of the subject. The United states, therefure, 
as a landholder, ought, (it was believed,) in justice, to 
bear a reasonable proportion of the common burden in- 
curred for the common benefit of landholders in that 
State. “In her capacity of landed proprietor, the United 
States was intérested to about one-fourth of the whole 
amount of the expenditure; the donat.on which she finally 
made amounted to much less than one-eighth of that 
amount, In this single point of view, therefore, the Unit- 
ed States did nothing more than justice to Ohio; and it 
would now be both ungenerous and unjust to charge this 
donation (so, called) upon the distributive share of that 
State. : 

Sir, there is yet a further benefit resulting to the Unit- 
ed States, as a land proprietor, from the Ohio canal, the 
contribution to which is so much grudged by the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. The 
vast bulk of the-national domain lies upon the upper Mis- 
sissippi-and Missouri, and ‘their branches; this canal con- 
nects the navigable waters of those rivers with the 
Northern lakes, and through them to the Northern ports 
on the Atlantic, opening new and important facilities to 
emigration, and giving a new and steady market. to the 
products of that vast region. That it thus advances the 
sales and increases the value of all this portion of the 
public lands, is unquestionable; the extent and value of 
this increase is beyond computation. 

But, sir, in making this donation, Congress did not place 
it solely upon the ground ‘to which i-have adverted, nor 
did they profess to give this land-as a gratuity. They 
looked, as they ought, to the probable wants of our whole 
country; and, in case of a foreign war with a powerful 
maritime nation, they could not doubt, nor could any man 
now doubt, that the free use of the canal, which is re- 
served to the. Union as a condition of this grant, may 
more.than repay, in a-single year, the whole value of the 
grant itself. i 


But, sir, on what ground is this question placed by the 
chairman. of the Committee on Public Lands? Does he 
repudiate this bill because it gives to the States in which 
the public lands lie, ten per cent. on the amount of the 
sales within their Emits? No, sir; he holds this bonus too 
small, and proposes to amend the bill by raising it to fif- 
teen per cent. Now, on what principle is this proposed? 
Surely, because the new States are entitled, for the pur- 
poses of improvement, to the amount of fifteen per cent. 
on their sales, and that it is an act of justice, or at least 
justifiable liberality, to give it them. “But if it be just 
and: proper to give to these States that për centum on the 
sales within their limits at this time, it has always been so: 
for the tenure in those lands, and the relation of the Go- 
verninent and of the States toward them, has never chang- 
ed, and the principles of right and justice are immutable. 
It would, therefore, have been right to give, in donations 
of land or money, fifteen per cent. of all the sales within 
the State of Ohio, to that State, to aid her in the con- 
struction of works of internal improvement; and a dona- 
tion (if it be purely such) which does not extend beyond 
that sum, should not, upon the principles of the proposed 
amendment, be held up as a charge against the State. 
Now, exclusive of the debts of the Union, winch have 
been paid by the lands in Ohio in bounties, there has 
been actually received into the treasury, from the sale of- 
lands within that State, about seventeen millions of dol- 
lars; the proposed per centum on which would amount 
to two million five hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 
which Ohio ought to have réceived, according to the ho- 
norable chairman’s own showing, instead of the tive hun- 
dred thousand acres of land with which he proposes to 
charge her. 

Sur, I will pursue this branch of the inquiry no further; 
but I cannot forbe.r the remark, that it struck me as sin- 
gular, indeed, that an objection .of this kind could ever 
have found a place in the report of a committee of this 
body, whose only object was the search of truth and the 
exposure of error, and who advanced to the inquiry, as 
they doubtless did, without prejudice or partiality towards 
any State or any individual. 

The fourth objection to the details of the bill is, that it 
makes no distinction ‘f between those [States] which have 
or have not a black population to be colonized in Africa.” 
‘This appears on the first page of the report, grouped 
with the two which 1 have last examined; and if it mean 
any thing, L understand if, in effect, to aflirm that those 
States which have a black population to be colomzed in 
Africa, ought to have a larger dividend, in proportion to 
their population, than those which have none; and that this 
bill is ‘obviously erroneous,” because it does not give 
them more. ‘Fhe reasons which lhave urged, in answer 
to the first of the three exceptions to the details of the 
bill, are alike decisive as to this. It would have been a 
violation of the trust reposed in the United States by the 
deed of cession, to have inade the distinction here clanned 
in behalf of the slaveholding States. No wise statesman, 
no just man, could recommend it; and surely if this clause 
in the grant had not wholly escaped the recollection of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, he could never 
have seriously urged its omission as an objection to the bill. 

But, sir, permit me to call your attention, for one mo- 
ment, to the consistency of the report of the reviewing 
committee.. On page Ist, they say that the billis “ ob- 
viously erroncous,” because it makes no distinction be- 
tween those States which have, and those which have not, 
a black population to be colonized in Africa. On page 16, 
they delver a grave and monitory lecture on the subject 
of colonization, declare ita del.cate question for Congress 
fo touch, and add, that “the harmony of the States, and 
the durability of the confederacy, interdict the legislation 
of the Federal Legislature on the subject.” Now these 
two clauses make rather an odd appearance when placed 


1137 | 


1138- 


Juxx 28, 1832.] 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. - 
O Publie Lands. l 


[SENATE 
Lane 


in juxtaposition with each other, especially in a most can- 
did report, the sole object of which is the detection and 
correction of great and dangerous errors. But, so skilful 
is the honorable Senator who presented this report in the 
detection of errors, that he:can find them every where, on 
every side of every proposition; and such the subtlety of 
his logic, that he can expose them, too, though they lurk 
unseen by an ordinary vision; go where you will, reason 
as you may, there is no escaping him--like Butler’s logi- 
cal knight-errant, i : : 

On cithe side he can dispute, 

Confute; change sides, and still confute, 

On the second page of their report, the reviewing cóm- 
mittee examine the account current of the public domain, 
as stated by my honorable friend from Kentucky, and find 
it, also, very erroneous. Instead of being in debt ten 
millions, or upwards, they show that it has overpaid, by 
many millions, all costs and charges, leaving on hand many 
hundred millions of acres of land undisposed of. But, at 
page 6, they tell us that ‘*the administration of the public 
Jandsis an expensive branch, and an unprofitable source of 
revenue; and a cessation from the agency, and a release 
from the expense, would form `a respectable item in the 
plan of retrenchment,” &e. hus, in one place, the land 
has yielded a fund much larger than represented by the 
gentleman from Kentucky; in another, it yields much less, 
and is, in truth, an expense and burden to the Govern- 
ment. Sir, the state of facts in the hands of the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Public Lands changes, 
with admirable facility, to suit the argument which it is 
used to overthrow or advance. 

But time presses, and I can give but a passing notice to 
the many matters touched upon in this report. In that 
presented by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, it is 
said that the present land system has been long tried, and 
that it works well; and the rapid increase of population in 
the Western States, especially in Ohio, the eldest of those 
States, and the one in which the experiment has been the 
most fully tried, is presented as an example. In this 
position, and in the illustration also, the reviewing com- 
mittee detect other and further errors. ‘The truth is, 
(say they, page L1,) Ohio owes at least two-thirds of her pre- 
sent greatness to settlements on Virginia military boun- 
ties, on lands sold befere the adoption of the present 
system, at the easy rate of sixty-six and two-third cents 
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consequent upon interfering claims, as well as the state of 
things to which I have just referred, formed a most serious 
obstacle to the sale and settlement of those lands.” These 
are among the causes which produced a well known effect; 
that part of Ohio did, infact, settle less rapidly than the 
lands on either side of it of like quality, which was sold by 
the Government. So far, therefore, from owing her great- 
ness to that circumstance, Ohiohas been retarded in her ad- 
vancement by the location of those lands within her borders. 

The next circumstance which, according to this re- 
port, aided to achieve the greatness of Obio, was the sale 
of lands ‘before the adoption of the present system, at 
the easy rate of sixty-six and two-third cents per acre, 
payable in certificates.” : 

Imust here take leave, once more, to call the attention 
of the Senate to the consistency of the facts and opinions 
advanced by the Committee on Public Lands, as peened 
in this report- They give us the value of the public 
Jands in the several new States and Territories, in’ the 
gross, and average them at between twenty and fifty cents 
per acie; even the fine lands in Mlinois, than which the 
world affords none better, would range, as they have it, 
below fifty cents, and this, too, land whichis bordering on 
flourishing settlements, and is surveyed and ready for 
market. But companies who formed the first settlements 
in Ohio purchased at the easy rate of sixty-six and two- 
third cents per acre. 5 

Sir, to enable the Senate to form an estimate of the 
justness of this comparison, and the consequent, correct- 


per acre, payable in revolutionary certificates; on the |ness of the report in this particular, I must call your at- 


Western reserve, sold by Connecticut to individuals, at a 
few cents per acre; on donations to settlers, to Nova Scotia 
and Canadian refugees, and for schools and other pur- 
poses; and on the public lands, where a multitude of poor 
people are seated without titles.” 

Sir, to examine specially, and assign its true merit to this 
long array of causes on which this report rests the “ present 
greatness” of the State of Ohio, would occupy more time 
than I wish to devete to it, and much more than your pa- 
tience would allow. Some leading items only willl notice. 
And, first, the Virginia military bounties. ‘Their location in 
the State of Obio is assigned as one of the great causes ofher 
prosperity; or, in the opinion of the Committee on Public 
Lands, if that tract of country had been surveyed and 
sold by the United States, the settlement of the State 
would have been thereby retarded; or, in other words, 

. this tract of country would not have been-as well peopled 
as it now is. Their position must be true to this extent, 
or the argument of the reviewing committee is fallacious. 
But how is the fact? 

It is idle to suppose that the officers and soldiers of Vir- 
ginia, the recipients of this bounty, have settled on the 
land set off to them, and. thas peopled the country; this 
has not occurred in one case in a thousand. That they 
sold their warrants ata cheap rate, is true; but the pur- 
chasers were not the actual settlers and tillers of the soil. 
The proprietors of warrants sold to speculators before op 
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tention for a moment to the actual state of the country at 
the time the two large purchases referred to were made. 
That I may consume as little of your time as possible, 1 
will refer specially to but one, and that the larger, and, 
by a short time, the carlier purchases; but-all that I may. 
say of one, is, substantially, applicable to both, except 
that the Miami purchase covered a rich tract of country, 
while that of the Ohio Company was unfortunately fixed 
upon a less fertile spot. 

The Ohio Company effected their purchase in the sum- 
mer of 1787. At this time we were yet recent from the 
war with England which gave us independence. Her 
troops and garrisons were not. withdrawn from out’ terri- 
tories; she still held possession of Detroit, and some small 
forts on the southern shore of Lake Erie, by means of 
which, and her traders, she held control over the Indians, 
and incited them to hostilities. On the one side our fron. 
tier settlements had pushed westward as far as Fort Pitt 
and Wheeling, but it was in weak and scattered detach- 
ments, constantly menaced with Indian massacre, and vèn- 
turing but a littlé way from the forts by which they were 
protected. No wheeled carriage had then, I believe, 
ever crossed, or could cross, the Alleghany mountain; the 
families and the household goods of the emigrants, and 
all the comforts, and even necessaries of life, which they 
did not wholly forego, and which their woods and fields did 
not furnish, were transported on horseback from Cham. 
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bersburg and. Fort Cumberland; and there are spots in 
the gorges of the mountain, the names of which attest 


| 


In the same page (11) the committee tells us that, in 
1828, there were in the new States an aggregate of one 


that even tbis difficult and adventurous trafic was not car-| hundred and forty thousand men who were non-freehold- 


ried on in safety. Such was,-briefly, the -situation of the 
country. when the Ohio Company purchased of the United 
States 1,500,000 acres of land, in a single body, one hun- 
dred miles beyond the furthest outposts of our settlement, 
in a hilly and comparatively barren region, and themselves, 
by their compact, bound, not only to survey their own 
lands, but one-twelfth part of the whole, which was re- 
served by Congress, in the centre of each township, for 
their own future sale. This purchase, at the time, and 
under the circumstances 1 have mentioned, was made, say 


ers; ‘men, of course, arrived at the age of twenty-one 
years and upwards. The population of those States is, 
in the same paper, estimated at two million one hundred 
thousand souls; from which statistical facts, a state of po- 
verty and vassalage is inferred, and one-third of all the in- 
habitants are pronounced tenants to landholders, or tres- 
passers on the public lands.” This proposition is, it must 
be confessed, somewhat startling; but let us look fora 
moment into the organization of society in the new States, 
the habits, customs, and pursuits of the people, and we 


the reviewing committee, ‘at the easy rate of sixty-sixand| shall come to a conclusion very different from that which 


two-third cents the acre,” while, in the next page of their 
report, they. show, or attempt to show, that the average 
value of landsin the best and most rapidly populating dis- 
tricts.of country in the Unjon are now worth, less than 
fifty’cents peracre. No one, I think, will longer wonder 


that the bill. reported by. my. honorable friend from Ken- 


tucky. has received the decisive condemnation of this 
committee. For, sir, though the gentlemen composing 
its majority did, doubtless, give the subject of the public 
lands the ‘singular reference to the Committee on Manu- 
factures, for sound reasons, and from the purest motives, 
without any purpose of involving any individual in diff- 
culty or embarrassment; and although the second refer- 
ence to themselves of the subject which they had before 
thus strangely, and which had been examined thus ably, 
was, doubtless, done from a high.sense of public duty 
alone; and although, doubtless, as the honorable chairman 
of the reviewing committee observed, he has done nothing 
more than to correct (what appeared to him) palpable 
errors, in fact and argument, in the report.of the first com- 
mittee, and this, too, in ‘no unfriendly spirits yet, the ex- 
traordinary faculty which he possesses of marshalling his 
facts, the discipline which he has taught them, so that, at 
his bidding, they will face either way, and overwhelm a 
proposition which he may be disposed to prove wrong; 
and his principles of comparison, as evinced in the in- 
stance to which I have last referred, so different from that 
of other men, and so wholly inscrutable to.an every day 
intellect; would lead us, on the whole, to cunclude ‘that 
no view which could have been taken of this subject by 
the Committee on Manufactures, unless aided by inspira- 
tion, could haye met any thing less than his ‘*decisive con- 
demnation.” 

One other item.in the enumeration of the causes of the 
‘ greatness of Ohio,” is the ‘* multitude” of poor people 
seated on public lands, without titjes. ”—-p. 11. Now, this 


is an entire assumption; the fact is otherwise; there are not} 
now, nor have there ever been, multitudes (in the sense in | tion. 
which the term is used in this report) of poor people [not their own, 
seated.on.the public lands in that State, nor any number | would be no improvement in 


at‘all considerable, compared with. the actual population. 


is arrived at by the reviewing committee. 

It will be seen, by reference to the census returns of 
1830, that there were in the new States referred to con- 
siderably more than two hundred and eighty thousand 
men between the ages of twenty-one and thirty years. 
Not more than one-half this number, upon a fair average, 
arc marricd and settled in life, or would be so, if lands 
and houses.were given to them for the asking. In that 
portion of our country, the average age of marriage, for 
young men,’ is about twenty-five or twenty-s.x. Until 
that period of life, they either remain with their parents, 
and assist them upon their farms, or engage in some enter- 
prise, by way of trying their fortunes, and seeing how 
the world looks beyond their immediate precincts; and 
the honorable’ chairman, who, in this report, and the 
speech with which he backed it, has so much deplored 
their condition, could not, unless we were to chain them 
to the soil, repress this outbreaking of curiosity and 
enterprise. 

Admit me right in this, (and I think no one who is fa- 
miliar with the people of the Western States will deny 
that 1 am so,) we have accounted at once for the one 
hundred and forty thousand non-frecholders, without the 
introduction into our estimate of a single vassal, tenant, 
or trespasser. But, then, there are, morcover, a variety of 
the mechanic arts, which are carried on to a considerable 
extent in the Western States, especially in our principal 
towns; and although the proprietor of the workshop be 
himself a freeholder, he must have his journeymen who 
are not; the merchant must have his clerks; then there 
are those who navigate our steam and canal boats; wagon- 
ers, stage drivers, hunters and traders in the Northwest, 
and to Santa Fe; and those who d g lead in Missouri, and 
at Galena, with a long list of other occupations, essential 
in every civihzed community, which require no freehold, 
On the whole, itis a matter of surprise that there is such 
a small number of non-freeholders in so large a popula- 
‘There are, itis true, tenants who cultivate lands 
but itis from choice, not necessity; and it 
the condition of society to 


change that state of things. In the section of country 


Ohio has-derived'no addition to-her t greatness” trom any | which the honorable chairman of the Committee on Pub- 


such source; there have been, and still are, some instances jlic Lands so ably 


of individuals ‘settling on the public land there, as well 
as elsewhere in the new. States; but those of them who 
wished to do so, have always been able, in a short time, to 
purchase and become the proprietors of their homes; 
others, whose tastésand habits led them to prefer it, pushed 
onward in advance of settlement and civilization, and no 
device to which, you could resort--no lure which you 


become and continue freeholders. A reduction of the 
price, or even a gift of the land, would. not do it; itis 
already, and has loug-been, in the power of any man who 
dea: 


{ it; to be the owner.of.a freehold, by just a suffi- 
cient effo 


rt to induce him to prize his possessions when 
` So much, sir, forthe general assertion con- 
ri; now for the proof on which it is sup- 


ertion rests. 


less, feels, such deep and unfeigned sympathy. 
now say something of the effect which would be produced 


could hold out to theni—would tempt these men to E 
c: country by the adoption of the scheme proposed 


represents, itis easy for every man to 


‘cultivate his own lands w.th the labor of his own slaves; 


with us itis different, and the owner of land must re- 
sort to free labor, for which he pays a full and fair equi- 
valent; and the condition of atenant, or evena laborer, let 
me tell the honorable gentleman, is, with us, entirely com- 
patible with the most perfect freedom and respectability, ` 
Let him, therefore, fecl no horror at, or eveu sympathy 
for, the condition of our people, who are personully and 
individually among the most dependent and happy upon 
earth. As to trespassers.residing on the public lands, as 
far as I am informed, we have nove of them. 

So much for the condition of that portion of the people 
for which. the honorable Senator professes, and, en 
Iwi 
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by the Committee on Public Lands; and I am the -more 
especially called upon to do this, as my State, it seems, 
has fallen under the ban of the honorable Senator’s dis- 
pleasure, for opposing this, and, perhaps, others of his 
favorite measures. “Ohio (says the honorable Senator) 
is fixed and determined in many things not much to-her 
credit for liberality.” Now this, as a matter of course, 
is one thing of the “many,” and probably the ‘heaviest 
and the worst;” and as I am extremely anxious to relieve 
my State, as far as may be, from the weight of the honor- 
able Senator’s displeasure, I will try, in-this matter at 
least, to show that we have reason and justicé upon-the 
side of our supposed ill berality. ; 

The State of Ohio is, with inconsiderable exceptions, 
carved out of the national domain; it isa small part of an 
immense tract of land owned by the great proprietor. 
This land was purchased by hee citizens ‘principally at 
the price of two dollars per acre, averaging, at least, one 
dollar and seventy-five cents; and four-fifths of theJands 
within the bounds of the State are now the property of 
the State, or its citizens. The report of the committee 
estimates the amount at something more than twenty- 
two millions of acres; which esfimate, I presume, is nearly 
correct. There are now more than one hundred mil- 
lions of acres of the public lands in market, which have 
been in market five years and upwards, most of them. con- 
tiguous to that State; and now the proposition is to re- 
duce, at once, all this immense amount of land to fifty 
cents per acre. And what would be its effect? The 
value of a farm is composed of two ingredients: the price 
at which it could be purchased in an unimproved state, 
and the value of the improvements which the industry 
of man has placed upon it; something always to be added 
for the general improvement of a country in which wild 
us well as cultivated lands partake. The United States 
being the principal landed proprietor, and having more 
wild lands for sale than will supply all the purchasers for 
ages to come, the price of uncultivated lands is com- 
pletely in their power; it may, at their bidding, be sunk 
into nothing; therefore, the first ingredient entering into 
the value of landsin Ohio, belonging to the State and its citi- 
zens, is the present minimum price of wild lands, one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre; and this part of its value, 
equal to about twenty-eight millions of dollars, it is in the 
power of Congress, by legislation, to retain as it now is, 
or, in whole, or in part, to destroy it. Suppose the re 
duction proposed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
fifty cents for all lands which have been five yeurs in the 
market, should take place, it strikes off, at once, from the 
lands of that State seventy-five cents per acre, equal to 
about sixteen million five hundred thousand dollars of its 
present aggregate value, of which the direct loss to the 
State would be about four hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, the residue falling upon individuals. Now, this, sir, 
is more than Lam willing to surrender in behalf of Ohio, 
even though the sacrifice should remove entirely from 
the mind of the honorable Senator from Alabama his un- 
favorable opinion of her liberality. 

But, sir; a valuation of the kind proposed would be 
no less unjust to the landholders in the newer States of 
Ind.ana and Illinois, than to Ohio; and were I a repre- 
sentative from either of those States, I would, as L now 
do, oppose it to the utmost. Take a single case, and 
it will cover all in its principle: Eight emigrants purchased 
six months ago their quarter section of land each, upon 
the frontier settlements in Indiana or Illinois, and paid for 
itall the cash they had to part with, at one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre, making sixteen hundred dol- 
lars. Suppose they had just put up their cabins, and are 
preparing for a crop; this day you reduce the public lands 
all around them to fifty cents per acre; is not their pro- 
perty—-their lands--reduced at once to the same value? 
And do you not take from them, by a single act of legisla- 


tion, nine hundred and forty dollars of the sixteen hun- 


dred dollars in value: of their lands? Surely. And-for 
what purpose do. you do this? Thbat a few vagrantin- 
dividuals, who would rather hunt buffaloes, and: trap 
beavers and muskrats, and maraud upon the Indians, than 
cultivate lands,.may. be enabled to become freeholders;’ 
men who would. net own.and cultivate landsif they might; 
nay, who could not be forced to-do it, unless; fetteréd. fo 
the soil. Sir, it will not do. - These. .violent:changes.in 
the value of private property, especially. of landed.estates, 
bring misery and ruin ia their train: they should: i 

ed, whenever it is possible, by.a wise and beneficent: Go- 
vernment; butit is worse than madness in a Legislature to 
voluntarily inflict them upon. a people. ee 

It would seem as if, in the opinion. of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, the very 
acme of national , prosperity consists in. emigration, 
and that all legislation should be aimed. and directed to 
the encouragement of that sole object; and more espe- 
cially that, for the benefit of the West, all other. occu- 
pations, in other portions of the Union, should be dis- 
couraged or destroyed, that the inhabitants may be driven 
or allured into.emigration. Hence, sir, the. heavy anathe- 
mas pronounced against the report of Mr. Rush, when 
at the head of the treasury, in which he urges the danger 
of holding out new inducements to migration, lest it 
should draw off that portion of our population now en- 
gaged in manufactures, and make them agriculturists. 

Now, sir, I, as a Western- man, concur in the princi- 
ples contained in that branch of Mr. Rush’s. report; no 
matter how much they have been the subject of misre- 
presentation and: abuse, they contain sound political and 
practical wisdom, and 1 am willing to endorse for, and 
stand prepared to sustain them; but be it not forgotten that 
no idea is held forth of discouraging or checking: the 
natural regular current of emigration; this was, according 
to his views, to remain unaltered and undisturbed, except 
as new fields for the’ enterprise and industry of our citi- 
zens might direct them to other objects. g 

For the good of our country, our whole country, and 
all and each portion of- our country, new and old, emigra- 
tion has been, and stil] is, rapid enough; it requires no 
new inducements; and except the continued improve- 
ment in the facilities of mutual intercourse, nothing. to 
encourage, nothing to hasten it. So far as the West is 
concerned, certainly it requires nothing more. We are, 
there, essentially, an agricultural people; the products 
of the earth are raised in superabundance, and a market 
is all that is wanting to give us independence, and even 
wealth. It would besmadness in us, then, to desire that 
the workshops of the East, which purchase our produce, 
and supply us with their fabrics, should be broken up, 
and that the men and capital which they employ should 
be induced, by bounties from the Government, to trans- 
fer themselves to our neighborhood, and become our 
rivals in agriculture. It is better for us that they should 
remain where they are, and prosper, while they advance 
our prosperity as well as theirs, than that they should be 
transferred to our borders, at the expense and ‘sacrifice 
of both. ‘ ; 

Sir, there is still one feature of this report which ought 
not to pass unnoticed. It proposes, it is true, that the 
present system of sales be preserved; that the United 
States still retain: the care and superintendence of the 
property; and that the price only of the lands be reduced; 
but the whole body of the report itself, its assumed facts 
and strained deductions, all tend to a different result— 
an abandonment of the lands to the States in which they 
lie, or their gift to such as are willing to receive them. 

It is said (page 5) that they “‘are an inconvenient 
burden, which ought to be got rid of without delay;” 
‘*that they should receive a new destination for the relief 
of the States in which they lie;” ‘that they should be 
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given to settlers, or abandoned to the States in which fore, and distribute the proceeds justly, according to the 
they lie,” ** that the speedy-extinction of the federal title intent and spirit of the trust under which you hold it, say 
withi nthe Statesis necessary fortheir independence,” &c.;/ the Committee on Manufactures, 
but Lam weary of citation. Let gentlemen look over fhe! Tha compact which the acceptance of the deed of ces- 
several: propositions laid’ down by the reviewing com-!sion carried with it, I hold'to be imperative and perpetu- 
mitteé in’ pages Sand 6 of their report, and they willial. Inall future time, and under all circumstances, until 
see’at once to what it tends; and no man who looks for: the sales are completed, the lands remain a common fund. 
consistency, order, and so much of logic as would give a! They must be disposed of by Congress, bona fide for the 
conclusion bearing some relation to. the premises, but! use and benefit of such of the States as shall be members 
must be surprised at the result of this singular paper. It) of the federal alliance at the time of their sale or disposi- 
séems as if the body of the edifice had been raised by one! tion. But must the fund necessarily bé held and applied 
arehitect; and another, without knowledge of the design | by Congress to the future exigencies of the General Go- 
of the builder, or examining his work, had fashioned the|vernment?- Ido notask if it may, but mustit? “The para- 
dome. {tis a human head upon the neck of a horse. graphs alréady dwelt upon carry with them no such 
Sir, I cannot part with this subject without saying some-| obligation; but there is another member of the clause, 
thing of the.project reported by my honorable friend from | which clearly implies distribution. This fund, for the com- 
‘Kentucky, and which is embodied in this bill. He pro-|mon benefit, shall be bona fide disposed of for the use and 
poses thé distribution of the proceeds of: the’ public lands/ benefit of all the States, “according to their usual re- 
among the several States, to be by them applied to inter-/ spective proportions in the general charge and expendi- 
nalimprovement; the payment of debts contracted for in-|ture.” If the object had been to apply this only to the 
teřnal improvement; the colonization of free people of/accruing charges which revenue, properly so called, is 
“color, and education; objects national in their character, ! designed to meet, this last cited clause would have found 
and dear to all who value the prosperity of our country, | no place here. But it clearly contemplates distribution, 
and the improvement and happiness of the human race. |and is placed upon the basis of a profit and loss account 
Doubts, it is true, have been suggested, of the constitu-| between individual partners. In the proportion that States 


tionality of the measure, but I humbly conceive, when ex- 
amined, those doubts will be dissipated. 

All the lands of the United States are placed upon the 
same footing by the Committee‘on Public Lands, and the 
rights of the nation over each and every part ofit are held 
to be the same. In this the two committees agree en-! 
tirely.. We may, therefore, hold it as a conceded point. 1) 
will examine our rights over but one portion of it, and 
that, at present, by far the most important—that lying be-| 
tween the Ohio, the Mississippi, and the lakes, formerly 

“known as the territory northwest of the river Ohio. And, 
sir, as it is a question of strict law, you will excuse mej 
the repetition which it necessarily involves. 

We hold these lands by virtue of á deed of cession oml 
the State’ of Virginia, to which I will once again refer. 
‘Thig deed; after designating certain trusts to which a part 

` of it was to be applied, provides: 

«c That all the lands within the territory so ceded to the 
United States, and not reserved for, or appropriated to, 
‘any of the before mentioned purposes, or disposed of in 
bounties to the officers and soldiers of the American army, 
shall be considered a common fund for the use and benefit 
of such of the United States as have become, or shall be- 
come, members of the confederation or federal alliance | 
of: the States, Virginia inclusive, according to their usual 
respective proportions in the general charge and expen | 
dituré, and shall ‘be faithfully and bona fide disposed of 
for that purpose, and for no other purpose whatsoever.” 

: fhis cession was made and accepted before the adop- 
tion’of the federal constitution; it has, therefore, no rela- 
tion-to ‘that*instrament; but the constitution (art. 6th) 
has relation to the déed; and one of the contracts entered 
into and binding on the natienal faith. . This places the 
General Government in the situation. of a trustee of this 
fund, which it must dispose of bona fide for the common 
benefit: | Now, sir, while the nation, which represents 
all the States collectively, was indebted, its debt being 
the debt of all, it was a fair and legitimate execution of 
the trust, to sell the lands, and apply the proceeds to the 
payment of the debt; so, also, if its proceeds be necessa- 
“ty forthe current expenses of the Government. This no 
-one doubts, as it is disposing of the property bona fide for 
the use and benefit ôf all the States, and in the proportions 
stipulated. “But. what is to be done when the debt is paid, 
aiid the’ fulnd is not needed for the purposes of the Gene- 
: mënt? - č a ` s 
= ‘away, cast it off asan inconvenient burden, say 
the Committee on Public Lands. ` Dispose of it as hereto | 


| 


contribute to support the expenses of Government, in that 
proportion shall they receive the proceeds of sale of com- 
mon property. It seems'to me, therefore, a clear case of 
constitutional right, if not of obligation, that these lands 
and their proceeds be applied in the manner proposed by 
this bill. This mode is as just, and it is expedient alike 
for the benefit of all the States, old and new. The trea- 
sury of the United States is now full to overflowing, and 
for none of the purposes of Government is this fund 
necessary or useful to the nation asa whole. But the 
States have, by their general compact, divested them- 
selves of the first and greatest resource of revenue—that 
of imposts on commerce; many of them, having no other 
resource, support theif Government by hard, direct taxa- 
tion upon land, which, Jess than any other species of pro- 
perty, can bear taxation. Thus, they labor under great, 
and, indeed, almost insurmountable difficulties, in raising 
funds for those expenditures necessary for the internal 
improvement of their country, and the education of the 
rising generation. The distribution of the proceeds of 
these lands would remove all this evil. Those States 
which have borrowed and expended large swns in im- 
provements of a permanent and national charactcr would 
be relieved from the debt with which they are burdened, 
and to the rest it would furnish a fund sufficient to keep 
up those improvements in aneven pace with the progress 
of population. And, moreover, it would place in the hands 
of the Statesa fund which, well applied, would furnish 
the means of education to all the rising generations which 
are to succeed us. : 

To those States, or the representatives of those States, 
which have setup claims of right to the public lands, let 
me say that their claims are wholly unfounded in any prin- 
ciple of justice, and their hopes, based upon them, are 
vain and illusory. This bill provides that ten per cent. 
upon the sales in their limits shall be first applied to their 
benefit before the fund is distributed. This cannot be 
claimed by them on any principle contained in the com- 
pact, but is right and just, because the improvements to 
which it is to be applied enhance the value of the other 
lands of the United States yet unsold within its borders; 
and although some may think that, on this ground, a much 
larger per centum ought to be allowed, yet it is surely 
better to close now with this, that this much may be real- 
ized upon the current heavy sales, than to negotiate for 
years, even if a larger dividend could be obtained hereaf- 
ter. The proffered advantage is yearly diminishing in 
value, while you hesitate about its acceptance. 
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On the whole, sir, I look upon this bill as one of 'the| The Senator from Kentucky, besides his song andanec- 
most important among the many important measures that !-dote, had also bespangled his speech with a variety of me- 
have been presented to our consideration within the pre- taphors; ‘some of which did not seem to be drawn from 
gent session; and I most heartily concur in the principles | those shady walks of the academy, where Plato, Aristotle, 
advanced in the report of my honorable friend from Ken-| Quintilian, and Cicero. were accustomed to draw their 
tucky, and earnestly hope that the bill, with whiclrit was) rhetorical decorations. He gave us the metaphor of the 
accompanied, and which is now before you, may receive| whole hog and ‘the bacon ‘ham; rather a swinish figure, it 
the sanction of the Senate. i Pu a ss [must be admitted, and smelling ‘strong-of the barbacue 

Mr. BENTON said, the Senator from. Kentucky. (Mr. |school.. He. gave us also the figure: of the blanket pulled 
Cray] had indulged himself in a strain of studied person-| off of the old States-by the young States. This was cer- 
ality, of which he [Mr. B.] hadbeen the particular and {tainly a woolly metaphor, and possibly owed its conception 
selected object. Mr. B. did not sufficiently admire that! to the crowd of sheep memorials which were pressed upon 
vein of speaking, to be seduced by example, or provoked {the Senate in the progress of the tariff debate. The me- 
by injustice, to engage in it; buthe owed it, if notto him-jtaphor of the refuse lands and the refuse maidens was 
self, at least to others who had been comprehended in the| doubtless a compliment to the ladies present, who had so 
same train of remarks, to notice these personalities, so far} punctually attended about one o’clock, according to the 
at least as to expose their injustice and repel their appli- notification in the National Intelligencer; though itis dif- 

cation. Mr. B. placed no value on the saving clause~—a/ ficult to perceive the congruity of the figure, or to com- 
mere personality--so frequently repeated by the Senator] prehend how unmarried ladies could be complimented in 
from Kentucky, that his expressions had no application to!a comparison with unsold lands which had been auction- 
persons present. Such saving clauses, when contradicted |ecered without finding a bidders : 

by the fact, had better be omitted; when not contradicted] The Senator from Kentucky indulged in other senti- 
by the fact, they had as well be omitted; for the number! ments, which we would gladly understand as mere rheto- 
of persons was always small in any audience. who could! rical flourishes, but whose claim to a literal meaning, and 
admire the chivalry which passes by persons present to|deliberate sense, is too clearly expressed to be misunder- 
attack the absent. But the personalities in question appli-|stood. “The knee deep in blood, to which Kentucky was 
ed to all who had advocated a reduction of the price of|to fight before she would see the new States receive a 
the public land; and, among those who Had advocated that] cession of the vacant lands, was no idle flourish of the ora- 
reduction, were the Legislatures of Missouri, Ilinois, dia He showed too plainly that the bloody sentiment, 
diana, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, and an im-! dreadful as it was, was a deliberate sentiment with him. 
mense majority of the inhabitants of these six States. The) But decided as that Senator evidently was, in his own pur- 
term demagogue, and other epithets so copiously lavished, | pose, thus to fight, it is to be hoped that he was mistaken 
applied to all these Legislatures, and to all these inhabit-|in the sentiment of-his State. It cannot be believed that 
ants. They applied to him (Mr. B.] also, notwithstanding | Kentucky would fight the young States in that ferocious 
the formality of the saving clause; and he had no desire tobe | manner, It cannot be believed that she would fight them to 
exempted by such formality from the wholesale denancia-|the Knees in blood; nor even ankle deep in blood; in fact, 
tion which was lavished upon his friends and constituents. |it_ was impossible to believe that she would fight them at 

The Senator from Kentucky has carried his license ofl. The people of Kentucky have their inheritance in the 
invention sa far as to point me out to the Senate as the| public lands without fighting for them. They go and set- 
author of a claim, in behalf of some of the States, to the | Ue them, and become the friends and brethren, instead of 
whole of the public lands within their respective limits. | the slayers, of the inhabitants of the new States. 

‘This imputed authorship happens to have no foundation| The levy of a billion of dollars is no metaphor. The 
but in the assertion of that Senator. I never put up such {Senator from Kentucky repeats his wish for ‘that terrific 
a claim; I never defended such a claim; and I have dis.|levy, and coolly calculates the enormous dividends which 
countenanced it just so often as T have ever expressed athe old States will derive from it. The endless continua- 
sentiment on the point. That Senator also pointed me |tion of the sales of the public lands is no metaphor. ` The 
out as a performer in ‘a duct--a singer in a song in two} Senator repeats his hope for their long duration, and fixes 
parts~-carried on from the opposite banks of the Mississip-| upon the period of three hundred years’ when they will 
pi, in which a late Governor of Ilinois (Mr. Edwards) : be unfinished; when Congress will still be occupied 


was the other supposed performer, A studied and pre-/ with fixing their price, and collecting enormous sums from 
pared effort was made to entertain the Senate and the au-| them. The high value set upon these lands is no meta- 
dience, in the recitation of this supposed song; but the|phor. . The Senator insists that the price ought rather to 
song happened tobe sung nowhere but on this floor; andj be raised than lowered, and seems to take credit to him- 
not by two persons, but by one person. It wasa solo, self for not moving to raise the price. The claim of the 
and not a duet; and solo in every sense of the phrase;| old States to an equal right with the new ones in all these 
the words, the music, aud the performance being all by | lands, is no metaphor. Tt is ssid they were bought by the 
the same hand; and sung to an audience collected, accord- | blood and treasure of all; as if the Indian wars which have 
ing to the stage rules, through an invitation in the news- desolated the West—the war now raging on the North. 
papers, and a puff on the performer. i western frontier-—fell upon the inhabitants of the old 
The Senator from Kentucky had entertained the Se States, and not upon those of the new States. ‘Fhese things, 
nate with an anecdote; it was the story of a swindler in his!/asserted and maintained by the Senator. from Kentucky, 
own State, who had obtained pre-emption rights in the{and so injurious. to the young States, are none of them 
names of his negroes, All anecdotes, introduced into aj figures of rhetoric; they are sentiments upon which he 
speech, are supposed to have point and application, and acts, and exerts all his powers to induce others to act upon 
tend to illustrate the argumentof the speaker. It would [them also. ee 
be unbecoming to suppose that this negro ancedote, thus; ‘he Senator from Kentucky, pursuing his vein of per- 
introduced in a grave debate, and upon this dignified the- sonality, was pleased to designate me as an author of the 
atre, can be destitute of point or application. It must}report of the Committee on Public Lands, and to dispa- 
mean something; and no other meaning: is apparent than rage the report, and the presumed author, on thataccount, 
that pre-emption rights are not to be allowed in the slave | E presume the contents of the report, ind not the writer, 
States, lest the slaveholders should. set up false claims in is the proper subject of remark here. Be the writer-of it 
the names of their negroes, and thus defraud the Govern-} whom he may, the Senator from Kentucky oweshim thanks 
ment out of its land. ‘for his forbearance; for never was so frailan infant so gently 


1147 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


1148 


SENATE.) 


Publie Lands. 


[June 28, 1832. 


handled as the reportof the Committee on Manufactures has 
beén. To convince the Senator of this fact, I will read 
two passages from the first page of the report, and show 
what mistakes, committed by him, were left untouched 
and uncorrected through the indulgent forbearance of the 
Committee-on, Public Lands. : 

Mr. B. then read the first sentence in.the report from 
the Committee on Manufactures, in which it was recited 
that the committee had been instructed by the Senate to 
inquire into the expediency of reducing the price of the 

ublic lands, and of ceding them to the several States in 
which they lie, on reasonable terms. ‘This recital is cor- 
rect. The instructions given to that committee by the 
Senate are correctly stated. And what was the conduct 
of the committee? Did it obey the instruction? Did it 
conform to the sense of the Senate? Did it report a bill 
either for reducing the price of the lands, or ceding them 
tothe States? Itdid neither! It disregarded the instruc- 
tion. It set aside the command of the Senate. It substi- 
tuted its own will for the authority of the Senate; and 
brought in a bill, neither to reduce the price-of the lands, 
nor to cede them to the States, but to keep up the price, 
and divide the proceeds Of the sales among all the States. 
The Committee on Public Lands made no remark on this 
disobedience. They passed it over in silence. They 
were sensible that the Senate itself had expressed its own 
disapprobation of that disobedience in doing what had 
never been done before——in referring the bill of the Manu- 
facturing. Committee, without previotis discussion, to the 
Committee on Public Lands to report upon the subject 
conformably to the expressed sense of the Senate. 

Mr. B. then read the second paragraph of the report 
from the Committee on Manufactures, which, after citing 
the cessions of Virginia and Georgia, complimented other 
States for their magnanimity and patriotism in giving up 
their lands also. Was this correct? Was it historically 
true? The Connecticut claim in Ohio; was that given up? 
or, rather, was not a deed of conveyance exacted for it 
from the Federal Government? The Massachusetts claim 
in the then province of Maine; was that given up? Let 
Massachusetts herself respond. Here is the protest of her 
Legislature, adopted a few months ago, reciting that she 
had then owned large tracts of vacant land in Maine, and 
declaring all acts between the Federal Government and 
Great Britain to be null and void, by which she should be 
deprived of any part of that land. Here, then, is the as- 
sertion of the Massachusetts Legislature in opposition to 
the Manufacturing Committee’s report. She declares that 
she now owns large bodies of vacant lands; lands which 
she never did cede to the Federal Government; which she 
will not now cede to it; nor permit any part of it to be 
pared off in settling the boundary line with Great Britain. 
She nullifies the act of the Federal Government; and that 
nota mere act of Congress, but a case of national law-- 
the supreme law of the land-—-a treaty with a foreign 
Power, at’the risk of war with that Power. ‘This is nul- 
ification in earnest. It was doing the. think like master 


workmen. The South Carolinians were nothing but ap- 
prentices. They were fumblers and bunglers at nullifi- 
cation. They did nothing but talk and threaten: Massa- 


chusetts economized words, and went to acts. She did 
the thing at once: a word and a blow, and the blow first; 
and what effect that blow might have had upon the secret 
deliberations of the Senate on the boundary question, it 
did not become any one to say in open session. Let the 
South Carolinians take a lesson from Massachusetts, or 


The Senator from Kentucky, among other amiable per- 
sonalities,. was polite enough to say that the report of the 
Committee on Public Lands would have been better if it 
had had less of my labor in it. And what would have been 
the report, of which that Senator was the writer, if it had 
had nothing in it but what was fresh from his own inven- 
tion? Every argument it contained was an old acquaint- 
ance in this chamber—familiar to our own ears in all the 
debates. upon the graduation bill--speculators to buy up 
all the public lands--destruction of the present Jand sys- 
tem--splendid growth of the new States, and of Ohio in 
particular, under the influence of the present system-— 
injury to former purchasers of public lands--fall in the 
value of all lands, public and private—emigration from 
the old States--the land revenue paid by the old States-- 
too rapid growth of the new States—comparative growth 
of old and new States——cessation of all sales, under the ex- 
pectation of reducing prices. - These are the topics which 
figure in the Senator’s report; and all these topics had 
already figured for six years in this ‘chamber, before he 
entered it. The old opponents of the gradua‘ion bill had 
used them all up; yet the Committee on Public Lands 
made no allusion to the antiquity of the gentleman’s argu- 
ments. They received the resuscitated carcases of these 
old arguments as if they had been something fresh and 
new. “They answered them gravely, and civilly, and 
without allusion to their former acquaintance; and no allu- 
sion would have been made to it now, had it not been for 
the Senator’s polite disparagement of the report from the 
Committee on Public Lands, under the assumption that it 
contained too much of my composition. 

The Senator from Kentucky proclaimed his intention 
to answer the report of the Land Committee; and how did 
he comply with that proclamation? By avoiding every es- 
sential argument of the report, catching at detached ex- 
pressions, and piddling at verbal criticism! He avoided 
all notice of the objection to the principle of his bill, 
which makes the new States the private property of the 
old ones.. He paid no attention to the memorials of six 
States, praying for a reduction of the price of the public 
lands. He shut his eyes upon the fact that the first choice 
of new Jands were now selling, in the State of Maine, at 
a maximum of sixty cents per acre, and thence down to 
three and a half cents. He never once alluded to the of- 
ficial reports from the registers and receivers of the 
public lands, which described the quality of these refuse 
lands, and fixed their values at from five to fifty cents per 
acre. He was blind tothe marshal’s returns, which exhi- 
bited about one-third of the taxuble inhabitants of the new 
States as being non-freeholders. He omitted to notice 
the glaring injustice of putting Massachusetts and Con- 
necticut on a level with Virginia and Georgia in their 
interest in the public lands. He made no answer to the 
allegation that the old States would raise the price of the* 
lands, and send agents to bid against purchasers, and to 
prosecute for trespasses, as soon as they could consider 
them as their own. He paid no attention to the obvious 
objection which displayed the injustice of making no dis- 
tinction between the States which had, or had not, re- 
ceived donations in money, or land, for objects of internal 
improvement. He was deaf to the allegation that these 
lands had been granted for revenue, and that it was due to 
the donors, after taxing them upon other articles to raise re- 
venue, to give them the benefit of these lands in alleviat- 
ing the burden of future taxes for revenue. He was 
silent as the dead to the argument that these lands were 


surrender their pretensions to the character of nullifiers. | granted to be disposed of, and not to be kept for three 


But this is an episode. 
setts protest to correct a great historical blunder in the 
report of the Committee on Manufactures, and to esta- 
blish the claim of the author of the Public Land Commit- 
tee’s report to the thanks of the writer for forbearing to 
expose it. 


I have referred to the Massachu-| 


hundred years. He paid no attention to the argument 
that the new States were entitled toa reduction of the 
revenue on the articles chiefly used by themselves. He 
paid no attention to the fact that his report and bill were 
at war with each other; that his report was for. dividing 


ithe nett proceeds of the sales, and his bill for dividing the 
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gross proceeds; thereby making a difference of a million 
of dollars in the sum to be divided. He fought shy upon 
the quotation from Burke; commented upon an immate- 
rial part, and left unnoticed the whole stress and point of 
the quotation, which asserted that. the true mode of de- 
riving revenue from land. was from its cultivation, and 
not from its sale. He paid no attention to the versifica- 
tion of this sentiment in the United States; where the sale 
of the public lands has produced but thirty-eight millions: 
ofgross revenue, while the cultivation of the lands, through 
the medium of custom-house revenue, hac. produced five 
hundred and fifty-six millions of nett revenue. He would 
not notice the example of England, and all other countries 
who are now making donations of land to-their citizens, 
and, in many instances, giving them assistance in cultivat- 
ing it. He said nothing-about the injustice of demanding 
the same price: for all sorts of Jand—nothing about the 
injustice of requiring one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre for land worth twenty-five or fifty cents. The Sena- 
tor from Kentucky omitted all these essential points, and, 
in that omission, gave a fine exempL fication of the rule of 
the rhetoricians, which recommends all those arguments 
to be passed over in silence, which cannot be met and 
answered, 

rhe Senator from Kentucky, in skipping all the argu- 
ments of the Committee, on Public Lands, has been equally 
averse to the use of arguments on his own side. Song, 
anecdote, metaphor; many exhibitions and flourishes to 
entertain the ladies and by-standers; but very few argu- 
ments to enlighten the Senate. The cash argument was 
the only one which he condescended to use. The table 
of dividends was the Alpha and Omega of his argument,’ 
and, that table was constructed upon a principle of error, 
which exhibits to each State about four or five times more 
spoil than it would ever get. Instead of an average of a 
series of years, which would give a million and three-quar- 
ters in place of three millions, for the gross receipts from 
the public lands, instead of the nett proceeds, which would 
require about a million to be deducted for expenses in ad- 
ministering the public lands, buying them for Indians, 
paying the annuities incurred on account of them, and 
effecting the removal of the Indians; instead of the re- 
mainder which these deductions would leave, and which 
in some years would be nothing, and in other years per- 
haps half a million of dollars, the Senator from Kentucky 
takes the gross proceeds of the last year, swelled, as it 
was, with payments due for lands sold before the year 
1829, with military and forfeited land scrip, and constructs 
hig table upon that fallacious sum, and then exhibits to 
the States these large and seductive dividends. But this 
argument will do upon paper alone. An amendment to 
confine the distribution to the nett proceeds will detect its 
fallacy, and leave those empty handed who supposed they 
were become rich on the spoils of the new States. 

Sull, this cash argument is the only one the Senator 
from Kentucky has condescended to use; and let us see 
how he has used it. He assigns to the States north of the 
Potomac about one million two hundred and sixty thou- 
sand dollars, and to the States south of the Potomac 
about five hundred and fifty thousand dollars! Thus, the 
States which surrendered their lands to the Federal Go- 
vernment, are to receive about seven hundred thousand 
dollars less than those who refused tosurrender, and which 
would now involve the country in a foreign war before 
they would give up anacre to settle a disputed boundary. 
Again: the Southern States send emigrants to the new 
States; the Northern States send but few, and mean to 
stop those few to work in their factories. The Southern 
States, then, through their emigration, and the new 
States, are to furnish the whole sum which is thus to be 
80 unequally divided. The whole is to come from the 
South and West, and twice the largest share is to pour 
into the Northeast; thus opening another current, another 


inland gulf stream, parallel to the tariff stream, the pen- 
sion stream, the internal improvement stream, and the 
United States’ Bank stream, which are now sweeping the 
wealtly of the South and West into the Northeastern cities. 

The Senator from Kentucky carries his confidence in 
the money argument so far as to believe that the new 
States themselves will be captivated by it; that they will 


fallin love with the. fallacious dividends-which-he has held: 


out to them, and consent to: sell. themsélves.to the old 
States fora small share of their-own spoils. A large table: 
of dividends is displayed before them; but it is all decep- 
tion and illusion. < The dividends. will be reduced to iñ- 
significance when the expenses of the land system are de- 
ducted from the gross receipts; and, even ifit stood-at the 
sums carried out in his table, every new State would save 
more infinitely by a reduction of the. price of the land 
than by receiving a share of her own money. The saving 
upon the.sales of last year, to be effected by a reduction 
of the .price according to the plan recommended ‘by 
the Land Committee, would be, in Ohio, $214,000; 
in Indiana, $347,000; in Illinois, $213,000; in Missouri, 
$187,000; in Alabama, $447,000; in Mississippi, $103,000; 
and in Louisiana, $45,000. Š ; 

But it is not by tables, constructed beforehand, that 
the loss of the new States can be ascertained from such a 
bill as this. If it passes, their doom is sealed. They be- 
come the ‘private property of the old States. To make 
money out of them will be the only consideration. Every 
art that ingenuity and avarice can invent, will be put in 
requisition to swell the amount for distribution. Instead 
of being reduced, the price of the lands will probably be 
raised again to the old minimum of two dollars. Instead 
of preferences to settlers and occupants, they will have 
to bid for their own labor against the agents of the para- 
mount States who will be sent to superintend the sales, 
and- see that every tract is screwed up to the highest 
point. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray) thinks 
the price ought to be raised, but he will not move to raise 


it. Can he go security for his coadjutors? Will they not 
do it? Those who are to divide the spoil are to make the 
spoil. They can make it what they please, and certainly 


will please to. make it as great as possible. Nor is it in 
the price only that the new States may be oppressed and 
harassed. Innumerable arts may be resorted to in order 
to enhance the product derivable from the lands. Here is 
an act passed in the State of Maine; in the year 1828, for 
the sale of rotten timber and growing grass, and the pro- 
secution of trespassers, which act can be, will soon be, 
applied to the new States if this scheme of distribution 
succeeds. Listen to it: 

“That it shall be the duty of the land agent to sell at 
public auction, or private sale, all grass growing on the 
public lands from year to year; to take suitable measures 
for the preservation of grass and timber standing and 
growing thereon; and to prosecute in behalf of the State 
for all trespasses which have been, or may be, committed 
thereon; and to seize and to sell at public auction all kinds 
of timber and grass cut by trespassers. And the said 
agent is hereby authorized to sell timber on the public 
lands where the same is decaying, and in his opinion it is 
for the: public interest to do so!” . Thisis now a law of 
Maine; this is a law made by those who are now aiming 
at the ownership of all our lands. If they succeed, will 
they be more generous to the people of the New States 
than to their own citizens? On the contrary, will they not 
be a thousand times harder? Rotten timber and prairie 
grass will then be an object of revenue. AN cattle and 
horses will have to be confined on the owner’s land, or 
taken up and sold for the trespass if they stray on the 
public lands. Agents sent from the old States, and sta-. 
tioned in every township, would watch, not only the- 
farmers and their slaves, but their cattle, their horses, and 
their hogs, to sue them for trespasses. 
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This bill has. been called a system for settling the busi- 
ness of internal improvement; and under that assumption 
the bill for granting. a township of land to the French col- 
lege at St. Louis cand: the bili to grant half a million of 
acres to the States of Missouri, Mississippi, and Louisiana, 
had been laid upon the table. They were laid by to await 
the establishment of this system, as it is’ called; but when 
the internal improvement bills were up to expend a mil- 
lion or so in money, in the Northeast, no motion was 
made to lay them down. ‘The word system was not then 
pronounced; this bill for adjusting the business of inter- 
nal improvement was not once alluded to.- All passed 
without hesitation or question, System, indeed! It is 
none, and cannot be. It does not even profess to bind a 
future Congress, and could not if it would. Jt does not 
even profess to abstain from future appropriations, and 
~ could not prevent them if it tried. Future Congresses 
will do as they please. Future majorities will do as they 
please. Unequal appropriations will go on as freely as 
ever; the only difference will be, that the lanl revenue 
will be thrown tothat object, in addition to all the expend- 
itures which would otherwise have been made. ln one 
respect only it may be considered as a system, and that a 
most disastrous one; a system of setting aside the pro- 
ceeds of particular branches of the revenue, to answer 
specific purposes, and thus getting clear of surplus reve- 
nue without reducing taxes! -Land revenue is the branch 
now to be set aside; the revenue from woollens, cottons, 
iron, salt, &c. &c., may follow next year. There is no 
end to that system when once: begun. lt is now com- 
menced on the weakest part of the Union, because they 
are the weakest, and the least able to defend themselves. 
"The South is to be tempted into it by a share of the West- 
ern spoils: and next year the West is to be tempted into 
the continuation of the system, by getting a share of the 
Southern spoils. Thus a revenue of any amount, twenty- 
five or thity millions, may be kept up, by dexterously 
playing off the South against the West, and the West 
against the South, and making them alternately co-operate 
with the Northeast in plundering each other. 

It is not a system for the settlement of the internal im- 
provement question. Its. object is very different from 
that. It is a tariff bill; it is an ultra tariff measure; the 
strongest and the boldest which has been attempted at 
this session, ‘Tariff is stamped upon its face; tarift is em- 
blazoned upon its borders; tariff is proclaimed in all its 
features. In the first place, it is intended, by diverting 
the land revenue from the support of the Government, to 
create a vacuum in the treasury, which must be filled up 
by duties on imported goods. In the next place, it is in- 
tended, by keeping up the price of the public lands, to 
prevent the emigration of laboring people from the manu- 
facturing States, and retain them where they were born, 
to work in the factories. This is the true character of the 
bill; a tariff bill; a land tariff bill; conceived according to 
the plan.of Mr. Rush, in 1828, and the memorial of the 
New York Tariff Convention in November of the last year. 
The Committee on Public Lands charged this design upon 
this bill; they quoted Mr, Rush, and the memorial of the 
New York Tariff Convention, to prove that character upon 
‘jt; and their charge has not been met. A feeble attempt at 
the vindication of Mr. Rush has fixed the design more 
firmly upon bim. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crax] 
informs the Senate that he suggested to Mr. Rush, before 
his report was communicated to Congress, thatit might 
be misunderstood, and that he had better omit what re- 
lated tothe public lands and the manufactures. He sug- 

ested to him that it might be misunderstood! Yes, mis- 
understood! and that very phrase proves that it was under- 


stood! thatthe Senator from Kentucky understood it at the 


first blush precisely as every body else has understood it 
ever since. But the memorial of the New York Conven- 
tion, which has been printed and laid upon our tables, that 
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also is quoted by the Public Land Committee, and no no- 
tice is taken of it by the Senator from Kentucky, nor by 
the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Ewixe.] Why do they omit 
to notice that memorial? Because it is full and plain, ex- 
préss and explicit, up to the mark, and direct and open in 
favor of preventing emigration to the- West for the pur- 
pose of detaining the laboring population to work m the 
factories. There is no room for dispute about it, and, 
therefore, the Senators who undertake to answer the re- 
port of the Land Committee, prudently pass by that me- 
morial, and the unanswerable argument founded upon it, 
although referred to in the body of the report, and quoted 
verbatim in the appendix. The fact is clear; the conclu- 
sion irresistible; Use character undeniable, that this land 
billis a tariff measure; and that the new States are to 
be oppressed. in the price of the public lands, for the 
purpose of preventing emigration, and of supplying la- 
borers to the factories. ; 

The bill is certainly adroitly drawn; it is calculated upon 
a wide-spread scheme; and universal design to attract all 
interests to engage in the oppression of the West. The 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands are to be divided 
among all the States, and for all sorts of purposes--to pay 
old debts for roads and canals, or to make new roads and 
canals with ready monéy—-to promote education--and to 
colonize free negroes on the coast of Africa. Certainly 
these multiplied objects must enlist a great multitude 
against the new States, and excite their cupidity to the 
highest degree to get hold of the public domain for their 
respective objects. One of these objects, from the efforts 
which have been made to recommend it to public favor, 
and the profound ignorance which pervades the public 
mind with respect to its feasibility, demands a word of elu- 
cidation; I speak of the colonization scheme; for the pro- 
secution of which this bill commits the federal domain, 
and the political powers of this Federal Government. A 
more visionary, a more chimerical, and a more impractis . 
cable project never entered the head of man, than: this 
scheme; and this I will demonstrate by facts and reasons 
which no candid man can permit himself to dispute. 

Two distinct views of the project demonstrate this im. 
possibility: first, the experience of Great Britain; second- 
ly, the authentic reports of our own Colonization Society. 
Each view is conclusive; either, taken separately, put an 
end to hope; both, taken together, condemn it irrevoca- 
bly. All the world knows something, but few know the 
real history of the British attempt at African colonization, 
The expense in money and in lives, and the total failure 
of the undertaking, are but slightly known. The moneyed 
expense has been prodigious. The chief justice of Sierra 
Leone, Mr. Jef¥cott, in a charge to a grand jury in the 
capital of the colony, in June, 1830, stated the expense 
for the last ten years to amount to. £7,000,009 stering, 
(about 33 millions of dollars;) thatthe number of Africans 
brought in during that period was between 18 and 19,000; 
and that the expense of each had been about £300 ster- 
ling, (near 1,500 dollars;) and that the total population of 
the colony was then but little upwards of 20,000 souls, 
This gives an idea of the expense in money. Buta more 
dreadful account of expenditure is still to be opened. It 
is the expense of humanlife! Every Governor sent to the 
colony had perished under the climate, one only excepted, 
and he had perished under the knives of the native ne- 
groes. The soldiers and sailors sent there were swept 
off in crowds. No seasoning in any other part of the 
world could prepare them for the horrors of this African 
climate. Troops from the West Indies, from the Cape of 
Good Hope, the East Indies, all shared the same fate. 
The only difference was, that the drunkards died the first 
season, and the sober ones the second or third. This 
waste of life and money induced the British Parliament, 
iin 1826, to open a commission to examine into the stute of 
ithe colony; the result was a determination to contract their 
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T must protest against the application of the. public lands 
surrender all hope of success. to this’ object. . It is several years since things have been 
The last annual report of the American Colonization So-/taking that turn. Mr. Kine, of New York, the most con- 
ciety proves and establishes the inability of their efforts. |spicuous author of the Missouri question, first proposed 
Look at their own statements. At page 41, it is stated, jit in the Senaté. His resolution was submitted in 1824, 
and correctly stated, that the annual increase of the black | but led to no result.. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
population is from 75 to 80,000 souls, and that it will re-/Cuax] now moves it in @ more formal and determined 
quire this number to be annually carried off to check the |manner. -The managers ‘of the Society have. themselves 
growth of that population mong us. - At page 10, it is stat- looked to it, and have curiously mixed up a.calculation of 
ed, and correctly stated, that the arrival of 1,000 emigrant |wordly gain, a question of profit in.a moneyed. point of 
negroes in any one year would be the ruin of the colony! jview, with this devotion of the public lands. to their favor- 
that even that small number of new comers would make |ite object. . At page 23 of their-last annual report, after 
a revolution, and require an armed force to keep the jclaiming an appropriation of the public lands, they go on 
peace among them. Here, then, are two facts, which |to.add, that it should not be forgotten that, whatever ap- 
put an end to the illusions of this scheme. Seventy-five ;propriations should be made by the Government to. this 
thousand per annum must go, before the increase.of the jobject, the greater part would be expended in giving em: 
blacks is checked at home-~before we.can feel any na-|ployment te our: shipping and to citizens. of.the United 
tional advantage from it; and the arrival of 1,000 would | States. Thus philanthropy and wordly gain: are to-go 
destroy the colony, and put an end to the. project! Can [hand in hand; the shipping interest and those employed in 
argument, or commentary, add to the force of these two |conducting the scheme are to get the greater part of what- 
facts, presented by the managers of the Society themselves jever is expended. . The public lands of the West.are'to 
in their last annual report? fall into the current which is sweeping off every thing 
Individuals may give their money: benevolent persons |else. Farmers of the West are to be required to furnish 
may follow the impulse of their feelings in bestowing their [annually millions--compelled to pay infinitely more for re- 
charity upon this project. ‘Their money is their own, and |fuse land than citizens of Maine pay for first. choices, to 
they may do what they please with it., But can legislators |furnish money to enrich the shippers, as well as to buy 
and statesmen follow the same impulsions, and act in the |lands to be given as a donation to the negroes carried to 
same manner, with respect to the revenues of the people? | Africa; and all this in addition to furnishing. as much as 
Can they commit this Government upon a scheme of Afri- | will defray the expenses of the State Governments in all 
can colonization, without counting the cost in life and mo-jthe old States. $ i ; ; 
ney, and asking themselves if the success is to justify the]. Mr. B. concluded with showing that the question was 
expenditure? ‘The total English expense in the fly years of jnow between the plans of the two cominittees—the Com- 
her experiment cannot have been less than eighty or ninety [mittee on Manufactures, which was for keeping up the 
millions of dollars. The destruction of life has been appal- | price of the lands; and the Committee ‘on Public Lands, 
ling. ‘Fhe description of Edmund Burke has been real-| who were for reducing the price to one dollar per acre 
ized, that it was a region where the gates of death stood |for fresh lands, and fi ty cents per acre for such as had 
open day and night for the reception of its victims. Go-|been in market five years, with a right of preference to 
vernors and judges, soldiers and mariners, all go. Our factual settlers; and he called upon all the friends of the 
colony is on the same ground. Itis not only within the |West to stand forward and show their friendship on this 
chartered, but within the settled limits of the British co-/occasion, by voting down the plan of the Manufacturing 
lony; the mortality must be the same when- our establish-|Committee, and sustaining that of the Public Land Com- 
ments equal theirs, IF this scheme is followed up, and 


mittee. 
this Federal Government becomes committed to that 
scheme, a territorial government must be sent to Africa. 
A detachment of the army and of the navy must be sent 
there, and courts armed with strong criminal jurisdiction. 
If left to themselves, the colony will be in civil war before 
it reaches 20,000 souls. Violence prevails all over the 
workl, The second man that was born killed the first. 
Murders, seditions, revolutions, go.on every where. Can 
it be expected that this medley of negroes, part from Ame- 
nica, part from Africa, some full blood, some half blood, 
will realize the visionary speculation of human perfecti- 
bility, and be kept in order by moral restraints, and the 
mild punishment of interdiction from the use of fire and 
water in Africa? For the Roman punishment by exile is 
the highest now known in our colony. No! these re- 
straints will soon fail. They will fail as they did in the 
British colony before it reached 20,000, and require all 
the machinery of a strong Government to keep the ne- 
groes in peace. Who is prepared to establish that Go- 
vernment in Africa? To spread our constitution across 
the Atlantic, und beneath the equator, and stretch it over 
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The bill from the House, to alter and amend the seve- 
ral acts imposing duties on imports, was read twice, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved'to print an additional num- 
ber of copies of the bill, for the purpose of extending in- 
formation of its details through the country. 

The proposition was opposed, on the ground that the 
printing of the extra number of copies would be to circu- 
late erroneous information, as the bill would probably be 
amended in its progress through the Senate. 

The motion was negatived, as also was a motion by Mr. 
MARCY to print 300 extra copies. 

Mr. GRUNDY then offered a resolution requiring the 
Secretary of the Senate to prepare a statement of the du- 
ties imposed by existing laws, and those imposed by the 
bill which had now passed the House of Representatives, 
a race for which it was not made? Who is prepared to] Mr. TYLER suggested that an estimate of the amount 
expend a hundred millions of money in this attempt, and [of revenue which would be cut off by the new bill be em- 
to send the sons of our farmers—the soldiers and mariners {braced in the statement. 
of the republic—to perish on that pestilential coast? Those| Mr. GRUNDY suggested that this information could 
who are not prepared for these things should stop at once, only be obtained from the Treasury Department. The 
and refuse to commit their Government upon a project information called for by his resolution ‘would be neces-- 
which must involve all these consequences, and, after in- sary to enable the Senate to act on the bill. He presum- 
volving them, must end as the British attempt at coloniza- |ed the Committee on Manufactures would be able to re- 
tion has ended, in demonstrating its total impracticability. |port the bill on Monday or Tuesday. 

Asa Western man, as a citizen of one of the new States, | Myr. CLAY moved to amend the resolution, by calling 
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for a statement also of the rates of duties imposed by the 


——>>—— 
The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed, and 


two bills reported by the Committee on Manufactures of | read a third time. 


the Senate, 

The amendment was accepted by Mr. GRUNDY asa 
modification of his resolution, and the resolution, as modi- 
fied, was then agreed to. 

i DEATH OF Mr. MITCHELL. 

A message was received from the House of Represen- 
tatives, by Mr. Clarke, the Clerk of the House, announc- 
ing the death of Groner E, MITCHELL, one of the Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Maryland, of that House, and 
that his funeral would take place at 5 o’clock P. M. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the Senate then came 
to the following resolution: . : 

Resolved, That the Senate will'attend the funeral of the 
Hon. G: E. MITCHELL, one of the Representatives from 
the State of Maryland, this day at 5 o'clock P. M., and, as 
a tribute of respect. for the memory of the deceased, that 
the Senators will go into mourning, by wearing crape on 
the left arm for thirty days. 

On-motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


Satrurpayr, Jone 30. 
PORTRAIT OF WASHINGTON. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the Senate took 
up the resolution for the purchase of the original portrait 
of George Washington, by Rembrandt Peale. 

Mr. F. moved to fill the blank with 2,000 dollars. He 
founded his motion, first, on the accuracy of the likeness, 
and, secondly, on the nature of the subject itself He 
stated the opinions of Judge Marshall, Judge Washington, 
and other distinguished men, as to the accuracy of the re- 
semblance. . He considered this work asa conception of 
taste and genius, and the value of these efforts of genius, 
in dollars and cents, must depend upon the taste of those 
who purchase. He had no doubt that many painters could 
be. found who would paint a portrait of Washington for 
250 dollars; but this was the work which it would be most 
becoming the dignity and taste of the Senate to possess-— 
the portrait of Peale. It was not the price of the canvas 
or the oil which was to be considered, but the value of 
the immortal mind which was portrayed by the painter. 

Mr. SMITH stated that Stewart received only 1,000 
dollars for his best portraits; and he would have no objec- 
tidn to give 1,000 dollars for this. Stewart had engaged 
to make him a copy for 600 dollars, but it could not be 
obtained from him. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that he had taken his idea of Wash- 
ington from the portraits of Stewart. He admitted the 
merits of his picture, and said that if it was to be regarded 
as an original, which he supposed it was, the price ought 
not to be in the way. An original head of Washington, 
by Stewart, was lately sold for 1,500 dollars, and the pur- 
chaser would not-listen to an offer of 5,000 for it. In 
England, if its character were as high as it is here, it would 
fetch a much higher price. ee 

Mr. WHITE thought that if it were the intention ofthe 
Senate to own the portra:t, they should not cavil about 
the price. No private gentleman would think of giving 
less. His acquaintance with the original of the likeness 
had been but slight, but it was his impression that it was 
vastly. superior to any other he had ever seen. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN then moved to amend the re- 
solution, by adding a provision that the portrait be hung 
in a conspicuous part. of the Senate chamber, under the 
direction of the President of the Senate, and that the ex- 
penses thereof be paid out of the contingent fund; which 
was agreed to... 5 

_The words -** of New York” were then stricken out, on 
motion: of Mr. MARCY, who stated that Mr. Peale was 
not of New York, 


HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the amendment 
made by the House to the harbor bill, disagreeing to an 
amendment of the Senate relative to the bridge over the 
Wabash river, at Terre Haute, (Indiana, ) and the Senate 
receded from their amendment. 

{Whilst this amendment was undecided, Mr. TIPTON, 
of Indiana, said, the House of Representatives having dis- 
agreed to the amendment, he wished the Senate to recede 
from it. He said he should be very glad to see this bridge 
constructed, provided this could be done without inter- 
rupting the navigation of the river. A portion of his con- 
stituents were anxious to have an appropriation for this 
bridge: another portion of them, and, he thought, a smaller 
one, were opposed to it, fearing that it would injure the 
navigation of the Wabash; but the provision of the bill 
which the House had stricken out, protected the naviga- 
tion of this river! It was not his design to speak of the 
action of the House, nor of the motives of those who pro- 
duced that action; nor would he give a history of this 
bridge in the Senate, and in the other House; he would, 
however, remark, that it had twice passed the Senate, 
first in a separate bill, containing an appropriation for the 
Cumberland road, and latterly in the form of an amend- 
ment to the harbor bill, the one now before the Senate. 
He was opposed to endangering the passage of this bill at 
this late period of the session. It contained a provision 
for continuing the Cumberland road in his State, and for 
other important works of internal improvement, and he 
hoped that the Senate would recede for this time, and let 
the bill pass. ] 

PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the bill 
to appropriate, for a limited time, the procceds of the pub- 
lic lands. : 

The question pending being on the motion of Mr. 
Moons indefinitely to postpone the bill, 

Mr. BENTON resumed his remarks in continuation, 
against the general features of the measure, as unjust to 
the new States. He contended that, by the distribution 
proposed of the proceeds among the several States, 
Indiana, though she paid as much as Ohio, would only re- 
ccive half the amount as her share of the sales; in like 
manner, Ilinois, one-fourth; Missouri, one-fifth; and Ala- 
bama and Mississippi, im no proportion to the money paid 
by them severally. That it was also unjust to the old 
States, and to the people of the Union gencrally, as it 
would keep up the price of the public lands above their 
value; and that it was a plan much less beneficial than that 
recommended by the Committee on Pubhe Lands, which 
would make a reduction in the price of one-half. He ad- 
verted to the modes proposed by the bil under consider- 
ation, for the apphcation of the proceeds by the States 
to various purposes. That for the purpose of the African 
colonization, he contended; was visionary, chimerical, and 
totally impracticable; instancing the failine of an attempt 
by the British to establish a colony at Cape Coast Castle, 
Sierra Leone—its total failure, from the mortality of the 
climate, &e. Their plan of colonization at Liberia would 
in the end also result in failure from various causes, and in 
the interim could only serve to enrich the shipping inte- 
rest, and to kecp up the price of the public domain for 
this and other purposes. In conclusion, he denounced it 
as radically wrong and unjust. 

Mr. MOORE said he would occupy a few minutes of the 
time of the Senate, in assigning the reasons which influ- 
euced him in submitt.ng the proposition now pending, 
and which inchned him to the support of the bill reported 
by the Comniittee on Public Lands. 

I consider, sir, said Mr. M., that this is a measure of the 
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very last importance: this bill, together with the report | 
which accompanied it, has been drawn with great cure, 

and contains, apparently, much plausible argument and 

sound reasoning; and both have been supported by forci- 

ble and eloquent speeches by the honorable Senator from 

Kentucky, (Mr. Cray,] and the honorable Senator from 

Ohio, (Mr. Ewixe.] But, sir, I must be permitted to say 

that the provisions contained in this bill, and the views 
taken by the report accompanying it, (though very impos- 
ing,) are utterly adverse to the interests of the new States. 

Icannot give my sanction to this bill, because it not only 
fails to dispense equal justice to the new States, but con- 
tains provisions which carry certain ruin and destruction to 
their most valuable interests. It is true the provision 
which proposes to give the new States ten per cent. of the 
proceeds of the public lands for five years, assumes the 
appearance of liberality; but it is equally true that this 
isa glided pill, which, if taken, will prove the most fatal 
poison, For, let it be understood that this proposition is 
connected with the one which gives to all the States their 
proportion of the proceeds of the public lands, according 
to their federal representation; now, adopt this provision, 
and the fate of the new States will be sealed forever; their 
interest may then be said. to be in the hands of * hard 
taskmasters,” truly. Can any person be ignorant of the 
fact that then it will be the interest of the old States to 
oppose every proposition for a reduction of the price, or 
pre-emption rights, and every application for relief, of any 
character whatever, in order that they may be enabled to 
realize the greatest possible speculation? And, in that 
event, the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 
will be relieved from bestowing any further encomiums 
upon the very liberal enactments in favor əf the new 
States; for I would venture the assertion, that acts of that 
character would never, thereafter, grace your statute 
books. But, in that event, what States will be the great- 
est beneficiaries, let meask? The same, sir, which derive 
the greatest bencfit from the tariff and pension bill; 
while Alabama, a State wh ch will furnish between twenty- 
five and thirty miflions of acres of the public domain, to 
be divided in the mode proposed, will receive about fifty- 
six thousand dollars per annum; the State of Pennsylvania 
wll receive two hundred and cighty-eight thousand one 
hundred and seventy-six dollars; and that of New York 
four hundred and ten thousand one hundred and twenty- 
eight dollars, (forl throw away fractionsand cents.) Sir, 
will this do justice to Virginia and Georgia, whose liberality, 
{ beleve, gave all the territory out of which the new 
States have been composed, with the exception of Loui- 
siana and Missouri? But Virginia is consistent with her- 
self--magnanimous Virginia gave an empire, without 
counting dollars and cents, or claiming an equivalent; she 
now forbears entering into this general scramble for any 
portion of the procecds of the public domain, although 
she has a more legitimate claim than any other of the old 
States in the Union. 

„But it has been asserted that this Government has ex- 
hibited great liberality and parental kindness towards the 
new States, in the various enactments in their favor, &c. 
To a certain extent, Lagree this is so; but not to that ex- 
tent gentlemen have contended for. 

I acknowledge the liberality of the General Govern- 
ment, as regards the relief measures by which she has ex- 
tended towards a meritorious class of public debtors, the 
purchasers of public lands, the favor of taking the lands 
purchased at a fair price, and saving them from the for- 
feiture of both land and money paid towards it, which 
might have proved ruinous to this portion of her citizens, 
but could not have resulted to the benefit of the Govern- 
ment. But, sir, I deny, as one of the representatives of a 
new State, that there was any liberality in the terms pro- 
posed and conditions exacted, upon which we were re- 
ceived into the Federal Union. 1 deny that there was any 


thing like gratuity or donation in, the. grant of the three 
per cent. fund for internal improvement, or in the grant 
of the two townships for a seminary of learning, or in the 
reservation of the sixteenth section in each township for 
private schools. -Sir, these were the grants in which the 
old States. have already enjoyed an equal participation; 
they were made to encourage emigration, and to enhance 
the price of the public domain, and these effects have 
been produced. The citizen, emigrating from the old 
States to the new, finds‘ the means of education in the vi- 
cinity of the university more in his reach; he concludes, 
of course, that it is an inducement to locate himself in this 
quarter; and, for-this consideration, he gives a higher price 
for his lands; and, in like manner, when, by accident, the 
sixteenth section proves to be a valuable one, he is led to 
give a higher price for lands in this township, by. reason 
of the prospects it affords of educating his children upon 
good terms; but. this sixteenth section which has been 
spoken of so often as a gratuity or donation, is.only re- 
served from sale promiscuously, not selected, and, of 
course, it often happens (probably nine times out of ten) 
that it proves to be utterly valueless, located in a swamp 
or marsh, nobs of mountains, or pine woods, not worth 
one cent. - Where is this liberality, then? 

But let us admit that these were designed asan equiva- 
lent for the concession made by the new States, in ex- 
empting the public domain from taxation, and the land 
sold by the Government to individuals for five years after 
their sale. Then, we say, that not only have the new 
States given an equivalent, but ten times the amount of that 
value, in thus exempting the lands from taxation; and this 
is capable of mathematical demonstration, provided an 
person will take thetrouble to ascertain the amount whic 
would be realized, as a tax upon the lands exempted, at 
the rate which is imposed upon the lands of other citi- 
zens. . ; 

But this is not all; in doing this, the new States have 
parted with a portion of ther sovereignty, by which the 
General Government establishes land offices and exercises 
ownership over the soil within their jurisdict on; by means 
of which there exists a continual drain of all the circulat- 
ing medium from the new States into the public coffers 
here. Is this nothing? 

But the proposition embraced in his communication to 
the General Assembly, by the Jate Governor of Illinois, 
and which was afterwards submitted on this floor, claim- 
ing, in behalf of the new States, the fee simple estate in 
the public domain, has been denounced and censured. As 
regards the proposition made here, and the individual who 
brought it forward, both have been sufficiently defended 
and complimented by the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, (Mr. Kine,] whose duty it was to render 
this tribute of justice. 1 will only say, sir, that, however 
wise the project, or able the effort in its support, here 
it did not receive the least countenance. And if the ob- 
ject was to produce excitement among the people as an 
electioneering scheme in Alabama, it failed to produce 
this desired effect. : ‘ 

But as regards the censure upon the late Governor 
of Illinois, ** for having become a whole hog landmon- 
ger,” [think the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Ciar] has not, in this instance, observed his usual cour- 
tesy, liberality, or magnanimily, towards an absent adver- 
sary. Sir, Lhave the Governor’s communication made to the 
General Assembly on this subject, and I cannot but think, 
if the honorable Senator will read it with attention, and di- 
vest himself of prejudice, he will agree with me in opi- 
nion, that it detracts nothing from the high character that 
gentleman occup:es (and deservedly occupies) in public 
estimation, for.talent and capacity of the first order. 

But gentlemen say we have complained, and for this 
we have been censured in no unmeasured terms. Sir, is 
it a crime, or disreputable for those who, while in a 
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state of minority, 
that imposition, when they arrive at full age, by which 
advantage has been taken of their minority? a 
_, What, sir, ‘was the situation of the parties at the time of 
entering’ into the compact? ‘They’ were in a territorial 
form of Government; ina state of vassalage, deprived of 
all political rights’ and privileges; ruled and governed by 
foreigners; their governors, secretaries, and judges, sent 
from other States. On this floor they-had no representa- 
tive or voice, and in the other branch, in the humiliated 
situation of having a delegate with the power of present- 
ing petitions and memorials, but not entrusted to give a 
vote on any question whatever.. The Governor of these ter- 
‘ritories, too, possessing as much power over the people as 
a king or monarch over his subjects. I allude to that pre- 
rogative which gives the power to prorogue and dissolve 
territorial legislative assemblies, which, strange as it/may 
appear, has been exercised on more than one occasion. 
“Well, sir, to be relieved from this‘tyrannical and op- 
pressive form of Government, the people were induced by 
their repre tives in convention to adopt the ordinance 

0] Othe terms proposed, by which they received 

admission into thé federal family. But in doing this they 
have made great sacrifices, and given too high a price for 

“the boon. Andvgentlemen would deprive them of the 
consolation even of complaining. Suppose a minor im- 
prudently pledgds his valuable patrimonial estate to a 
é Shylock,” and by this means it is arrested out of his pos- 
session when he arrives at maturity and discovers the im- 
position, will the honorable Senator say that it would be 
“< disreputable,” provided he should. complain that the 
«© pound of flesh” should be required of him under such 
circumstances? i 

Thus mùch I have felt it my duty to say as regards the 
objections to which I have viewed this bill as being ob- 
noxious, ` f 

Now, sir, a few. words in favor of the bill reported by 
the Committee on Public Lands, and the very able re- 
port which accompanied it. Sir, it constitutes no objec- 
tion with me that the committee have thought proper to 
ayail themselves of the important services of the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, and that his labors have entered 
largely into this production—-they could not have drawn 
upon a source better qualified to render valuable aid. 

Sir, I approve of the bill proposed by the Committee 
on Public Lands, because, in substance, it is the project 
brought forward some years since by the honorable Senator 
from Missouri, and for which he has obtained deserved 
celebrity in all the new States. Sir, I approve of it, be- 
cause F think it recommends itself to our favor for many 
considerations; it proportions the price of the public do- 

. main to its quality, and adapts the terms of purchase to 
all classes of citizens; it enables the poor man as well as 
the rich to become a freeholder. And where can man 
find:a welcome like a permanent home? A sanctuary 
which he is inclined-to worship, so much as his own domi- 
cil? One which is so well calculated to make him proud 
of his species, and proud of the country in which he lives, 
and which will prompt him, upon all proper occasions, to 

. be ready to defend it with his life? 

But it has been said, and correctly, too, that in this 
country we have too much land for the population of the 
country. Cana better argument be adduced in favor of 
réducing the price, and adapting the terms to the condi- 
tion of the people to purchase? From the official docu- 
mient-which has been referred to, itappearsthere are in the 
new States óne hundred and forty or fifty thousand per- 
sons destitute of lands. JI submit it to honorable gentle- 
men-whetlier it would not be consistent with sound prin- 
ciples’ of propriety and justice, that a portion of these 


havé’been overreached, to complain of| within the reach of this class of citizens to purchase; and 


whether, as patriots, they cannot demand it as a right of 
their Government. They are willing to.give a high price 
for that which is a drug on your hands, to reclaim the 
wilderness and forests by their labor; they are willing to 
make ,that valuable which is worthless, by their labor; 
they are willing to bring into active operation the latent 
resources of the country, Sir, to such of the citizens of 
this country I consider a freehold to be his natural inherit- 
ance; to such, a portion of the public domain should be 
as free as the atmosphere, or the light of heaven. Sir, it 
is my deliberate and conscientious belief that it is not only 
the correct policy, but the duty of the Government, to 
make to every individual who is destitute, and the head of 
a family, a donation of a quarter section of land, on con- 
dition that he shall cultivate and improve it; and that this 
liberal policy would result advantageously alike to the 
citizens and the Government. 

Bat we have been called upon to “ state what we mean 
by refuse lands.” answer, that land which has been in 
market for twenty or thirty years, and has not found a 
purchaser; lands which have been picked and culled for 
that length of time; lands situated in swamps and marshes, 
embracing mountains, cedar nobs, pine woods, and pine 
barrens; lands which, without some improvement, are un- 
fit for any agricultural purpose whatever, are truly ‘re- 
fuse,” not worth the present minimum, and that their 
price ought to be reduced. i 

Mr. President, said Mr. M., I will not detain the Se- 
nate longer; the subject has been ably discussed by gen- 
tlemen who have preceded me; but its importance, in con- 
nexion with the interests of these whom I represent, 
scems to have demanded thus much. 

In conclusion, Mr. M. expressed his wish that the deci- 
sion on the final question would not be urged until several 
Senators, who were now absent, and who were interested 
in the measure, should be present. 

Mr. CLAY then rose in reply, and spoke briefly against 
indefinite postponement, expressing a wish that, in pre- 
ference to this mode of disposing of the subject, the whole 
of the land subject should rather be pestponed until the 
next session. 

Mr. POINDEXTER thought that indefinite postpone- 
ment wasan uncourteous way of getting rid of the subject, 
without giving any decision as to the merits of the report 
of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KANE said it would be wrong to take the vote on 
‘indefinite postponement to-night, as the Senate was thin. 
He would therefore move to lay the bill on the table. 

After some further conversation, the question was taken 
on laying the bill on the table, and negatived, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs? Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Grundy, 
Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Robinson, 
Smith, Tazewell, White.--15. ` 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Miller, Naudain, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.-~27. 

The question then being on the indefinite postponement, 
the yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. KING complained of the want of courtesy in press- 
ing the motion now. 

Mr. WEBSTER replied that there could be no want 
of courtesy in pressing this question. It was clear, from 
the late vote, that a decided majority of the Senate were 
against laying the bill on the table. As there was a reso- 
lution from the House to adjourn on Monday week, which 
resolution was to be taken up on Thursday, he thought it 
right that the discussion should proceed, or the question 


millions of acres, which gentlemen advise the propriety of {be taken. 


holding up for three hundred years, in order to realize a 
good price, 


The question was then taken on the motion for indefi- 


should ‘not be reduced and brought down [nite postponement, and decided in the negative, as follows: 
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YEAS.—Messrs.. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Grundy, 
Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Robin- 
son, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, White.—17. , 

NAYS.-~Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindex- 
ter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tom- 
lnson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—25. . 

The Senate then adjourned. : 


Monpar, Jorr 2. : - 
THE TARIFF. 

Mr. DICKERSON from the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, reported the bill from the House of Represeńtatives 
in addition to the act imposing duties on imports, with a 
variety of amendments; which wêre ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKERSON gave notice that he should move the 
Senate to-day to take up the bill. ; 

PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the bill to appro- 
priate, for a limited time, the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands. 

The question pending being on the amendment propos- 
ed by the Committee on Public Lands to strike out ‘*ten,”’ 
and insert ‘¢ fifteen’? per cent., to be appropriated to the 
new States, : 

Mr. CLAY explained the operation of the amendment. 

Mr. GRUNDY said, if it was the intention of gentlemen 
to carry this measure through at the present session, he 
would, although reluctantly, go with them. He thought 
the subject should be considered at home, before it was 
subinitted to Congress. It was now for the first. time 
brought here. He should now vote against the amend- 
ment, in the hope that the proceedings of the Senate-on 
the subject would stop here, and that it would not be at- 
tempted to be urged through at this late period of the ses- 
sion. He put a question to the Committee on Public 
Lands, if they intended to push the question through. 
He thought that to give the new States fifteen, or even 
ten per cent. additional, without going any further, would 
be extravagant. 

Mr. CLAY said he not only wished to get through the 
question this session, but he wished to get the bill through 
this day; and, as far as he was in possession of the opi- 


of the lands to colonization, internal improvement, or 
education; because all that was added to the mind or the 
improvement of a State was an addition to the aggregate 
intellect and wealth of the whole. 

_ Mr. BENTON ‘said that if this bill was to be pushed 
through at the present session, the amendment directed 
by the Committee on-Public ‘Lands. to. be made to the 
tariff bill would. be moved. to thìs bill, to-test the sense 
of the Senate as to the reduction of this ‘heavy,tax on the 
new States of the West. , It should’ be. determined by-a 
direct vote, whether the new. States, besides the support 
of the General Government, were to be saddled with the 
support of all the twenty-four States, and to be the spoil 
of the rest. 

Mr. CLAY said he was very glad to-hear that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri was determined to bring forward the 
whole subject. ‘Come on Macduff.” He had been desir- 
ous to have the whole subject disposed of; and if there 
was time for this, general action during this session, he 
was anxious that it should take place. eh. re 

Mr. POINDEXTER made some remarks in opposition 
to the Senator from Missouri, on the point that the new 
States were the spoils and the oppressed of the other 
States. He stated that the sales of the public lands on 
the Choctaw purchase in Mississippi would be opened 
next fall, and if he, in an ill humor because he could. not 
get all he wanted, should vote for postponing this subject 
to another year, his constituents would lose the benefit of 
the fifteen per cent. on the lands then to be offered for 
sale. He could not place himself in that position before 
his constituents. 
> Mr. GRUNDY adverted to the impossibility of getting 
through this question in the two weeks, or one week, 
which Congress may have.to sit. He wished to get through 
the unfinished business. which ought to be acted upon. 
If tbis bill was to be put aside, he would also vote to post- 
pone the other bill from the Committee on Public 
Lands, for the reduction of the price of the public lands. 
But if this bill were to be passed upon, the action on the 
other could not be prevented. If gentlemen, however, 
were so cager to getat a discussion, let them go at it; but 
he thought that two weeks hence they would regret. that 
they had done so. eee 

Mr. KING asserted that although the dividend now 
given to the new States out of the sales of. public -lands 


nions of members, he thought this might be done; if| professed to be five per cent., it was in fact but three per 


not to-day, he hoped the bill would be got through to- 
morrow, and that the tariff would in that case be post- 
poned until this should be decided; or, after the tariff 
should be disposed of, that this bill would: be taken u 
and passed. Ie concurred with the Senator from Ten- 
nesscc, that if this whole subject could not be disposed of, 
it ought not to be decided in part. But he expressed his 
desire to act on the subject without further delay. 

Mr. KING said he was himself opposed to the per cent. 
age as it was reported. He was instructed not to press the 
reduction of the price of lands in this bill, He referred to 
the hardship which he alleged to bear on the new States, 
by their compact with the General Government, and which 
he said was admitted by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CLAY corrected the Senator from Alabama as to 
the opinions attributed to him. He had never admitted 
the existence of hardship, but merely of complaint, and 
for that complaint he denied that there was any good 
foundation. He stated that, if the lands were to be ceded 
to the States, they would still be exempted from taxation, 
as no State had ever taxed its own lands. He inquired if 
the Government was not justified in making as much 
as could be made from the public lands, without unfair- 
ness to the new States. He showed the superiority of the 
principle and mode of distribution adopted by the report 
of the Committee on - Manufactures. 


the Union was interested in the application of the proceeds |of the proceeds. 


He stated that all|tion was not at all 


cent., as the additional two per cent. was to be directed to 
the making of roads to and from the lands.. He stated that 
he would not-vote for this bill, even if the dividend were 
to be raised to. twenty-five per cent. to the new States. 
He would not be bribed to give his support to this bill. 

Mr. POINDEXTER asked if. the gentleman from Ala- 
bama was bribed when he obtained 400,000 acres for his 
State. He repelled the idea that. either he himself, or 
other Senators, were to be laid under the imputation of 
being bribed; and stated that although public lands had 
been on sale in Mississippi for thirty years, that State had 
received nothing from the General Government: Hede- 
sired to act on this bill during the present session, 

Mr. JOHNSTON expressed himself in favor of going 
through with this bill at the present session; and replied 
to the several objections which had been urged against 
actionupon it. He-contended that, in looking so intently 
at the reduction of the price of the public lands, there 
was danger of loosing the advantages promised by this bill, 
while, after all, there was no certainty that the price 
would be reduced. . ; s% : 

Mr. BENTON insisted on the probability of the pas- 
sage of a bill to reduce the price of the ‘public lands, 
should this bill. fail. ` : 

Mr. JOHNSTON replied that the principle of reduc- 
at war with the principle of distribution 
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The question was then taken on the amendment, and 
decided as follows: ` ` 
YEAS,—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Hendricks, 
Kane, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Ruggles, Tipton. 
—10: i 
NAYS.——Mèssrs. Bell, Brown, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Fre- 
linghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, 
King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, 
Tomlinson, Troup, ‘Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wilkins. 
36 


_—oOOs 

Mr. HAYNE moved to strike out the words which pro- 
yide for the distribution of the proceeds among the States. 
He was. opposed to the introduction of the principle of 
distributing the revenue among the States. He insisted 
that the proceeds of the public lands did constitute a part 
of the revenue. The clause which he moved to strike 
out, cut off a part of the public revenue, taking it from 
the treasury to divide it among the States. He made an 
objection to the distribution also, because it was a division 
of the gross, instead of the nett revenue, and so far as 
the. difference:between the gross and nett proceeds, it was 
a division of the duties derived from imports. He admit- 
ted the perfect power of Congress to legislate on the sub- 
jects. but he was opposed to donations of money to the 
States, and desired to have some general and equitable 
system adopted for the disposition of the public lands. 
He asked for the yeas and nays on his motion; which 
were ordered, 

Mr. CLAY said he rejoiced that the question of the 
principle of distribution was now to be tested in a simple 
and a solemn manner, He met the opinion of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, that the division of the proceeds 
of the public lands would lead to the practice of distri- 
buting the proceeds of the taxes among the States, by an 
opposite one; and declared his own firm and strenuous 
opposition to the principle of such distribution. He stated 
that the revenue from the public lands was distinguished 
from all other revenue by the language of the constitu- 
tion; and of the deeds of cession, which gave exclusive 
and unlimited power to Congress over the public lands, 
and which was not given over any other revenue. This 
view was supported by the opinions of some of the ablest 
of our constitutional lawyers; and if it was correct, the 
argument, therefore, that the division of this revenue 
would lead to the division of all the surplus revenue, he 
did not consider as sustainable. He adverted to the argu- 
ment that the distribution of the gross proceeds would be 
a distribution in part of revenue from other sources, and 
stated that the bill authorized the division of the nett pro- 
ceeds only. He detailed what would be the deductions 
made by the accounting officers under the bill, when they 
determined the amount of the proceeds applicable to 
division. The nett amount of charges on the annual sales 
of the public lands did not, he believed, exceed four per 
cent. He hoped that the question of distribution would 
be settled, and in such manner as to. redound to the hap- 
piness and prosperity of every State, and, of consequence, 
of the whole of the Union. 

Mr. HAYNE briefly replied on the subject of the dis- 
crimination between the revenue from the public lands 
and from other sources, and contended that if the con- 
struction of the gentleman from Kentucky was correct, 
there was no limitation to the powers of the General Go- 
vernment; and they might be exercised under a wild dis- 


cretion, the extent of which could not be anticipated or]: 


controlled. He asserted that there ought not to be any 
surplus money in the treasury, but that care should be 
taken to regulate the taxes so as to have no unnecessary 
amount in the treasury. He denied that he was anxious 
to increase the revenue from ‘the public lands. He was 
willing to place them on a fair and equitable ground. 


Mr. POINDEXTER dissented from many of the posi- 
tions taken by the Senator from South Carolina, who had 
stated his disposition to befriend the new States, yet re- 
fused either to cede the lands to the new States, or to 
make donations of lands to them. ~ 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. JOHNS- 
TON, KANE, HOLMES, and ROBINSON; when the 
question was taken on Mr. Harwe’s motion, and decided 
as follows: i 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White. —21. i 

NAYS.--Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dick» 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.——26. 

Mr. SMITH moved that the Senate now adjourn. 
gatived—yeas 15, nays 32. 

The question now being on the proposition of the 
Committee on Public Lands to strike out ull the sections 
which authorize the distribution among the States, and 
the residue of the bill, the question was then taken by 
yeas and nays, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.——Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
M ller, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, 
Tyler, White. —21, i 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—26, 

Mr. BENTON then moved to introduce an additional 
section to reduce the price of public lands to one dollar 
per acre, and of all which have been above five years in 
market fifty cents ner acre. 

Où motion of Mr. KANE, the question was divided, and 
was first taken on the first branch of the amendment, and 
negatived, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, 
Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Man- 
gum, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, ‘Tazewell, 
Tipton, Troup, White.—21. 

NAYS.-—-Messrs. Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Miller, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins,—27. 

The question was then taken on the second branch of 
the amendment, and also negatived, as follows: 

YEAS.—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Ellis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Man- 
gum, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
‘Tipton, Troup, White.—20. 

NAY*.—Messrs. Bell, Brown, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Miller, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—- 28. 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved to amend the bill in the 
first section, by striking out ten, and inserting twelve and 
a half per cent. 

Messrs. CLAY and HOLMES expressed their intention 
to vote for the amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON moved to insert fourteen per cent. 

The CHAIR pronounced this motion to be out of order. 

Mr. HAYNE appealed from the decision of the CHAIR. 

This appeal led to a discussion, in which the decision of 
the Carr was supported by Messrs. WEBSTER and 
CLAY, and opposed by Messrs. HAYNE, MILLER, and 
KING. : i s 
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The question was-then taken, when there appeared— 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dick- 
erson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Jolinston, 
Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Tomlinson, Waggaman, 
Webster, Wilkins. —23. 


NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dal-|. 


las, Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Holl, 
Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mller, Moore, Robinson, 
Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Tyler, White.—23. 

There being a tie, 

Mr. MOORE moved that the 
gatived--yeas 18, nays 29. : : 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. PowpEx- 
rar, it was decided by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Knight, Moore, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Sils- 
bee, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster.—27. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Chambers, Dallas, Dud- 
ley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Marcy, Mller, 
Seymour, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White, Wilkins, —20. ‘ 

Mr. POINDEXTER then moved to amend the bill by 
adding a fifth section, granting to Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and Missouri, 600,000 acres each, for purposes specified; 
and the yeas and nays were ordered. > 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to amend the amendment, 
by adding so many acres to the grant. to Indiana, Alaba- 
ma, and Hlinois, as would make the aggregate given to 
Sue States equal to the grants now asked for the other 

tates, 

The amendment to the amendment was then agreed to; 
and the question was taken on the amendment as amended, 
and decided us follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Moore, Naudain, Poiit- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Web- 
ster, —-28. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Brown, Chambers, Dallas, Dudley, 
Ells, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hall, King, Marcy, Miller, 
Tazewell, Tyler, White, Wilkins.--16. 
` Mr. HAYNE moved to strike out the words which spe- 
cified the purposes to which the procceds were to be ap- 
plied by the states, so as to leave the States to direct the 
proceeds us they pleased. $ 

The proposition was advocated by Messrs. HAYNE, 
MILLER, and FORSYTH, and was opposed by Messrs. 
CHAMBERS, DICKERSON, WEBSTER, POINDEX- 
TÈR, and CLAY. 

It was contended by the opponents of the amendment, 
that the striking out of this limitation would destroy the 
great object and entire value of the bill. 

On the other side, it was insisted that the States would 
have a mght to use the money as they pleased; and that, 
if they are disposed to direct it to internal improvements, 
education, or colonization, they will do it as well in the 
absence of all limitations, as when they exist. 

Mr. WEBSTER asked fora division of the question, 
$0 as to take the question first on striking out the words 
“of education and internal improvements;? and being 
taken on this branch of the amendment, it was negatived, 
as follows: : 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tyler, 
White.--2u. 

NAYs.--Messrs, Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poin- 
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dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
kins.--27. Ea 

The question was then taken on the motion to strike 
out * colonization,” by yeas and nays, and decided as 
follows: ; f i 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dal- 
las, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, 
Kng, Mangum,. Marcy, Miller, Moore, Robinson, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Waggaman, White.--22. ine be 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dick- 
erson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Ruggles, Sevmour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tom- 
linson, Tyler, Webster, Wilkins.-—25. a 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the second section, by 
striking out the words ‘*among the twenty-four States of |. 
the Union, according to their federal population,” and 
insert, *finto as many shares as there are Senators and 
Representatives of the different States of the Union, and 
divided in that proportion.” f 

The question being taken, the motion was negatived-~ 
yeas 13, nays 30. 

Mr. MOORE moved that the Senate adjourn, (seven 
o’clock.) Negatived—yeas 16, nays.28 a 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to amend the bill by reducing 
the price of Jands which had been ten years in the mar- 
ket to one dollar per acre, and to actual settlers at fifty 
cents per acre. Negatived, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, 
PW hite.——19. : 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Mller, Naudain, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wagga- 
man, Webster, Wilkins.-~24. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to amend by adding a proviso 
that the appropriations for the Cumberland road shall 
still be made out of the two per cent. fund; which was 
agreed to. f 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the bill by adding a 
section granting a township of land to the French college 
at St. Louis. Negatived--yeas 7, nays 35. i 

Mr. TIPTON moved to amend by adding a proviso that 
nothing contained in this bill shall impair the power of 
Congress to grant donations of lands hereafter, &e. °: 

Mr. CLAY seconded the motion; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the bill in the second 
section, by inserting a variety of expenses connected with 
the public lands, to be deducted before a division of the 
proceeds shall be made. Negatived—yeas 18, nays 23, 

The bil was then reported as amended. 

Mr. TAZEWELL wished to have the bill and amend- 
ments printed, and moved to lay them on the table, and 
print them. 

Mr. CLAY said that the amendments were easily un- 
derstood; and he hoped that the Senate would pass this 
bill to its third reading to-night, and then go home and get 
their dinner or supper, sleep upon it, and come here to- 
morrow prepared to go on-with the tarif. ~ 

Mr. TAZEWELL said there were incongruities in the 
bill which he wished to have corrected, and he hoped the 
Senate would allow time to correc: them. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. 
TazeweE tL, and decided in the negative—yeas 17, nays 25, 

The question was then taken on concurring in the 
amendments, and decided in the affirmative--yeas 26, 
nays 15. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, the bill was. amended 
by introducing after the word. “colonization” the words 
‘Sof free persons of color.” 
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The question ‘was’ then put on:the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.— Messis. Bell, Chambers; Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, 
Wilkins. 24. i ` : 
_ NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hàyne; Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler, Robinson, Tazewell, Tipton, Tyler, White.~-18. 


TUESDAY, JULY 3. 
HARBOR BILL. 


Mr: FORSYTH, by direction of the Committee.on Com- 
merce, moved to postpone the previous . orders, for the 
purpose of taking up the bill for the improvement of cer- 
tain harbors, &c. . 

The motion was opposed by Mr. MILLER, who desired 
that the residue of the session should be devoted to the 
tariff, and who asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. : 

The question was then taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 


as to the principle of the bill, moved to strike out the 
enacting words, and asked for the yeas and nays; which, 
being taken, were as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Miller, Poindexter, Taze- 
well, Tyler, White.--13. 

NAYS.~-Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freiing- 
huysen, ‘Hendricks, Holmes, Jobnston, Kane, Knight, 
Marcy, Naddain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man, Webster, Wilkins.—~30. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the amendments 
to the bill reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

On the first amendment, being an appropriation for 
a breakwater at Lake Pontchartrain, it was advocated 
by Mr. WAGGAMAN and Mr. JOHNSTON; but, before 
any question was taken, the hour of twelve having arriv- 
ed, the bill, on motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, was laid on 
the table. 
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The billto appropriate, for a limited time, the proceeds 
of the-sales of the public lands, was read a third time. 

Mr. ROBINSON rose, and~said, great as’ his- solicitude 
was, upgn this'and all subjects connected: with ‘a disposi- 
tion of the public lands, and deep as.was the interest of 
the State which in part he had the honor to represent, 
yet, at this advanced period of a long and protracted ses- 
sion; he would have contented himself with a silent vote 
upon the bill under consideration, had it not been for the 
new principle it embraced, and the doctrine advanced by 
some Senators who had preceded him in the discussion, 
that arreduction in the price of the public lands would be of 

“no advantage: to the States in which they are situated. 
And; suid-Mr. R., must acknowledge my surprise at hear- 
ing this from. honorable gentlemen, representing States 
which,*time=after time, and year after year, have in the 
most solémn manner, through an organ no less respecta- 
ble than their Legislatures, pressed, by memorials the most 
importunate, upon the consideration of Congress, the great 

: ‘ 


necessity of a liberal reduction in price, or of'a transfer of 
lands to the States in which they he: 

Some months ago, said Mr. R., a resolution was adopted 
by ‘the Senate, instructing one .of its committees (the 
Committee on Manufactures) to inquire ‘into the expedi- 
ency of reducing the price of the public lands, and of ceding 
them to the several States within which they are situated, 
upon reasonable terms. Against both these propositions 
an adverse proposition wasmade, anda new project submit- 
ted for our consideration; and that project referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and reported upon with the 
amendments now under consideration. To this reference 
we have heard loud and repeated complaints, that the 
Committee on Manufactures were treated unkindly; that 
the usual courtesy was denied them; and that the refer. 
ence was unprecedented in the Senate. Now, sir, it does 
not so appear to me. Had the Committee on Manufac- 
tures contented themselves with a report (udverse as it 
was) upon that which was referred to them, and had their 
report then been, previous to any action of the Senate, re- 
ferred to a co-ordinate committee, their complaints would 
have had some foundation in reason. But when they 
themselves first travelled out of their jurisdiction, and 
brought forward a measure, not within the scope of the 
reference, but legitimately within the cognizance of the 


| Committee on Public Lands, the first wrong step, having 


been taken by themselves, was very properly corrected 
by the Senate, in the reference to the second committee, 
where of right the subject belonged. I hope, therefore, 
that the majority who made this reference, will stand ac- 
quitted of any charge of unkindness or lack of courtesy 
toward that highly respectable committee which favored 
us with a report, manifesting an ability and zcal worthy of 
a better cause. 

The Committee on Manufactures submitted two propo- 
sitions; first, an appropriation to each of the seven new 
States, to wit, Ohio, Indiana, IHinois, Missouri, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana, of ten per cent. on the nett 
proceeds of the sales of that part of the public land which 
lies within it, for objects of internal improvement within 
their respective limits.. Second, that the residue be divid- 
ed among the twenty-four States according to their fede- 
ral representative population, to be applied to education, 
internal improvement, or. colonization, or ‘to the reduction 
of any existing debt contracted for internal improvements, 
as each State, judging for itself, shall deem most conform- 
able with its own interest and policy. 

The Committee on Public Lands concurred in the jus- 
tice and policy of the first proposition, but in an extended 
degree, and proposed that fifteen instead of ten per cent, 
be given to each of the seven new States. But to the 
second proposition, making a general distribution of the 
residue among all the States, they wholly dissented, and 
recommended, in its stead, a reduction in the price of all 
lands which have been offered and not sold at public sale, 
to the sum of one dollar per acre; and of refuse lands, or 
such as have been subject to entry for five years or more, 
to fifty cents per acre. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,]} 
a few days ago, when this subject was under discussion, 
dwelt at some length on the claim which had been set up 
by some on behalt of the States to their ownership of the 
public jands within their limits. As that subject is not 
before us, I would not pursue him in the digression, had 
not the Senator been pleasedto notice, with sume degree of 
ridicule, the message ofa former Governor of illinois, con- 
taining an elaborate argument in favor of this claim. Sir 
I would bave listened with great pleasure to the honorable 
Senator, if he had undertaken torefute, by opposing argu- 
ment to argument, the reasons which had been arrayed 
with so much ability by the distinguished author of that 
message, instead of denouncing in broad terms the doctrine 
as ridiculous, and the author as playing the demagogue, 
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year, and the same amount annually for four consecutive 
years; with a pretty strong inuendo, that if things work, 
well, the annuity shall be made perpetual, at leastas long 
as there are public lands for sale? > If the ex-Governor had 
taken this ground, then would the game have been worth 
playing out. Nh ok a 

The present is an inauspicious time to divert so large 
a sum as arises from the sales of lands from flowing in its 
ordinary channel into. the treasury as a fruitful source of! 
revenue. No man can be so blind as not to’see, and none 
should be so indifferent as not to use every means to quiet 
the agitated state of the country, laboring as she is with 
throesso convulsive as to threaten a dissolution of the Union; 
arising from the great and exciting subject upon which; 
to-morrow, we shall be called to act, and upon which, 
during this long session of seven months, every day has 
brought memorial after memorial, from individuals, from 
conventions, and from States, until your table can bear no 
more. And whatis the complaint? ‘That by your tariff 
laws you draw sums too large, and by a measure too un- 
equal, from the hard hand of industry. Do not under- 
stand me as saying all these complaints on this subject are 
wholly true, or that the system complained -of should be 
broken down; butit would take a very sceptic, indeed; to 
doubt the sincerity with which these complaints are made. 

Then, let me ask, is it prudent, is it wise, under the 
circumstances stated, to legislate from the. treasury the 
annual sum of nearly four millions of dollars, a sum equal 
to one-third the amount necessary for the exigencies ofi 
the Government, and that too in a manner so hurried, as 
has been indicated by a majority of the Senate; and ina 
manner wholly different from the memorials of the new 
States, who feel most solicitude on the subject of the pub- 
lic lands; and, permit me toadd, ina manner, which I fear 
will operate as an eternal bar to the granting of their 

“prayers, which have been constant and unvaried, for a 
reduction in price, and a transfer of the Jands to the 

States in which they lie? | 

But we are told that this new plan, this grand distribu- 
tive system, is the very best thing that could be done for 
the new States. Sir, “I fear the Greeks, even when they 

offer presents.” [ can view no man in the light of a 
friend, or as capable of giving friendly advice to the new 
States, who denies them the humble boon for which they 
have been daily supplicants for the last thirty years. A 
reduction in price, especially of the refuse lands, with a pre- 
ference to actual settlers, has been their incessant prayer. 
And what are they now told? That they have already 
gotten too much. That they are spoiled bantl.ngs, prat- 
tling fools, and strangers to their own interests. They 
ask of you bread, and you give them a stone. , 

_ That part of the bill giving ten per cent. is confessedly 
right in principle, and goes upon the ground that the 
General Government, beinga large land proprietor, is in. 
justice bound to contribute to the improvement of the 
country in which the lands are situate, as every improve- 
ment there made adds to the value and demand of the 
unsold lands. I was one of the Committee on Public 
Lands who thought the ten per cent. too small for this 
purpose, and so did I think as to the fifteen per cent. pro- 
posed to be substituted; but, as a majority of the com- 
mittee thought otherwise, I acquiesced in the sum of 
fifteen, being the highest amount to which a majority 
would agree. And I did hope, as both the committees, | 
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which have had this subject under consideration, recog- 
nised the principle upon which the appropriation isto be 
made, that, when the Senate should be advised of the 
fact that-ninetéen-twentieths of the lands, in a large por- 
tion’ of these States, are still held by the General Go- 
vernment, they “would ‘have most “readily. assented to` 
the amendment; and still more did I hope that to this 
sum’ of fifteen per cent: there could: be -no ‘serious op- 
position, when it was recollected that, by a compact, the 
new States cannot tax the unsold lands, nor even the lands 
sold, until five years after the date of sale. And let it 
not be forgotten that this compact was the price you made 
them pay for admission into the Union, entered into in 
the days -of ‘their minority, when groaning under the 
galling shackles of territorial government. © And at the 
very time they fondly thought that they were rising to 
the proud and elevated station of independent States, 
on equal terms with the original members of the Union, 
they were despoiled of one of the principal attributes.of 
sovereignty—the right of taxation. My objections to the 
distributive principle, as proposed by the Committee on 
Manufactures, are many; a few of: which J will take the 
liberty to state. we 

Its operation will be unequal between the slave and non- 
slaveholding States. There is no reason ‘why one of the 
former, as a distributee, should receive as much for five 
‘slaves, as one of the latter for three freemen; nor is any 
answer to be had from that part of the constitution which 
fixes the ratio of direct taxes and of representation, be- 
cause this is neither. Again: it will operate unjustly be- 
tween the old States and the new States. For example, 
Ilinois is, increasing in population atthe rate of eighteen 
and.a half per cent. per annum, while, iy some ofthe old 
States, (Delaware for one,)y the inérease is less than one- 
third of that rate, and yet the division is to be made 
undera census taken two years ago. 

It is certainly a serious objection to this or any other 
system which makes the States so dependent onthe Gene- 
ral Government, By this bill there is scarcely a State 
whose dividend will not be equal to its ordinary current - 
expenditures; and ‘it is worse than idle to say that the 
money will not be used for any and every: expense inci- 
dent to State Governments. Once establish this system 
of pensioning the States, I care ‘not for how ‘limited a 
period, and my life for it, it becomes perpetual; and so 
soon as that is the case, a fig for your State sovereignty. 
Already are the guards against consolidation too few and 
too weak; and, instead of adopting a policy calculated to 
diminish and’ weaken them, they should be increased and 
strengthened. la ' . . 

Another objection is this: if the General Government 
is to furnish the means for colonization and internal im- 
provement, (and to do so when expedient and convenient, 
lam entirely willing,) either of these great objects can 
be more effectually as well as more beneficially accom- 
plished without than with the agency of the States. 
Take colonization, and how would it operate if left to'the 
States as contemplated by this bill?’ Already. have: 
been told by Senators from more than ane State,’ 
whole scheme is visionary and unconstitutional. “Now, is 
it presumable that the States holding these doctrines 
would apply one dollar’ of their dividend to promote the 
object? Certainly they would not, they could not, and the 
consequence would be, an utter failure, or a very partial 
compliance. States thinking and acting differently would 
have. thrown upon them the whole burden of colonizing all 
the free people of color inevery State in the Union. Nor is 
that all: this description of population is very unequally 
distributed over the several States; some of the smaller 
States, both as to territory and population, have a very 
large number of free blacks, while other and larger States 
have a much less number. ; ; 

Take internal improvement, and the operation under 
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the bill will be. not .only unequal, but many of the ex- limits is necessary to the independence of the new States; 
penditures would actually be next'to useless. In many the development of their resources; to subject their 
instances, States least in need of expenditure for internal |soi] to taxation, cultivation, and settlement, and the pro- 
improvements would get the most money, while the States | per exercise of their jurisdiction and sovereignty. 
àn want of most assistance for these objects, would be Highly as the present land system has been extolled for 
_ pat off with amerg pittance. For example, New York jits simplicity and salutary results, 1 profess to be second to 
` and Missouri „are nearly equal in point of territory; the.!none in admiration of its excellence. But I wholly deny 
former ina high state of improvement, both as to roads |the correctness of the position which has been assumed, 
and canals, and densely populated; the latter the very |that, by a transfer to the States of the lands within their 
reverse: yet New York would receive nearly half ajlmits, this system would be either disorgan’zed or de- 
million of dollars, and Missouri. not quite twenty-eight jstroyed. It is the mode of making the surveys of the pub- 
thousand. £ - |lic lands upon which is based the great advantages of this 
_ The money might, and. in ‘many cases would, be-in-|most admirable.s\stem. The ‘surveys are already in a 
judiciously applied. To illustrate my idea, take the three | goodly degree completed; and, where further surveys are 
States. of. Indiana, Illinois, and. Missouri, -and say each necessary to be made, the system heretofore adopted 
would undertake with their respective dividends the con-|could and would be pursued by the States. The same 
struction. of a railroad from east to west, across each |course now pursued in selling and conveying would also 
States. and that Indiana would make hers to terminate on [be continued by the States; because. it is the cheapest, 
her western boundary on the Big Wabash, at Vincennes. simplest, and best mode that could be devised, and equally 
Ilinois would make hers to commence at her eastern las practicable by the States as by the Federal Government, 
boundary at Mount Carmel, on the same river, but twenty- Jand really more so, because of their local position, 
five miles, south,of Vincennes, and terminate itat Alton, } By a transfer of the lands to the States in which they 
her Western. boundary on the Mississippi; and Missouri |lie, a most fretful, expensive, and perpetual source of 
would commence hers at St. Louis, her eastern boundary legislation upon this subject would be ended and forever 
on the same river, but twénty-five miles south of Alton. |put to rest; complaints of the new States hushed; the 
There would then bea road some six or eight hundred | Federal Government reimbursed for the cost and expense 
miles in length, made at the expense of the Federal Go-|of the lands; and the country sooner settled and better 
vernment, but so disjointed from the whim or peculiar improved, 
and local interest of each State, asto take from ithalfits} It has been asked, what better condition would the new 
utility. While, òn the other hand, if made by the Gene- | States be in, as to taxation, if the lands belonged to them, 
ral Government, it would be a direct and-connected whole, |than they now are? J answer, that, by reduction of price, 
of general utility to the whole nation, and wortby itshigh fand liberality to settlers, they would enable indiv duals of 
design and cost. all circumstances to become the proprietors, and conse- 
With the indulgence of the Senate, I will read a short |quently tax payers. Such was the course afew years ago 
passage on this subject from the last number of the Ameri-jadopted and most successfully pursued by the State of 
can Quarterly Review, upon which E have just laid wy |‘Tennessee in relation to her public lands. 
hands. Both justice and policy require the adoption of some 
“ We doubt the justice of dividing a fund disposable | measure reducing and graduating the price of lands-~jus- 
for internal improvements, according to population A ft ce, because the sum of one dollar and twenty-five cents 
national fund should be expended where itis most wanted, [per acr , the present minimum price, is more than the fair 
and where it would be most extensively useful. The [value of all that class of kuids which have been in market 
most popilous State might net require the largest ex-|for a length of time; of which, as before stated, there are 
penditure for roads and canals; and the least; populous [nearly a hundred millons of acres, and a very large por- 
migat stand in the greatest need of assistance. A sumtion of them have been in market as long asin law are 
expended in one state in making a road, is wot necessarily [three lives, and a considerable portion even longer. First 
chargeable to that State as if for its exclusive benefit, offered at puble auction, then at private sale, and still 
because the advantage may be equal y great to adjacent jupon your hands--and not because they are not in de- 
States. An immense sum of money was laid out in the | mand, but because the price is too hgh. The choice and 
States of Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania, in mak-/most valuable having been disposed of, there only remain 
ing a road from Cumberland to Wheel.ug, wh.ch is tess the refuse, rejected, and less valuable--a large share of 
beneficial to. the two last named States, than to these |which never will sell at any price other than nominal, and 
lying on the Ohio. The correct principle seems to be, isome not even at that. 
not that expenditures should be made Within-certain Lmits, | it is a well known and admitted fact that nearly all the 
Put that the benefit should be fairly distributed. This ‘population of the new States are, and from the nature of 
would be best effected by the concentrated action of one things ever will be, cultivators of the soil. And how docs 
“Government.” ; : Pee : jit quadrate with the principles of justice, to require of the 
The last objection which I shall mention, and which ‘present purchaser the same price for inferior land, that 
with me is more insuperable than all others put together, you have charged for a superior quality, worth, in most 
is, that this d-stributive system is introduced as a substitute linstances, from fifty toa thousand per cent. more? 
for a reduction of the prce of lands, which, at this crisis, | By keeping up the present price for the refuse lands, 
in consequence of the extinguishment of the public debt, ‘the emigrant and new settler, the landless and poor, are 
the people of the new States have a riglit to expect and driven to the hard choice of either purchasing inferior 
demand, and the adoption of which will operate with the lands at the same rate of their mere fortunate ne'ghbors, 
old States as an inducement not only to kecp up the pre- who have selected and purchased the better portions of 
‘sent price, but, if poss:ble, to. screw it sullhigher. ‘Tne ‘the country, or of bee ming the tenants of these neigh- 
reasons given by the Committee on Public Lands for re- bors, or of doing still worse, becoming squatters on these 
ducing the price, accelerating the sales, and extinguishing very lands, of whch they would wilingly have been the 
federal title within the new Siates, remain unanswered by purchasers at a fair price. . 
those whodeny the policy; Some of which reasons are, be-- And of all situations connected with the cultivation of 
cause nearly one hundred millions of acres of the landsnow the soil, that of the squatter is the most unfortunate. 
in market are the refuse of sales and donations, and of litle Passing over his lability to be sued by the Government 
actual value, and only fit‘to be given to settlers. And for what your laws make a trespass, but which, and to the 
because the speedy extinction of federal title within their credit be it spoken of our officers who have in charge 
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But, say some gentlemen of the old States, if the price 
of public lands is reduced in the West, you take fromais 
our pepulation. | This doctrine, 1 am sorry to say, has ob+ 
tained a currency worthy a purer coin. And-to-what does 
it lead? - To the benefit of the poor? Wo. To the ad- 
vaucement and settlement of the country, or sale-of the 
unapproptiated lands? No: To the increase of the reve- 
nue? No. To the happinéss-and prosperity. of the:people, 
especially the. poorer classes? No. ‘But’T will tell you 
what it does do: it keeps the poor’ and landless. teriants 
and vassals to the wealth-swoln landlords; it opens to the 
landjobber a wider field of speculation; it impoverishes 
and retards the settlement of the new States;.it suppresses 
enterprise; it gives to the man, (it is inexcusable, I sup- . 
pose, to Say manufacturer,) who wants the tabor of: his 
ndigent neighbors and neighbors’ children; the opportu- 
nity to secure it at his own price.and his own calling. » 

I would respectfully ask.gentlemen who. hold this doc- 
trine, if, by a legislative wall, they would fence their con- 
stituents within particular and prescribed limits; if that be 
their policy, I grant they will in part attain their object by 
following out the doctrine, which 1 believe first made its 
appearance in a certain celebrated treasury report of 1827, 
has been recently re-echoed by the New York Convention, 
and at length has found an advocate within these walls. 

The question. was then taken, and the bill was passed 
by the folowing vote: 

YEAS.-~Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—26, 

NAYs.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.--18. 

So the bill was passed, and ordered to be sent. to the 
other House for concurrence. i 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. DICKERSON moved to postpone the. previous or- 
ders, in order to take up the bill in add.tion to the act im- 
posing duties on imports. 

The'first amendment, in the second section, being to 
introduce after the words * Kendal cottons” ‘the words 
“the latter weighing not less than sixteen ounces thi 
square yard, and of all,” was then read. _ 

Mr. TAZEWELL characterized the bill as ungramma- 
tical in its construction, and begged that gentlemen would 
make the bill better Englsh. He suggested a change of 
phraseology. 

Mr. CLAY admitted that the bill might be more gram. 
matical, but not more intelligible. He gave his view of 
what was intended by ‘ Kendal cottons.” . 

After a few words from Mr. TAZEWELL and Mr. 
SMITH. the question was put on the amendment, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS.—~Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Wag- 
gaman, Webster, Wilkins.—24. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis; 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Mar- 
cy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Taze- < 
well, Troup, Tyler, White.--22. 

The „next amendment, which strikes out < twenty- 
five”? and inserts ‘* thirty,” raising the duty “fon mits, 
gloves, bindings, blankets, hosiery, and carpets and car- 


this subject, are rarely enforced, he is insecure, for a sin- 
gle hour, in the quiet enjoyment of even this humble and 
-temporary home. - He settles upon the public land, opens 
- and improves a small farm, in -hopes, ere long, by his in- 
dustry and economy, to enable himself to become ‘the 
owner, at your extortious price.. But often, while -thus 
engaged, the cupidity of the speculator is attracted by the 
improvements he has .:made—his farm is entered over his 
head, and the settler ejected—-perhaps while his crop is 
yet upon the ground, and ready for the sickle, or com- 
pelled to submit to the payment of rent for the enjoyment 
of improvements made by the sweat of his own brow. 

The policy of a reduction in price is threefold: to the 
settler; tothe *tates and Territoriesin which the lands are 
situated; and to the Government. 

Under a liberal system of administering the public lands, 
thousands upon thousands of poor and meritorious citi- 
zens, from all parts of the Union, would, fromthe humble 
and oppressed state of tenants, become frecholders, and, 
with the cheering assurance that their labor was for their 
own comfort and profit alone, would be stimulated to new 
exertions and a more vigorous action. Many, very many, 
would cease to be squatters. and become purchasers, and, 
from that transient state, which is always attended with 
loss to the husbandman, would become permanent and 
fixed in their location, and would draw around them all 
the ordinary comforts of life. > Then would your Govern- 
ment be nich indeed, not by being the owner of millions 
of acres of unproductive lands, estimated by the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures at an amount larger by cight-tenths 
than will-ever be-realized from them, but by having a nu- 
merous, hardy, and patriotic population. And no longer 
would we witness the humiliating spectacle of our-enter- 
prising citizens going by crowds to Texas, because of the 
case with which lands are there obtained, 

There is something incident to the ownership of the 
soil, whicl inspires him who owns and cultivates it with a 
manLness and independence of action, with patriotism 
and regard for the inst.tutions of his country; his very 
countenance is raised to that upward Jook for which na- 
ture formed him, when he is conscious that he has a home 
for himself, and those whose comfort and education it is 
no less his duty than pride to advance. 

An opinion is entertained by some, founded in great 
error; it is this: that the benefit to be extended to pur- 
chasers by a reduction of price would be limited to few, 
and these few only in the new States. It is certainly not 
neecssury to remind those who entertain that opinion that 
the door is us much open to the purchaser from the old as 
from the new States. Since the reduction from two dollars 
per acre to one and a quarter, there has been an extraor- 
dinary increase of sales, and sales to settlers, not specula- 
tors, clearly demonstrating not only the salutary effects of 
the law of 1821, but that its benefits have been embraced 
by a much larger number than were in the new States. 

The amount of revenue raised from the sale of lands 
when the price was two dollars, fell short of one million 
per annum; since the change, it has been regularly increas- 
ing, until now it is estimated at three millions and a half; 
and, if the reduction proposed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands should succeed, there is every reason to believe 
that the umount in a very short time would be double its 
present estimate. 

An objection is urged to any reduction of price, because 
it is supposed that it would affect the price of landed pro- 
perty now owned by individuals in the old States. 1f there 
be any weight in the argument, the apprehended depre- 


ciation would be so inconsiderable as to be neither seri- 

ously felt nor complained of, and, if at all, only by specu- |peting, to thirty per centum,” was then taken up. - 
lators. The same apprehensions were entertained and| Mr. TAZEWELL stated that the increase of this duty 
urged against the former reduction, yet that law has been : would increase the burden imposed by the bill upwards 
in operation about eleven years, and experience proves of two hundred thousand dollars. 


all such fears to have been groundless. | Mr. DICKERSON stated, in reply, that the duty was 
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Mr. SMITH said-the weight of this increase of duty 
would not fall- on: the ‘British manufacturer, but on the 
Américan ‘merchant: r 
ooMr.:CLAY said that the amendments introduced by the 
committee of the Senate would make the bill much less 
burdensome: on the South than it was when it came into 
their hands. He expressed his desire to meet the wishes 
of the South; at the same time he should be steady in his 
purpose to give adequate protection to such articles as it 
was designed to protect. He stated that, even if excess 
of protection could be granted, it would excite competi- 
tion, and competition would bring-.down the ‘prices to 
a proper level. He thought that, on the gentlemen who 
advocated a greater reduction, was the onus probandi. of 
showing that adequate protection would not be the effect 
of their. policy. All the media of circulation in other 
countries—-the franc, the real, the dollar, are settled, ex- 


exorable majority in both Houses, but that majority must 
pursue its course on its.own responsibility. He denied - 
that the existing duties on mits, gloves, &c. were forty 
per cent. In the statement from the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury and the Secretary of the Senate, the duty was put at 
thirty-five per cent.; and with this duty there was the 
advantage of long credits, and the estimate of the pound 
sterling at $4 44. “It was clear, therefore, in his judg- 
ment, that this amendment makes the duty higher than 
it was before. The abolition of the duty on coarse wool, 
of eight cents per pound, was an additional protection to 
the manufacturer of carpets. It had been said that this 
coarse wool did not enter into the manufacture of carpets; 
but he had an invoice sent him from New York by a mer- 
chant, who showed that he had sold his low priced wool 
at five and a half cents per pound, for the purpose of being 
worked into American carpets. 

Mr. CLAY replied to the statements of the Senator from 


cept the ‘pound sterling in England; and the ill effect of| South Carolina, that all speaking against the tariff was vain, 


the unsettled value of the pound. sterling has been much 
felt. He replied'to the argument, that, by substituting a 
cash fora credit system,.and thus destroying the ten 
months’ credit, now given, five per cent. was, in effect, 
added to the duties. The result of the present system, 
he contended, bad been to drive the. American merchant 
out of the trade, and to throw it into the hands of foreign- 
ers... He believed that the change would produce a dimi- 
nution of the price of the goods to the consumer. He 
protested, therefore, against the argument that the aboli- 
tion of the credit system would increase the duties five 
percent. Asto the present amendment, it only added 
five per cent. to the articles as they came in the bill from 
the House. 

` Mr: TAZEWELL said he only wished to show that, al- 
though a duty had in this case been imposed which was 
deemed adequate by the other House, where a majority 
represented manufacturing interests, the Committee on 
Manufactures had added five per cent. to the duty. He 
stated that the difference between the value of the pound 
sterling at $4 44, and its value at $4 80, was 8 5-100 per 
cent.; and that, by raising the value-of the pound sterling, 
we do virtually add-8 5-100 per cent. to the rate of duties. 
He contended that the encouragement of one branch of 
industry was pro tanto the discouragement of all other 
branches. . The protection of all branches would be tan- 
tamount to leaving all free. There was no propriety in 
fixing a maximum of protection higher than 333 per cent. 
which amounted nearly to an absolute duty of 50 per cent.; 
because no nation can afford to pay a higher duty for the 
purpose of protection. 

Mr. DALLAS moved. to lay the bill on the table, in or- 
deito take up.amessage just received from the House— 
yeas 26) veh aeut we 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The Senate then proceeded tò consider the message, 
which communicated the passage of the bill to modify and 
continue the act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank 
of the United States, with an amendment allowing all the 
branches now existing in any State, where there are more 
than two, to continue. 

On motion of Mr. DALLAS, the Senate concurred in 
the amendment. 


whe = THE TARIFF. 
+ The Senate then resumed the consideration of the tariff. 
<Mr: DICKERSON replied to the arguments of the gen- 


and that there was an organized majority in Congress 
bound to carry the protective system. If there was any 
such organized majority, Mr. C. was not acquainted with 
its existence. He did not know what amendment would 
prevail, and what would not. He knew what ought to 
prevail, and what he hoped would prevail. He knew 
what ought to prevail, if the interests, the feelings of a 
majority, an organized majority of the people of this 
country could have any influence here. He did not con- 
cur in the views of the Senator from South Carolina, that 
a part of the country is suffering from the protective 
system. He had a letter from South Carolina, from a 
gentleman of unquestionable veracity, who stated that 
persons had borrowed money at ten per cent, had invested 
their capital in cotton manufactures, and become wealthy, 

He adverted to the use of a parliamentary agent in the 
other House, by which amendments are cut off, and mem- 
bers are compelled to take measures in an imperfect form. 
In that case, he asked ifanother branch, where that agent 
is not employed, might hot amend these imperfections. 
He repeated that, if the gentleman who complained of 
oppression would show wherein that oppression consist- 
ed, he was willing to go into an examination of the fact, 
and to meliorate, so .far as it could be done, without pro- 
ducing ruin to the other great interests of the country. 
He concluded with a declaration that the bill, as amend- 
ed, was better for the North, better for the South, and 
better for all the country, than the bill as it came from 
the House. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, and 
decided. as follows: ; 

YEAS.-—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, John- 
ston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Web- 
ster, Wilkins.~-23, 

NAYS.-—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, El- 
lis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Taze- 
well, Troup, Tyler, White.--22. 

‘The question was then taken on the next amendment, 
introducing after the word “Brussels”? the words ‘ Wil- 
ton and treble ingrained,” and decided as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Web- 


tleman fiom Virginia, and went into a view of the value ister, W ilkins.—-24., 


of the:pound sterling. 


2SMrcHAYNE’ repelled the idea that they who com- 


NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hiil, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 


plained of the oppressiveness of the tariff were bound tojler, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
-show thatthe reductions they desired would not make | Troup, Tyler, White.--21. 
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The question was then taken on the next amendment, 
inserting the word ‘*common” before the word ‘‘ingrain- 
ed,” and after the last named word, the words ‘‘and Ve- 
netian,’”” and striking out ‘‘five,” soas to make it read ‘fat 
forty cents the square yard;” and a division of the ques- 
tion being demanded by Mr. FORSYTH, the question was 
put on the first amendment to insert. ‘*common,” and de- 
cided in the affirmative. 7G 

The question was then taken on the second amendment, 
to insert “and Venetian,” by yeas and nays, and decided 
as follows’ ` : : i 

YEAS.-—-Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 

‘Sprague, Tazewell, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, 
Wilkins.--28. ` H 

NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, 
Moore, Robinson, Smith, ‘Troup, Tyler, White.--18. 

The question being then on striking out ‘five,’ was 
decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, 
Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, 
Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tom- 
linson, Troup, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White, Wil- 
kins. —45. 

NAY.——Mr. Bibb, 

The seventh amendment provides that the duty on flan- 
nels, bockings, and baizes, shall not be less: than fifty per 
cent, ad valorem. ‘The bill fixes the duty on. these arti- 
cles at sixteen cents the square yard. 

Mr. HAYNE moved to amend the amendment, by pro- 
viding that the duty on flannels, &c. shall not be more 
than fifty per cent. ad valorem, He thought it unfair, 
where a specific duty was provided, to provide also that 
it should in no case fall belowan ad valorem duty, while in 
some cases it increased the duty above fifty per cent. 

Mr. CLAY opposed the amendment, and Mr. TAZE- 
WELL supported it. Mre SPRAGUE said a few words 
in opposition, when the question was taken, and Mr, 
Hayyr’s amendment was carried, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Ellis, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, 
Johnston, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindex- 
ter, Robbins, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.--24. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Holmes, Knight, Marcy, Nau- 
dain, Prentiss, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.-~22, 

Mr. CLAY then said he hoped the amendment itself, as 
amended by Mr. [Laynv’s motion, would be rejected, in- 


pay out of his earnings; that articles in this country of con- 
sequence ought to be manufactured cheaper. ‘Over and’ 
above this view of the subject, Mr. B. said that the’ reve- - 
nue system of the United States was another.source of pro- 
fit to the manufacturer, by the means‘it afforded from the 
protecting duties. $ aan Si í 

Mr. SMITH said we had’ entered into the manufactur- 
ing system without the least knowledge in the world of 
what it was; and what was. charged as protection, was 
merely a charge to support our ignorance. The act» of. 
1824 took place, and a high duty was imposed on. wool. 
Of'all the plans devised by man, that to put a duty on the 
rough material. was the worst. Give us, the manufactu- 
rer'might say, the raw- material as cheap as in England, 
and we will ask for no other protection. “Could we enter 
into competition with the British manufacturer, when the 
raw material was here kept so much dearer? At the 
enacting of those acts, he thought the manufacturers had 
taken-up a view of the question detrimental to their own 
interest. He [Mr. S.} was acquainted, with the opinions 
of Mr. Humphreys, and they were such as represented. 

Mr. WEBSTER thought the question was important. 
It was, whether they would put an end to the manufactur- 
ing of flannels or not. If-the amendment should prevail, 
the whole flannel’ manufactures -in the North: would be 
broken down. He had hoped the amendment from the 
Committee on Manufactures would have prevailed. There 
could be no protection on the article at less than fifty per 
cent. 

Mr. TAZEWELL hoped the amendment, as it now 
stood, would be agreed to. By the statement of the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury, the existing duty amounted to for- 
ty-eight per cent., and the amendment went two per cent. 
higher’ Limit it from coming below fifty per cent. ad va- 
lorem, as recommended: by the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, and it was taxing the poor for the benefit of the 
rich, and it was an article which the poor must. have at 
any price. 

Mr. WEBSTER denied the correctness of the statement 
that the existing duty wasno more than forty-eight per 
cent. In ordér to ascertain this, it was necessary to cal- 
culate whether the proposed specific duty of sixteen cents 
a yard would exceed that rate. The manufacturers had 
an available duty of twenty-two and a half cents per yard; 
to destroy this, was to break down the trade altogether, 
and such would be the effect of the amendinent adopted. 

Mr. HAYNE said it was a question with him whether 
their legislation was not influenced by certain lobby mem- 
bers, [alluding to one or two gentlemen who occupied 
seats behind the bar of the Senate.] When any proposed 
reduction was offered, there was a party always ready to 
cry out ‘it will be the ruin of the country,” ‘we will be 
ruined!” ‘Lhe agriculturists were not thus represented 
by agents—they refrained from thus influencing our legis- 
lation. Inthe progress of this measure, it could be shown 


asmuch as it effected a reduction of duties on all flannelsithat many items had been introduced, that, otherwise, 


to fifty per cent. 

Mr. HAYNE observed that it had been admitted that 
the manufacturers of flannels were. in a most prosperous 
condition. Now, if gentlemen thought a protection of! 
fifty per cent. was not sutticient, let them show it by their 
votes. 

Mr. BIBB said he would not give his vote for a single 
cent of increase. He thought the duties ought to be cut 
down to the lowest possible revenue that was necessary. 
He alluded to the opinions given by Mr. Humphreys, when 
called on for his advice by Mr. Monroe, during the last 
war. Mr. H. had stated, as regarded the comparison of 
the prices of labor, that it had, and necessarily would, be- 
come cheaper from the influence of machinery; that the 
American manufacturer had none of the difficulties to en- 
counter that were imposed on the British manufacturer by 


the enormous taxes of that country which he was liable to! 


would have found no place in the bill, by the special in- 
fluence of the manufacturers, and thase who acted as their 
agents within those walls. They already had sixteen cents 
per yard of direct duty in the bill; if they did not like this 
specific duty, let them strike it out, and. say what amount 
they want. In some instances, he [Mr. H.] was prepared 
to prove that, at sixteen cents, they would have one hun- 
dred percent.. The object of bis amendment was to put 
a limit on this, that none shall exceed fifty per cent., that 
some benefit should be given to the poor, and not deprive 
them of an article to them, and to-all in this climate, in- 
dispensable. The amendment would not operate but 
where the duty would exceed fifty per cent. Mr. H. 
again alluded to the determination of manufacturers, and 
the agents of manufacturers on that floor, to counteract 
every measure for their self-interest that tended to the 
public relief. i i 


1179 


1180 


SENATE. ] 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


Internal Improvements. 


[Jury 4, 1832. 


-Mr. WEBSTER, rose, and asked if the Senator from 
South Carolina alluded. to him as the agent of any manu- 
facturers; Aiet : i | 

Mr. HAYNE replied, by no means. In denouncing the 
conduct of those agents, he had not considered the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts as the agent of any body of manu-, 
facturers. ‘But when thus called on, before God and man, | 
he. wouid do his duty; and if any other person than an) 
agent of the manufacturers told him that fifty per cent. 
was not an adequate protection, he would not hesitate to 
say that that person must be deceived in his view of the 
subject. He would move to strike out the duty on wool, 
if manufacturers would consent to come down in the duty 
on the manufactured article: he would give them the raw 
material cheaper. LF gentlemen would propose to bring 
down other duties in proportion, he would put the duty on 
wool at ten or fifteen per cent. at the-utmost. ` 

` Mr. WEBSTER sa.d there wasa time when their fel- 
low-citizens could not come within the walls of Congress, 
without having reflections made on their characters, Hap- 
pily, those days had gone by. He had thought that tie 
Senator from South Carolina would have been the last to 
renew the system. It was averred by him that many 
enactments in the bill would not have been passed had n 
notbeen for the influence of lobby members. He [Mr. W.) 
would understand the allusion, tor it was made to be un- 
derstood. It was true he must have been seen speaking 
to a gentleman at his back without the bar; but than that 
gentieman, no one bore a higher or, more honorable 
character; his reputation was high and unsullied; be had 
come here at his [Mr. W.’s] reques:, to give bim. informa- 
tion on some subjects with which he was more familar. And 
yet, for this, a reflection had been thrown out that woula 
strike many as uncalled for, and might be des.gnated by 
language which he would retrain from using. But were 
hot We citizens of this country to pay attention to ther 
interests; wheneyer measures were about to be legislated 
on of vital importance to their several interests? dt wasa 
miracle that more of them were not to be seen in attend- 
ance; and sure he was, tnat if they had feared that some of 
the propositions recommended by the gentleman from South 
Carolina had been likely to be adopted, not individuals, 
but crowds, from the North, would ‘have come here in 
procession, to protest against the destruction of their rights; 
not tu intim.date, but to look after their general interests. 
He would ask it a Philadelphia blacksnuth, or the manu- 
facturers of iron, whether of old scraps or new, when in 
attendance here, were to be denounced as “ lubby mem- 
bers.” But even the gentleman who had drawn up the 
blagksmiths’ memorial sv often recurred to, had given his 
opinion in a simlar case.  ** Lobby members,” said he: 
let me sce the man who will tell the citizens of the United 
Sta es, when they proceed to look after the vital and m- 
portant public interests of the country, that they are lobby 
members. And this person was Mr. Gallatin. He would teil 
the honorable genUeman that when his [Mr. W.’s] friends 
came herc, they were not to be snecred at and denounced 
as using an improper influence. 

Mr. HAYNE said the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
determined to understand his wordsin his own way. He 
might reply to the gentleman, ‘gui capit, ille facit.” 
But injustice had been done him if it were thought that 
he was against the right of every citizen to watch over 
his interests; but he had, for some time, witnessed, as so 
must others, such palpable breaches of all courtesy, by a 
person leaning over the bar, speaking, not to one person, 
but to several, and interfering in the business pending, 
from the moment his motion was made, that, if it were 
again to be repeated, he (Mr. H.] would feel himself 
bound to move his expulsion from the privileged seats. 


He had no objection to the remarks of Mr. Gallatin being ; 


not attending his “private jnterest.” Mr. H. alluded to 
the aspersions that had been thrown out from the gentle- 
man on the other side, in which Mr. Sarchet, of Philadel- 
phia, had been denounced, and defended him asan up- 
might and-honorable man. . He believed that no man, from 
the system: of denunciation that had been pursued against 
every one who had advocated free trade, as being under 
British pay and influence, would hereafter have nerve 
sufficient to put his character and standing to such a trial. 

Mr. CLAY said he would speak his ‘mind without fear 
of recrimination. He and every other member bad aright 
to all the information they could acquire; and this right he 
would ever exercise. If he was not far mistaken, a small 
man, with red hair} might, for some time past, have been 
seen flitting about between the House of Representatives 
and the Treasury Departinent, using his exertions to cut 
down the protective system. Why was not his interfer- 
ence also denounced? No, there was no danger that 
this person, and -he would name him — Moses Myers, the 
Jew—would be so held up. As regarded Mr. Sarchet, 
he would let the records of the country speak for them- 
selves. He protested against the genteman’s amendment 
as a total and complete sacrifice of this great manufacture. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended, when it was rejected by the following 
vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, 
Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Snuth, Tazewell, Tyler, 
White.-=19. 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, (lay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foou Freling- 
huysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Nauduin, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins. —26. 

Tue eighth amendment provides, to insert merino 
shawls,” the effect of which is to make the duty on merino 
shawls fifty per cent. instead of ten per cent, as provided 
for by the bili. ~ 

Mr. HAYNE submitted to the justice of the Senate 
whether they would put this exorbitant duty on an arti- 
cle of such extensive use, not made in the country, and 
therefure not coming in competition with domestic manu- 
factures. 

Mr. DICKERSON and Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN both 
explained that tae article was manufactured in the United 
States, the latter gentleman stating that there was a manu- 
factory in his immediate neighborhood, at which 50,000 
shawls, in imitation of the merino, were made the last 
year. All they wanted was adequate protection, and the 
amendment proposed no more. 

Afer some remarks from Messrs. TAZEWELL, DICK- 
ERSON, and WEBs'TER, the question was taken, aud 
the amendment was agreed to, by the following vote: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Sdsbce, Sprague, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man; Webster, Wiikins.—24. 

NAYS.-—Messrs. B.bb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tyler, White. 
-~19. 

Mr. HAYNE moved that when the Senate adjourn, it 
adjourn over to the Sth instant, which was negatived; and 

The Senate then adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 4. 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


‘The Senate then proceeded to consider the act making 


quoted; but a qualification had been made by Mr. G., {appropriations for the improvement of certain harbors, 


which had been omitted, and that was, the person was] &c. 


The: question pending being on inserting an ap- 
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propriation for the breakwater at Lake Pontchartrain— 
29,000 dollars. r 

Some discussion-ensued on this question, in which the 
amendment was advocated by Mr. WAGGAMAN, Mr. 
JOHNS FON, Mr. CLAY, and Mr. POINDEXTER, and 
opposed by Mr. DUDLEY and Mr. FORY TH. 

It was insisted, on the one'hand, that this project. was 
“not for the benefit of the nation, but of a private company, 
and that there had been no survey by Government oti- 
cers. : a 

On the other side, it was said that the security of the 
navigation depended on the passage of this appropriation; 
that the safety of the mail was involved; and that no further 
information could be obtained by any survey. 

The question taken on the amendment was decided as 
follows: l 

YUAS.—Messrs. Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Ellis, 
Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Kane, King, Knight, Moore, Naudam, Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rugyles, Silsbee, 
Sprague, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
kins. -~29. f 

NAYS.--Messrs, Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Mangum, Marcy, Miler, Sinith, Tazewell, 
Troup, Tyler, Whive.--14. 

The next amendment was adding an appropriation of 
$20,000 for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Wabash r.ver. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to amend this amendment by 
adding $10,000 for the improvement of- the St. Francis 
river, Missouri; but, after, a discussion, mod.fied his 
amendment, at the suggestion of Mr. EWING, by propos- 
ing an appropriation of $500 for the surveys and esumates 
of the expense of improving suid river; and the amend- 
ment to the amendment having been agreed tu—y eas 26, 
nays 16, the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee, being an appro- 


priation of $2,60 for the preservation and pyotection of 


Farweather island and Black Rock harbor, was then taken 
up. 

Pear, TOMLINSON stated the great importance of that 
harbor, the danger of the destruction of the island pur- 
chased by the United States for the site of a lghthouse 
near its mouth, and the consequent injury to the harbor, 
which was doubtless more easly entered, and more fre- 
quently resorted to by vessels engaged in the foreign and 
coasting trade, for secwity, than any other harbor in the 
western section of Long Island sound; and remarked that 
the appropriation had been recommended by the superin- 
tendent of lighthouses in Connecticut, under whose di- 
rection an esumate of the expense of the work had been 
made, which was entitled to full confidence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORSYTH then, by instruction of the Committee 
on Commerce, moved further to amend the bill by insert- 
ing an appropriation of >12U,0U0 for rem ving the ob- 
structions in James river, below the city of R chmond. 

Mr. SMITH moved to amend this amendment. by strik- 
ing out $129,000, and inserting $60,000; which motion 
was negatived. 

After some remarks from Messrs. FOR-YTH, TYLER, 
TAZEWELL, CLAY, and SMITH, the question was 
taken on Mr. Fonsyru’s amendment; and it was agreed 
to by the following vote: 

YEAS. --Messrs. Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelnghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, smith, ‘Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins. —~23. 

NAY>.— Messrs. Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, King, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Robinson, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, 
White.--19, 


Internal Improvements. 


{Sexate, 


The amendments having been gone through with, the 
bill was reported to the Senate; when caer ` 
. Mr. MILLER moved to amend the bill by striking out 
all after the enacting clause, ànd inserting a substitute 
appropriating $600,000 (about the, amount of the appro- 


|priations in the bill) for internal improvements, to be ex- 


pended under the direction: of the War. Department, in 
the several States, in proportion-to their population, and 
on objects designated by the States. ath eh ee 

Mr. M.:said-his object in-offermg the amendment was 
to present an alternative or substitute for. the. bill. less 
objectionable. There was no rule, no principle, in the 


bill; it wasan invasion of the treasury, without any regard. 


to justice or equal.ty. . For the first time to-day we have 
learned. that the various branches of the Government con- 
cur in the power or.expediency of carrying on appropria- 
tions for objects of internal improvement. We have just 
heard that the President has signed the internal improve- 
ment bill, containing appropriations for the most, limited 
and local purposes. 1 hope we shall never again be re- 
ferred to the veto of the Maysville and Rockville. roads as 
a security against this system. The Senate and House of 
Representatives, and the President, all concur in this 
power, 1 have offered this amendment to furnish to my 
constituents the evidence of the disposition of the Govern- 
ment to administer its taxing. and disbursing powers on 
equal and just principles. No one will deny but that 
South Carolina pays her portion of funds into the treasury; 
she has not received one dollar for internal improvement, 
You levy your taxes through the tariff to protect domestic 
manufactures, and expend the funds in the same sections, 
to furnish a reason for new levies, If this Government 
were an absolute despotism, a pure monarchy, would it 
dare to levy taxes without having some regard to equality 
m their disbursements? Although the’ planting States 
may: pay much more than their portion of the taxes, the 
amendment would. operate to limit these appropriations 
by making these who receive the appropriations pay some 
of the burd. ns. You deprive the majority of the motive 
to plunder the minority, when you subject the majority 
itself to a portion of the burden. 

Mr. M. challenged any one to say that South Carolina 
did not pay her quota to the treasury; and how is it you 
propose tu appropriate six hundred thousand. dollars of 
the pubhke funds, m addition to the eleven hundred iou- 
sand dollars already uppropriated, without Ictting one 
{dollar be returned to that State? Mr. M./said-he did not 
stand pledged to vote. for thisamendment, if adopted as a 
subsutute, put he preferred it to the original bll. It will 
te the people some insight into the principle upon which 
i thei money ts drawn from them. How can gentlemen sup- 
| port this system without extending to every section a pure 
uon of ats benefits? Are we to be distinguished only by 
paying taxes, while we never receive any of the disburse- 
ments? If you assume, in the name of the Government, the 
authority to tax us, why not, by the same authority, refund 
a portion as indicated by the amendment? 1 wish those I 
represent to see and know what part and lot they have 
in this Government. Mr. M. asked for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY thouglit the proposition of the Senator from 
South Carolina entitled to serious consideration. He re- 
gretted that it had been made at so late a period of the 
session as to preclude that examination and reflection 
which the importance of the subject. deserved. He 
thought, however, that the principle of distribution should 
depend as well on the extent and exigencies of the States 
as on federal numbers. His object, however, in rising, 
was to express his extreme surprise that the President, 
after putt ng his veto on the appropriations for works of 
such public utility as the Maysville and Rockville roads, 


should have sanctioned the barbor bill, so called, in which > 


appropriations were made to a very large amount, and 
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which differed in principle not one particle from the one| prove it. This is not an amendment to defeat the bill, 


he had rejected: 


If the Maysville and Rockville roads|but to improve it. 


If it were an amendment calculated 


were local objects, there were hundreds of objects in the|to defeat it, still I should expect those opposed to it to 


bill just approved, infinitely more local. -What had been 
the’ course of the present administration? ‘They first 
held appropriations for certain objects of interfial_im- 
provement to be unconstitutional, and then sanctioned ap- 
propriations for other objects depending entirely on the 
same principles with those held to be unconstitutional; 


vote for it. One thing only can be decided at a time. 
The question now is, which is the most unexceptionable, 
the substitute or the original bill? It is not whether the 
substitute ought to pass, but whether it is not better than 
the original proposition. ‘he refusal to vote for this 
substitute. necessarily subjects those who do so to the in- 


and the result bas been to open an entire new field of in-j ference that they prefer the bill to the substitute. 


ternal improvement. Favorite objects, Mr. C. said, had 


Mr. MANGUM said he did not believe there. was any 


been considered constitutional, while objects in States not | difference in principle between the amendment and the bill. 


so much cherished had been held to be local. -Mr. C. 


Although he knew he could, according to the parliament- 


concluded by saying that he thought with the Senator |ary practice, vote for the amendment, and finally against 


from South Carolina that there ought to be some princi- 
ple of distribution for internal improvement settled for 
the future. He regretted that it was too-late-now in the 
session to mature any satisfactory: plan; but he hoped 
thatat the next session the subject would be taken up, and 


’ somè principle recognised that would do equal justice to} 


all the States of the Union. ° 


` Mr. SMITH gave a history of the commencement and 


progress of appropriations for the improvement of har- 
bors. The doctrine held was this: The States on the 
Atlantic had relinquished to the Federal Government 
the right of imposing tonnage duties, thus depriving 
themselves of all power of improving their harbors 
and rivers. It was the bounden duty, therefore, of the 
General Government to do that which the: States could 
not do of themselves, because they had given up the funds 
from which they could make such improvements. The 
gentleman from Kentucky was mistaken in one point. 
The bill just signed by the President was a bill for internal 
improvements, and not the harbor bil which was then 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HAYNE rose, not for the purpose of entering into 
any argument on the question before the Senate, but to 


say that, although he should yote for this amendment of 


his colleague as an alternative preferable to the bil, he 
was utterly opposed to the whole scheme, and should ul- 
timately vote against the bill. He viewed the amendment 
merely as an alternative to the bill, and, of the two, he 
thought it preferable, but the system itself was a general 
scramble, and there wás no knowing where it would end; 
it was wild and extravagant, ‘and the sooner it was aban- 
doned the better. The bill signed by the President ap- 
propriated one million one hundred thousand dollars, and 
this: bill appropriated about six hundred thousand dollars 
more. 
Mr. MANGU M said he was unwilling to countenance a 
proposition of the nature submitted by the Senator from 
‘South Carolina, in.any shape, and should be compelled to 
vote agaitist it: He was opposed to any distribution 
among the States of any kind according to federal num- 
Bers, 'becatise She belicved, as did the gentleman on the 
opposite side, that those. States who received the least 
would pay the most: : eee S 
Mr. MILLER said he regretted that the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina had come to the determina- 
tion to vote against this amendment; he could vote for 
the amendment without afterwards voting for the bill. 
in refusing to vote for this, as a substitute, the honorable 
Senator would, in effect, vote for the original bill. The 
question now, which he was called on to decide, was 
whether he preferred the bill before the Senate, or the 
substitute ‘now’ offered.. Although he might refuse to 
vote for the substitute as a substantive bill, he must choose 
now between this and the bill. Would he rather the bill 
- should passin its present’ form, or that it should assume 
the form of this substitute? 
z. Those «who are opposed to the entire principle in the 
bill, have-the most perfect right so to amend it as to im- 


the bill, yet he was unwilling that his vote should meet 
the pubhe eye as sanctioning any thing like the scheme, 
either in the bill or the amendment. z 

The question was then taken, and Mr. MILLER’s amend- 
ment was rejected, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Dickerson, Grundy, Wayne, King, 
Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Ruggles.——8. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dudley, ENis, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Nau- 
dain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Web- 
ster, White, Wilkins.--33. 

Mr. FORSYTH, with a view to test the sense of the 
Senate, whether it is thcir pleasure to sanction all objects 
which have not been surveyed, moved to strike out the 
appropriation of twenty-five thousand dollars for deepen- 
ing the entrance of the harbor at the mouth of Connecti- 
cut river, 

Mr. FOOT made some remarks in favor of the appro- 
priation. i 

Mr. TOMLINSON opposed the motion, and stated that 
the harbor had been surveyed by a civil engineer of great 
respectability, skill, and experience, heretofore in the 
public service; whose report, detailing the nature and ex- 
pense of the proposed improvement, had been before the 
Committee on Commerce, and was on the table. He ex- 
plained the importance. of the proposed work, and the 
benefits expected ‘to result from it to the navigation em- 
ployed in the foreign and coasting trade, and particularly 
to the large amount of shipping owned in the several po- 
pulous towns, situated on the Connecticut river; and in- 
sisted that the information contained in the papers before 
the Senate, iu relation to the necessity and utility of the 
appropriation, was entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. CLAY said the sense of the Senate had already 
been tested on the clause in the former bill for the Cum- 
berland river, and we had seen that the President had ap- 
proved that bill. It was not likely, therefore, that he 
would disapprove this. He did not object to the appro- 
val of that bill, but to the want of some fixed and steady 
principle which would satisfy the country and Congress. 

The motion of Mr. Forsyra was negatived; and the 
amendments having been concurred in, 

- The bill was ordered to a third reading, by the follow- 
ing vote: i 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, John- 
ston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
gles, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Wag- 
gaman, Webster, Wilkins.~-25. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Tazewell, Tyler, White.—16. 

The amendment made by the House of Representatives 
to the bill to extend the time of issuing Virginia land war- 
rants, was concurred in. 

The Senate then adjourned. 
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Tutrspay, JULY 5. 
THE TARIFF. - 


On motion of Mr. DICKERSON, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill from the House of Represen- 
tatives, in alteration of the several acts imposing duties on 
imports, together with the amendments reported thereto 
by the Committee on Manufactures. 

A great number óf amendments were acted on, in the 
course of the day. The following comprise the most im- 
portant, and those on which any discussion took place: 

The amendment to strike out five and insert twenty-five, 
increasing the duty on silver or plated wire from five to 
twenty-five per cent, was carried by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 

s Dickerson. Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
dvicks, Johnston, Knight, Naudam, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Rugglvs. Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man. — 22, ` 

NAYS. -~Messrs, Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, 
Tyler, White, Wilkins. --21.° 

The amendment to strike’ out ten per cent. and insert 
twenty-five per cent. as the duty on common tinned and 
japanned saddlery of all descriptions, was, after a discus- 
sion, rejected--yeas 21, nays 25, as follows: 

YEAS.-—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kmght, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Wilkins.~-21. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibh, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Porsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Mller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, 
Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White. 


me De 


The amendment in the 104th line provided thatal articles 


manufactured of iron shall not pay a-less amount of duty 
than is imposed on the raw material. 
amended the proviso in the 104th line, so as to read, 
‘7 rovided that articles manufactured of iron shall not be 
imported at u less rate of duty than would have been 
chargeable on the material constituting their chief value, 
if imported in an unmanufactured state.” 

Mr. HAYNE opposed this proviso, as one of the most 
objectionable features in the bill, and as calculated to de- 
ceive, It proposed to impose a duty of thirty-five per 
cent. on certain articles, and then contained a proviso by 
which the majority of them would beara duty of from one 
hundred and fifiy to two hundred per cent. If gentle- 
men, said he, intend to lay a duty of one hundred and fifty 
per cent, say so; but do not lay a duty of thirty-seven and 
a half, as proposed by the committee, and then insert a 
proviso raising the duties on a majority of the articles to 
two hundred per cent. Many of the articles affected by 
ths proviso would, he was assured, be taxed under it as 
high as four hundred per cent. 

Mr. DICKERSON observed that, as there was so strong 
an objection to the amendment under consideration, he 
was willing, for one, to waive the amendment. 

After some remarks from Mr. HAYNE, 

Mr. EWING said he d.d not understand the Senator 
from New Jersey as withdrawing the proviso in the bill, 
but only as waiving the amendment to the proviso. 

Mr. HAYNE said, this, then, was “ keeping the word 
of promise to the ear, and breaking it to our hope.” It 
was the proviso itself that was objectionable; the bare 
amendment was not of much consequence. 

‘The amendment was then, with the approbation of the 
chairman of the Committee on Manufactures, rejected. 

The amendment, that all manufactures of iron partly 
finished shall pay the same rates of duty as if entirely fin- 
ished; all vessels of cast iron, and all castings of iron, with 
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shall pay the -samé rates of duty as if made entirely of ċast 
iron, after a discuss’on, was agreed to, as follows: 
YEAS.—Messts. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Wilkins.~=25,. Tea 
NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth; 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White.—20. : ot wos 
To the amendment changing the duty on sail duck from 
fifteen per cent. ad valorem to eight cents the square yard, 
Mr. SILSBEE moved an amendment, to add, except 


rings, hoops, or other addition of wrought-iron, 
| per square yard. 


ravens duck, which shall be three cents 
This being rejected, i : 

Mr. DICKERSON moved five cents, and Mr. HOLMES 
sub-equently four cents; which were also rejected. E 

The question was then taken on the amendment of the 
comittee; which was carried by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Belt, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Tomlinson, Wag- 
gamán, W.lkins.--23. ; i 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Foot, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tips 
ton, Tyler, White.--22. 

The next amendment increased the duty on cotton bag- 
ging from three and a half cents the square yard to four 
cents. 

Mr. CLAY made some remarks iñ favor of the amend® 
ment; and : 

Mr. BIBB opposed it. Although the article was manu- 
factured in the State he represented, yet he could not con- 
sent to tax the great body of his constituents for the be- 
nefit of a few large capitalists. If he could, consistently 
with a sense of justice, vote for the amendment, it would 
much gratify his own private feelings to do so, as one of 
his near ant dear relatives was: largely interested in the 
manufacture of the article. 

Mr. POINDEXTER also opposed the amendment. _ 

Mr. HAYNE slated that the rate of duty, as fixed by the 
House,amounted to thirty-seven percent., and the increase 
to the amendment would be upwards of forty per cent. 

Mr. HOLMES contended that adequate protection 
cheapened the price of articles, whilst inadequate protec- 
tion had the contrary effect, and raised the price. 

Mr. HAYNE, after some remarks in reply, said, that 
when they came to the subject of cotton, he was prepared 
to say to gentlemen, reduce the protective duty on your 
cotton fabr.es, and we are willing to reduce the duty.on 
the cotton. the raw material, to the lowest amount possible. 

Mr. KING said, in his climate, soil, &c. they asked for 
no protection; they wanted none whatever. He ‘denied 
that Kentucky required any protection for her cettun bag- 
ging; a prejudice had at one time existed against the arti- 
cle manufactured there, because it was thought to stain 
the cotton packed in it, but this was found not to be inju- 
rious, and Kentucky now commanded the preference in - 
the market above that imported from Scotland; therefore 
she required no protection on that article. 

Mr. CLAY replied, and contended that the duty was 
but a fair protection. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that he objected alike to this 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Manufactures, 
rate of duty proposed by the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives. The reduction did 
not seem to him to be important, as it did not degcend to 
the principle of revenue, but was evidently designed ex. 
clusively for protection. He should vote against the in. 
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crease of duty. from three and a half to four cents per 
square yard on the article of cotton bagging, but without 
intending to support the. original, proposition. He could 

Mot.give-his sanction, to a system of protection, bounties, 

monopoliés, intended to benefit one branch of indus- 

he sacrifice of other great interests of the country. 
egislation was repugnant to the genius of a free 
sople, and to the principles of our frec constitution. 

“Besides, said he, this particular item of protection is un- 
necessary; it was not called-for by the manufacturers of 

„cotton bagging in 1828, when the duty of five cents the 
square yard was impose |, but it was gratuitously inserted 
in the. bill at that time to give additional strength to. the 
combination by whom it was passed. These manufac- 
turers Have: never wanted a ready and a profitable mar- 
ket forthe article, to the full. extent of their ability 
to produce it; and such, in his opinion, would be the 
case. if.no duty whatever, except for revenue purposes, 
was imposed. The price would depend more on the 
demand, andthe supply, than on our legislation. An 
honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. Hoxzmzs] had said 
that unmanufactured cotton had been protected until it 

ad expelled all foreign cotton from the country; from 
which. he infers that equal protection ought to be extend- 
ed to the covering of the bale which contained it. Sir, 
said Mr. P., this idea is not novel; it has been repeated on 
this floor and elsewhere, as a justification of the onerous 
imposts, on the. great articles of consumption imported 
from Europe, for ‘the use of the agricultural and other 
laboring classes‘of the community, I take this occasion 
to correct the error. The duty of three cents the pound 
on raw cotton was imposed in 1790, when that staple was 
not produced to any extent in the United States. It 
was an article extensively imported into the country, and 
the duty was a part of our revenue’ system. It did not 
then, and it never had, at any subsequent period, operat- 
ed to protect the agriculturists against foreign competi- 
tion, in the production of cotton. If the advocates of this 
injurious and iniquitous system of taxation would relieve 
the people from the burdens which are now imposed on 
them, he pledged himself to strike from this bill the no- 
minal’ duty of ‘three cents on unmanufactured cotton. 
The planter relied on his own enterprise and industry, and 
not on the spoils of his countrymen in other sections of 
the Union. Sir, said Mr. P., permit me to trace the rise 
and progress of the culture of cotton in this country. In 
1794, when Mr. Jay made the treaty with England, he did 
not know that the article of cotton was grown in the Unit- 
ed States, as will appear by his correspondence with the 
British minister. 

., The CHATR here reminded Mr. P. that the question 
being on the increase of duty on cotton bagging from 
three and ahalfto four cents, did not admit of the latitude 
of debate which the honorable Senator was taking. 

Mr. P. then said he yielded to the suggestion, and took 
his"seat with: the declaration that he should resist the 
amendment, and afterwards vote against the bill imposing 
three anda half cents the square yard on Scotch bagging. 

The amendment was rejected. > 

‘Mr. KNIGHT said this is an article which my constitu- 
ents have as deep an interest in as any people of the 
Union; if any tax is paid on it, it is paid by them. It is 
true, as the Senator from Kentucky has. stated, that the 
cotton bagging is not paid for by the grower of cotton 
it is sold by the pound with the cotton, and is an article of 
profit to him, Ihave heard some of my constituents say 
that the bagging purchased with the cotton has cost them 
about thirty cents the yard, when the bag itself would 


considér it a favor, and be particularly obliged to him if 
he would make it a little lighter. j : 

The question was then taken, and the amendment was 
rejéected~~yeas 22, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Knight, Prentiss,. Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Waggaman, Wilkins.—22. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Chambers, Dudley, 
Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Johnston, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Ro- 
binson, Smith, Tazewell, Tyler, White.—22. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT added his vote in the negative. 

The next was an amendinent inserting on ‘‘felts or 
hat bodies made wholly or in part of wool, thirty cents 
each.” : 

Mr. KNIGHT said this is a new article of importation. 
Itis not to be found in any of our tariff laws. The history 
of itis this. A few years ago, a journeyman hatter ine 
vented a machine for making felts or hat bodies--simple in 
its operations, and admirably adapted to the business it was 
intended to perform. It entirely superseded the old way 
of making this‘part of the hat. It bad so completely suc- 
ceeded as to reduce the price of the article to about fifty 
per cent. ofits former cost. He had regularly patented 
his invention, and was proceeding peaceably in his busi- 
ness, satisfactorily to every body, and profitably to himself, 
Some person, to me unknown, took a copy of his machine 
in the Patent Office, or from some other place, and trans- 
mitted it to Europe, and somewhere in the neighborhood 
of Hamburg set up the business of making hat bodies of 
Saxony wool, and shipping them to this country. When 
presented to the custom-house, they were not found in the 
laws regulating the duties, and were estimated according 
to the provisions of the law embracing non-enumerated 
articles. This was not all; there was an imposition on the 
officers of the customs by the valuation of the article— 
they were estimated to be worth fifteen cents each, and 
the duty assessed accordingly. 

Now, sir, the best Saxony lamb’s wool, of which this 
article for fine hats is made, costs in England from four 
shillings to four and sixpence sterling per pound, and it 
takes about one pound of wool to four hats. The duty 
on the wool wouldamount to forty-four cents, and the duty 
on the manufactured article, made of the same wool, 1 
nine cents. To prevent this fraud upon the patented 
rights of the inventor of this machine, as well as the fraud 
on the revenue, is the object of this amendment. By the 
fraudulent introduction of these hats or felts, as they are 
called, the consumer is not benefited; they are not sold ata 
less price than actual cost—they can be manufactured here 
as cheap as they can be made in Europe or any where 
else. The whole labor is done by machinery, and, if we 
make the importer pay the amount of duties we pay on 
Saxony wool, we can compete with the world. The sum 
proposed as duty is but about the amount the finest Saxo- 
ny wool will pay when imported. 

Mr. TYLER objected to it. , 

Mr. MARCY thought the amendment unnecessary. A 
clause was clearly embraced in the bill, by which all mae 
nufactures of wool were charged fifty per cent., and by 
another all unmanufactured articles of the same material 
were to pay. the same as the manufactured. The object 
of the amendment would be embraced by either the one 
or the other. He would move, however, to amend, by 
striking out thirty and inserting eighteen. 

Mr. SMITH hada letter from his hatter on the subject. 
Hat bodies were imported, made of Saxony wool, and the 


cost only about twenty cents. I will not say any thing !only fur put on the hats was in the covering by the manu- 
more on this subject, it having been so fully explained by |facturer here. In England the duty on Saxony wool was 


the 
was 


Say to that Senator, that when he shall return to the 
ture of cotton bagging, my. constituents would 


ator from Kentucky. My chief object in rising ;only two cents, and, in consequence of the high duty on 


the wool here, the American hatter is injured. 
Mr. TYLER said, if he understood the matter as ex- 
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plained by the gentleman from Rhode Island, it was pro- 
posed to tax the article because it had been found foo 
cheap. . The article could be imported for less than the 
cost of the material from which it was made. The history, 
as given by the gentleman from Rhode Island, was, thatan 
ingenious Yankee had inverited a machine which operated so 
successfully, that in the very first year he reduced the price 
of the article fifty per cent. This followed, he presumed, 
what might be termed a Yankee trick. The inventor 
sells out his patent ata handsome profit, and immediately 
takes the wings of the wind, and goes abroad, where he 
makes the article so cheap as to undersell in this market 
those who had bought his machine. Seriously considering 
the extent of the consumption of this articlè in the South- 
ern States, he thought gentlemen, if at all disposed to 
dim‘nish their burdens, ought not to lay a heavier duty on 
it. The duty was already too high, and he hoped it would 
not be increased. á 

Mr. Marcy’s amendment was then adopted, and the 
amendment as Amended was agreed to--yeas 24, nays 16, 
as follows: . t 

YEAS.-—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hill, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy,’ Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, 
Waggaman, Wilkins.--24. 

NAYS.-~Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hendricks, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Pom- 
dexter, Robinson, Tazewell, Tyler, White.--15. 

The amendment in the 134th line was then considered, 
as follows: 

After the word ¢ part,” insert “coming from beyond 
the Cape of Good Hope,” and ufter the word ad valorem, 
in the same line, insert tand on all other manufactures of 
silk, ovof which silk is a component part, six per centum 
ad valorem.” 

‘The bill reads, “on all manufactures of silk, or of 
which silk shall be a component part, ten per centum ad 


valorem, except sewing silk, which shall be forty per 

centum.” 

5 After some remarks in favor ofthe amendment, by Mr. 
METH, 

Mr. TAZEWELL moved to amend the amendment by 
striking out “six,” and inserting “five,” and this referred 
to French silks; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DALLAS made some reinarks in opposition to the 
discrimination between French and Chinese silks. 

The amendment was then agreed to, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Clay, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, 
Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Hill, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Marcy, Miller, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, 
Waggaman, White, Wilkins.--33. 

NAYS.-~Messrs. Clayton, Dallas, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Silsbee.--5. 

The amendment to strike out two and a half cents, and 
insert three cents, being the duty on brown sugar, and 
sirup of sugar cane, in casks, was next considered. 

Messrs. DICKERSON, JOHNSTON, and CLAY ad- 
dressed the Senate in favor of the amendment; after which, 
the question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 
to--ycas 24, nays 18, as follows: 

YEAS.-~Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tipton, 
Waggaman, Wilkins. ==24. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler, Sprague, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White. —18. 

The next amendment was to strike out on coffee halfa 
cent per pound.” f 


Mr: DICKERSON said this amendment was intended to 
put coffee on the same footing as the articles free of düt: ~ 
The question, ‘which being agreed to by general con- 
sent, was taken on striking out the duty on coffeé, and’ 
decided.as follows: ee 


YEAS.—Messr: 


follows: 

On teas of all kinds, imported from China or other 
places east of the Cape of Good Hope, and in vessels of 
the United States, one cent per pound: on all teas import 
ed from any other place, or in vessels other than vessels 
of the United States, ten cents per pound. 

And insert ** on all teas imported from places this side 
the Cape of Good Hope, or in vessels other than vessels 
of the United States, ten cents per pound.” “ 

Mr. HAYNE said this was a proposition whether teas 
should come in duty free. He regarded teas as articles of 
luxury, and as much deserving of taxation as any other 
article. 

Messrs. DICKERSON and CLAY. addressed the Senate 
in favor of the amendment; after which, the question was 
taken, and decided in the atfirmative—yeas 28, nays r5, 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Marcy, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Waggaman, Wilkins.--28, 

NAYS.——Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill} King, Mangum, Miller, Poindexter, Taze- 
well, Troup, Tyler, White. —15. . ; 

The next amendment was in the 167th line, striking 
out the duty of thirty per cent. on Leghorn hats or bon- 
nets, and all hats ‘of straw, chip, or grass, and all flats, 
braids, or plaits for making hats or bonnets, leaving the 
duty as itis under the present tariff. ` s 

Mr. DICKERSON said the object of this amendment 
was to prevent diminishing the protection on articles pro- 
‘duced principally by female industry. He hoped there 
was sufficient gallantry in the Senate to retain a sufficient 
protection on this branch of industry. i 

Mr. HAYNE said the articles are worn by almost all the 
females in the United States, and the gentleman proposed 
to show his gallantry by taxing fifty per cent. articles used 
by females. The duty imposed by the House was thirty 
per cent., sufficiently high for all the purposes of protec- 
tion; and he saw no reasoh why it should be increased. 
rhis was a very heavy expense felt by every head of a 

amily. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that his gallantry consisted in 
wishing to encourage the poor and laboring females, while 
that of the gentleman from South Carolina was in a wish 
to relieve those who were rich and consumers of articles 
of luxury. i 

The question was thei taken on this amendment, and 
it was rejected by the following vote: ois ges 

YEAS.~—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelingliuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Wil- 
kins.~-22. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Poindexter, Robinson, Sprague, Tazewell, 
Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.-~22. i 
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ʻa The VICE PRESIDENT adde 
amendment. =. a 
The:negt amendment conside 
ng except cordage tar 
hich-amendment isto” 
luty on those. articles. 
U DLEY requested a letter from a manufacturer 
of cordage in New York might be read.. It stated that the 
effect would be injurious if the clause in the bill from the 
“House were to become a law.) - : 
2 Mr. HAYNE wished to have the effect of this amend- 
-> mënt distinctly understood. As the act came from the 
other House, all manufactures of hemp would. be subject 
to no more than twenty-five per cent.. If it were designed 
to except cordage from this, the duties under the existing 
tariff would revert. on this article, and by that the duty 
amounted to eighty per cent: on tarred cordage, and to 
eighty-eight on untarred. He would submit that twenty- 
five per cent. was thought too low, if eighty or eighty- 
eight per cent. was not far too high. He hoped gentle- 
men would not impose a duty so extravagant. 

Mr. SMITH said the manufactures of cordage could 
not exist if only protected by a duty of twenty-five per cent. 
They paid forty dollars a ton, of duty, on hemp, and it was 
imposs.ble they could thus compete with the foreign market. 

Mr. SLLSBEE spoke in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. FOOT said it must be evident, unless this amend- 
ment prevailed, the manufacture of cordage must be en- 
tirely abandoned in. this country. The manufacture was 
barely getting on, and could not bear any additional burden. 

Mr. sMLTH said we can no longer export the cordage 
of our own county, it being taxed so hgh in the article 
of hemp. 

The amendment was carried—-yeas 26, nays 16, as follows: 

YVEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambeis, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sm.th, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, W.lkins.—26. 

NAYS.—Messi's. Benton, B.bb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poin- 

. dexter, Robinson, Tazewell], ‘Vyler.--16. 

The amendment in the 19Jth Lne was to insert musical 
instrumentsatatate of duty of thirty percent, ad valorem. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that this was a manufacture that 
deserved protection; they were made to a very high de- 
gree of perfection in the United States. By the bll from 

‘the House, they would come in as art.cles made of wood, 
at a rate of duty too low to protect the manufacture. 

This amendment was, after a short discuss.on, agreed 
to--yeas 25, nays 16, as follows: 

YisAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, D.ckerson, Dudley, Ewing, Poot, Freling- 
huysen, Holmes, Knight, Naudain, Brent.ss, Robbins, Ro- 
binson, Ruggles, Seymour, S.lsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tom- 
linson, Waggaman, Wilkins.--25. > 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bibb; Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tyler, White, —16. 

The amendment in the 197th line was as follows: 


d_his: vote against the 


ed was in the 177th line, 
-and-untarred,” the ob- 
etaim the present specific 


At the end of the line, insert until the 3d day of March, | 
eighteen hundred and thirty-four; and from and afier that) 


day one-half of those rates respectively; and on all other 
wines, other than those of France, one-half of their pre- 
sent rates of duty respectively, from and after the day last 
aforesaid.” i 

The bill reads; on the wines .of France, namely, red 
wines, in casks, six cents a gallon; white w:nes, in casks, 
‘ten cents agallén; and French wines, of all sorts, in bot- 
tles, twenty-two cents a gallon. i 

Mr. HAYNE said he thought the yeas and nays need 
not be taken on this amendment; it was a clear revenue 
‘measure, aud no one would, he presumed, object to it. 


. Mr. KNIGHT insisted on having the yeas and nays on 
hi amendment, they having beer previously ordered on 
ail. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, and the 
amendment was adopted--yeas 30, nays 3. 

The nextamendment provided for striking ont the follow- 
ing words from the bill contained in lines 205, 206, 207, 208, 
209, and 210: * all articles-not'herein specified e ther as 
free or as liable to a d fferent duty, and which, by the ex- 
isting laws, pay an ad valorem duty higher than fifteen per 
centum, to pay an ad valorem duty of fifteen per centum, 
from and-after the said third day of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-three.” 

Mr. HAYNE hoped this clause of the amendment 
might not prevail. The committee had looked at all the 
articles taxed by the present tariff with a microscopic eye, 
and had provided duties for them all; but, under the fear 
that there might be some articles which their astuteness 
had not discovered, and which night, under the bill, be 
brought in so low as fifteen per cent., had prepared their 
amendment to prevent this possible reduction. He trust- 
ed that they would permit this part of the bill to remain, 
and any articles which their ingenuity and research might 
possibly have omitted, to come in at the moderate rate of 
duty of fifteen per cent, 

After some remarks from Mri DICKERSON, who de- 
nominated ths clause of the bill a broad net to catch all 
the art:cles omitted by it, the question was taken on strike 
ing out the clause, and carricd—yeas 24, nays 21, as fol- 
lows: ‘ 

YEAS.—-Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, W.lkins.~-24. 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Filis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, ELH, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Puindexter, Robinson, Smith, 
Tazewell, Tyler. —-21. 

‘Lhe amendment strik'ng out from the list of duty free 
articles, epaulets of gold and silver, was next considered. 

Mr. MILLER observed that this was a matter of some 
importance to the mihtia of the United States, who served 
without pay, and were at considerable expense in equip: 
ping and uniforming themselves. ‘This amendment would 
bear hard on these officers, und he hoped it would not be 
adopted. 

Mr. DICKERSON, inanswer to an inquiry as to the ex- 
tent of the manufacture, and the amount of the present 
duty, said that the article was made in the United States, 
and paid a duty on the importation of twelve per cent. 
This was but a very moderate protection, and of no man- 
ner of consequence to the consumer. 
| ‘Fhe amendment was rejected—-yeus 17, nays 28. 
| ‘Phe amendment in the twelfth hne of the third section 
| was to insert indigo among the articles free of duty. 
| Mr. DICKERSON sad the object of the amendment 
i was to strke out “indigo” from the list of articlesexempt 
from duty, in order to insert it in the second section 
of the bill, in the clause enumerating various articles at 
fifteen per cent. This protection was considered neces- 
sary,.as ind.go had become an article of home produce. 

Mr. BENTON said he had a letter froma gentleman of 
i much information in South Carona, which showed the 
i extentin which this artele was raised and produced in the 
South. ‘Phe letter stated that from forty to fifty thousand 
pounds of indigo were raised, within the year, by a single 
parish in South Carol na; that it was frequently shipped 
jte Cincinnati and to New York, where it was found to 

equal any imported from abroad. Mr. B. said he had 
| read this letter for the purpose of contradicting the error 

that prevailed, that indigo was not produced in this coun- 
jtry. The faet was, that England, when she possessed 
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colonies in this country, had spared no expense in encou- 
raging the cultivation of indigo in the South, thinking, 
wisely, that if they were to have domest'c’ manufacture 
within themselves, they ought not to be dependent-ona 
foreign country for the chief material in the dye of that 
manufacture. He [Mr. B.] was of opinion that. ; 


wool and. other articles belonging to our domestic. mante | me 
factures were taxed, a duty should be laid on. indigo in}pos 


proportion, Eee 

Mr. HAYNE said that, although the letter; which had 
been read, had come from a gentleman in his State, it was 
merely in reply to information that had been asked, and 
was not indicative of the feeling of the State on the sub- 
ject. South Carolina would not consent to the principle 
of any duty by way of protection. That indigo was 
yaised in the South, was there no secret; every house- 
wife could raise what she herself required. All that his 
State would ask for was a fair revenue system;. a system 
built on revenue alone, and on just and equitable terms. 
His object was to disclaim, on the -~part of his State, any 
protection on this or any other article of her produce. 
South Carolina would disdain to ask for any protection 
whatever; if this duty was intended asa boon to her, she did 
not seek it. But to a fair revenue she would not dissent. 

Mr. DICKERSON said it had not been proposed by the 
committee as a boon to the South. Indigo was becoming 
an article of considerable home produce, and therefore it 
was thought necessary to protect it, as well as the other 
productions of the country, by a duty of fifteen per cent. 

Mr. MILLER made some remarks, which were not dis- 
tnetly audible. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, when 
it was negatived with consent, in order again to make the 
intended substitute in the proper place. 

It being past six o'clock, the Senate adjourned, 


Frinar, Jury 6. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the tariff bill, After disposing of 
various amendments without discussion, the last amend- 
Ment of the committee was taken up, as follows: After 
the word # piut,” insert the duties following, that is to 
say, such other manufactures of wool, or of which wool 
is a component part, the actual value of which at the 
place from whence imported shall not exceed fifty cents 
the square yard, shall be deemed to have cost fifty cents 
the square yard, and pay a duty thereon of thirty-five per 
centum. And all such other manufictures of wool, or of 
which wooi isa component part, the actual value of which, 
at the place from whence imported shall exceed fifty 
cents the square yard, and shall not exceed two dollars 
and fifty cents the square yard, shall [be deemed to have 
cost two dollars and fifty cents the square "yard, and] pay 
a duty thereon of thirty-five per centum. Aud onall such 
Other manufactures of wool, or of which wool is a com- 
ponent part, the actual value of which at the places 
whence imported shall exceed two dollars and fifty cents 
the square yard, there shall be levied a duty of thirty-five 
per centum ad valorem.” : 

Mr. DICKERSON, in supporting this amendment, re- 
marked that since wool was protected, the woollen manu- 
factures should be equally so. ‘The protection of the 
manufactured article from wool would act benefic’ally to 
agriculturists themselves-—the growers of wool; for the 
Consequence was, that the-more the manufacture was in- 
creased, the more wool would be consumed. The wool- 
len trade was of the greatcst importance to us, and on it 
might be said to hang the interests of the agriculturists in 
& paramount degree. The necessity of this part of our 


industry was of the last importance to the country; andj lation. 


when it was proposed by gentlemen to do away with its 


rve the. ish interest. . He alluded to the practic 
the British: Government. to defeat our advances in man 
facturing, by. meeting us with specific duties, and instance 
that on: -Under such circumstances, our woolle: 
quire 5 stion than was given them by the bill; , 
i sed this ameñd- > 


c ¢ boon to the South, by the 
on the cheap-coarse cloths. $ A E eae es 
~ Mr. SMITH said he did not rise to enter into any argy 
ment on. this question, but to explain a difference as to, 
facts between the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DICKER- 
son] and himself. That gentleman had taken the year 
1824, when we passed the act raising the duty on wool, 
and said that the Engl.sh duty of sixteen cents per pound 
was repealed in consequence of our act. This was not 
so. Mr. S. recollected well, that when the bill of 1824 
was under consideration, he rose in his place, and stated, 
at the very time we were about raising our duty on wool, 
the English were about. reducing theirs; and that the 
course pursued by Great Britain would operate more to 
our disadvantage than any advantage we could expect 
to gain by increasé of duty. What was the answer of 
gentlemen at that time? Why, that Great Britain only 
held out this threat in terrorem, to prevent us from raising 
our duty. The gentleman from New Jersey contended 
that the duty of 1824 was trifling--a mere modicum. 
Why, sir, it was not so considered then. Gentlemen who 
favored the measure at that time told a different story. 
By the act of 1816, the duty was twenty-five per cent., 
to become the next year twenty, and so on; but, by the 
act’ of 1824, the duty was increased to thirtyghree anda 
third; andthis was considered by all at that time asa very 
high rate of duty. ` 

With respect to the glass spoken ‘of by the Senator, 
he could not agree with him, He [Mr. S.] was at one 
time an importer of glass to a considerable amount, and 
the drawback to the amount of the excise in England 
was always given them. Soit was with regard to cal.cves. 
They gave us back, said he, the full amount of the ex- 
cise on that article. So also in Ireland with respect to 
linens. ‘There was an excise of a penny-halfpenny ay ard 
on this last article, which has since been repealed, and 
now it came tous at a penny-halfpenny dearer. 

Mr. HOLMES adverted to the pol cy followed by Great 
Britain in 1819, in raising the duty on foreign wool one 
penny sterling tosix pence. Tt hud. so continued till 1825, 
when it was repealed and put at the old rate. In the 
96th No. of the Edinburgh Review, there was an excel- 
lent article, which showed the fallacy of not allowing the 
duty on woollens and on wool to go hand in hand; of 
not reducing the one, and at the same time reducing the 
other. But it was found by a committee of investigation, 
that the manufacturers could not go on without having 
forcign fine wool to mix with their coarse, and without 
the one thev could not consume the other. ‘ees 

Mr. NICKERSON sad he rccollected they had been 
told, in 1824, by the Senator from Maryland, that, if they 
increased the protection on wool, the British would re. 
duce the duty on their importations of the article, and de- 
feat the protection... This he thought, at the time, highly 
probable. . If we had been content to take their woollens 
as before, they would not have reduced their duty. They 
were watching the. progress of our legislation, and began 
this measure to defeat us. They would have much pre- 
ferred to Keep up their duty, if it could be sent here and 
the tax levied on us. But he did not believe they would > 
have put down their duty, but for the consideration that 
they were detera.ined to supply us in spite of our legis- 


Very Tittle was done for wool in 1824. In 1823, the 


protection, he could not but say that they would so sub-| duty on wool amounted to about $120,000; and we paid a 
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tax to Great Britain in that year to that amount: With 
respect to glass, the excise in 1825 was reduced to forty- 
‘five shillings, and the drawback was put at sixty-five; so 
that theré.is, at this moment, twenty shillings which they 
. pay for tive sake of supplying us with that article. 

Ss Mn-CLAY advocated the amendment, and.stated that 


= it -made the bill much better for the South than it was 


when it came from the House. He read from an invoice, 


dated August, 1831, an account of the charges on a lot{ hundred and seventy per cent. 


of glassware sent to Greenock. The original value of the 
glass was £7 10s. 9d. sterling. ‘The duties and charges 
were £10 18s. 8d.; making the cost £18 9s. 3d. The 
articles then sold for £28 5s. Dishes, produced by Ame- 
rican ingenuity for one dollar and a half, sold for up- 
_ wards of eight dollars. ‘This glass was produced by com- 
préssion.” He gave this fact, to show the nature and ex- 
tent of English liberality and kindness, and the sincerity of 
the profession of Great Britain in reference to free trade. 

He ‘then adverted to the character and operation of 
this amendment, showing that. the local minimum was 
merely nominal, and that the next minimum was the only 
real and substantial onë. The idea of protecting articles in 
which the South are most interested, is abandoned. The 
second minimum, he showed, was more favorable to the 
South than the bill from the House. Its operation would 
be princ’pally on the middle classes in the North and the 
East; so that the burden and the benefit would go together. 

The spec fic duty he regarded as preferable to the ad 
valorem, as it prevented fraud. And, in reference to the 
minimum system, he referred to the prosperity of the 
cotton manufactories, tò show ‘its efficacy. . That branch 


woollens, from fifty cents to $2 50, shall be deemed to 
have cost $2 50; thereby doubling the duty on the coarse 
articles.. It was true that, under the former law, the duty 
was forty-five per cent.; but, under the proposed nominal 


irate of duty of thirty-five per cent. on the minimum of 


$2 50, the duty will in fact amount to eighty-seven cents 
per yard; and the entire class of articles between fifty 
cents and $t 50 will pay a duty ranging from sixty to one 
Mr. H. viewed this enor- 
mous increase of duty to amount to a prohibition of the 
coarser articles; and the real object of the amendment un- 
questionably was to give an entire monopoly to the manu- 
facture of cloths worth from fifty cents to $2 50. But 
negro cloth was to be excepted. New negro cloths, Mr. 
H. said, were plains, not made in the United States at 
all, or, if made, to a very limited extent. That those 
coarse cloths were consumed at the North as well as at 
the South, the gentleman was mistaken in supposing. 
There was no coarse article consumed at the North. But 
the entire importation of such articles was to a very 
limited extent; not exceeding about $500,000. And here 
he must remark, that one of the strongest objections to 
the proposed minimums arose from the difference in the 
amount of the articles on which it would operate, com- 
pared with the amount to be admitted as a law duty. By 
a statement of the treasury he held in his hand, it would 
be seen that the whole amount of the importation of negro 
cloths and other coarse articles was only $600,000; while 
of those costing from $1 to $2 20, the importations, in 
1830, were $2,373,791, and last year exceeded $4,000,000. 
So that while on á very limited importation the duties are 


of our manufacture had grown up under the protection ito be reduced, they are to be enormously increased on 
ofa single minimum. He read a communication from an articles amounting to between two and four m.Hions. The 
officer of the customs in New York, of great intell gence |higher priced articles of woollen cloths, costing above 
and worth, in which he showed the advantage of the|$2 50, amounted only to $83,000, and were made, to a 
square yard and minimum system. Under the ad valo-|very limited extent, in the United States: so much so, 
rem duty, one package in twenty is examined, while, in| that thirty-five per cent. was deemed by the gentlemen 
the specific duty system, every package is examined. If themselves an adequate protection; for the gentleman had _ 
fraud can exist, then, under the specific duty system, what | declared that he would not go one cent below an adequate 
frauds may not be expected under the ad. valorem system? | protection. He should be gla, therefore, to know where, 
He then adverted to the operation of the original bill, in |m all this, was the yielding to the South that the gentle- 
order to show its inefficiency... He laid it down as indis-|man talked so much of. He had explicitly declared that 
putable that adequate protection could alone be obtained [he would yield nothing of the protection, arid is seeking 
by a duty on the raw material and foreign fabric operat-|to increase, very largely, the duties on the great mass of 
ing together, 1t was h's wish to guard the farmer and the; woollens. One word more as to the minimums, What are 
manufacturer against the influence of foreign legislation. |they? Why, they declare that an article which is worth no 


He congratulated the Senate on the evidence which had 
been exhibited, that the protective principle was stdl to 
be preserved, and concluded by asserting that the amend- 
ment had been introduced from a feeling of kindness to 
the South. The coarse article is abandoned to the South, 
and lays the burden on the middle classes in tbe North 
and the East. 

“Mr. HAYNE said his desire was to bring this question 
to the testyand heshould therefore move to strike out, in 
the 14th, 15th, and 16th lines, the words ‘be deemed to 
have cost two dollars and fifty cents the square yard,” to 
try the question ön the ‘minimums at once. His object 
was to bring before the Senate this principle of minimums 
which the Senator from Kentucky called the most effi- 
cient feature in the bill, and which the Senate would at 
once perceive would greatly increase the duty. In the dill 
that came fromthe Secretary of the Treasury, these duties 
ranged from five to thirty per cent.; in the bill from the 


more, and actually cost only fifty cents, shall be deemed 
and taken to have cost $2 50, and pay a duty accordingly. 
Could any thing be more unfair, more unjust, or more 
extravagant? If you apply this principle to the people 
of the United States in the way of direct taxation, it 
would not be submitted to fora moment. How would it 
answer to impose an income tax, and then say that every 
man’s income, no matter. what it was, shall be deemed to 


ibe $1,000, and that he shall pay a tax accordingly; or that 


his still shall be taxed fifty cents per gallon, but shall be 
deemed to contain one hundred gallons, and taxed at that 
rate? The minimum provision was a more cunning contriv- 
ance by which to conceal the truth from the peoples 
making them pay, as in the case before us, a tax, say of 
one hundred and fifty per cent., and, at the same time, 
telling them that they were only to pay thirty-five per cent. 

But the gentleman from Kentucky says that the mini- 
moms are to guard against a false valuation. Why, have 


House’ they ranged from ‘five to fifty per cent., without/ you now no means of ascertaining the true value of im- 
having minimums in éither; and in the amendment it is | ported articles? If the genticman is right, why have ad 
„ proposed that the duty shall be calculated on every yard | valorem duties at all? Surely the laws now provide, or the 
of cloth costing from fifty cents to $2 50, as ifit cost $2 50. | Treasury Department can devise a system by which the 
The first objection to this clause was, that it was a great | custom-houses can always know the actual value of the 
enlargement of the existing tariff. The present law pro-|articles entered. if this cannot be done, you must adopt 
vides that-all woollen goods costing fifty cents, and under | minimums or specific duties throughout your whole sys- 
one dollar, shall be deemed to have cost one dollar, and pay tem. But he would leave this branch of the subject. It 
duty accordingly... This amendment provides that all | required no argument to show that ad valorems were the 


fairest rates of duty that- could be adopted. All others 
must be most unequal and unjust? Ea - 

To him the greatest objection to-minimums was, that 
they increased the duty on'the coarser and cheaper ar- 
ticles, and fell most heavily on the consumption of the poor. 

Before lie sat down, Mr. H. said he would reply to the 
statements: made by the gentleman from: Kentucky, with 
regard to the exportation of a case of glass, valued at} 
seven pounds, to Great Britain; but he would first remark 
that every thing relating to that country always set the 
gentleman from New Jersey in as fierce a flame as one of 
his own furnaces—he seemed to -havea holy horror. at 
every thing English--and why? - Because England. sold 
her iron so much cheaper than his could be produced 
here. But the gentleman thinks high duties lessen prices. 
Is it not passing strange that when you impose a tax on 
wool and sail duck, these gentlemen tell us it increases the 
price of the articles. but when you tax the article they 

yant-to: sell, why, it always lessens the price; and with 

‘them, when Great Britain takes off a tax, it always fur- 
nishes a. reason for imposing additional burdens on our 
own people? Suppose Great Britain were to repeal her 
corn laws to-morrow; we should then hear a clamor from 
all the manufacturers of the country for increased protec- 
tion. But, as to this exportation of glass, the gentleman 
from Kentucky takes this small isolated case, and presents 
it asan instance of successful competition with British 
manufactures, in consequence of the system of protec- 
tion. This was a smàl affair, indeed, and he was satisfied 
that no glassware. would ever be exported to England 
worth mentioning. Although this glass paid a high duty, 
but few of our exports to England paid more than a very 
mnodernteone. But, with respect to articles of theirs that 
we imported, many of them paid even.a much higher rate 
oftluty than the glass spoken of by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. Here are invoices of a great variety of articles 
imported into this country; green and red baizes paying a 
duty of three hundred per cent.; swansdown vesting, a 
duty of two hundred and three per cent.; shawls and leno 
mustins taxed as high as one hundred and seventy-five per 
cent; and he could go through a long list, and show the 
gentleman from Kentucky that the duties ‘on some of them 
run up as high as three hundred per cent. There were 
flannels, wh.ch a respectable merchant of Philadelphia 
assured him could be purchased in England at eight 
cents, and are now, by this bill, to pay a duty of sixteen 
cents. Fine salt, was taxed as high as two hundred per 
cent.; he could show piles of such articles, on which exor- 
bitant dutes were laid. -But it was not the rate of duty 
on any particular article which formed the proper subject 
for comparison, but the general rate of duties between the 
two countries, And here he would say that, while the 
great mass of our exports were received by Great Britain 
at a duty almost nominal, the great mass of British exports 
were taxed almost to prohibition. œ ` 

Mr. H. concluded by expressing a hope that this mini- 
mum would be stricken out, and that if gentlemen are re- 
solved to increase the duty on woollens, and carry it up 
even beyond the tariff of 1828, they would do it openly 
and above-board. If we are to pay fifty, sixty, or one 
hundred per cent. forthe protection of the domestic manu- 
factures, say so in plain terms, which every one can un- 
derstand, and do not call it thirty-five. per cent. with a 
minimim of two dollars and fifty cents. : ait 

Mr. WEBSTER then addressed the Senate in defence 
of the amendment of the committee. He contended that 
the high sounding ad valorem duty imposed by the: bill 
was fallacious, and could only deceive those who took ŝu- 
perficial views of the subject. He stated thatthe wook 
len manufacture was now on the point of success or the 
point of failure. . It was not established in prosperity, nor 
wasit prostrate.. He described the Woollen interest as a 
losing interest from 1824 to the present time. He asked 


genlemen,-who opposed this amendment,:to 

statement; to show that the manufacturers were growing 
rich, and not, in.their attacks on the proposition, to:shel- 
ter themselves behind general principles. He considered 
the. ad:valorem. system-as uncertain: and deceptive, inas- 
much a8 invoices from England could be.shown'to sustain 
any-price .whichstb rove that. the 
fabrics had costiIn he -occa- 


porter: wished to 
ces* were” l 


‘made 


systém:.should continue.” He stated ‘that the duty. of sixe: 
teen cents a square yard on the article of: flannels: was in 
fact a. minimum duty, because it placed:the same duty: of 
sixteen cents on flannel: which cost five cénts;‘which it 
laid on that which cost fifiy cents. < The adoption of the 
terms was merely. to classify the duties. He laid it down: 
that our manufacturers must work up our own wool. This: 
wool is too fine for the coarser fabric, and not good enoughi 
for the finest; and here the foreign article would’ be in 
demand, and hence the efficacy of this minimum., 

Mr. TAZEWELL, after a few remarks in reply to the 
Senator from: Massachusetts, [ Mr. Wensren,] observed 
that this amendment embraced almost every description 
of woollen goods; six different kinds, at least, he believe 
ed, were included in it, so that few were ieft free from its 
operation; it covered almost every importation of the kind 
that came into this country. 


cy. Seven million dollars worth of foreign articles requir- 
ed by us, were imported last year; and on this the change 
in the increase of value given to the pound sterling would 
be tantamount to a prohibition; and prohibitions, when of 
a grinding description, often resulted in a revolution. 
Gentlemen talked much of the necessity for protection to 
our manufactures; but our woollen manufactures existed 
before the revolutionary war; even prior to:that, one-half 
the people were clothed in their-own manufactures. OF 
the period antecedent to 1812, we can speak without hesi- 
tation; and it is known that the country was then produc. 
ing more than the one-half of all that was worn. It was 
as clear of proof as figures could make it, that from the in- 
crease in calculating the value of every British pound’s 
worth of goods imported from four dollars and ‘forty-four 
cents to four dollars and eighty cents, that which pad fifty 
percent. nominally would really pay eighty-sevenand a half 
cents. But we were told a boon, forsooth, was given to the 
South, by only laying five per cent. on coarse woollens, 
On makinga calculation of the numbers of persons in the: 
South who would be benefited by. the:importation of: this 
coarse manufacture at the decreased:duty, the average 
benefit would be one suit of clothes’ ‘y two hundred’ 
inhabitants; and Charleston, in- whose’ favor it was said the 
alteration was made, would just réceive twelve suits of 
clothes. A boon of twelve suits-of clothes to Charleston, 
and, therefore, Southern gentlemen should vote for the 
measure: in consequence of this. enormous. liberality! 
The theory, he contended, of the imposition of duties 
tending to lessen the price, was altogether fallacious; he 
was surprised at such a doctrine being maintained. “When 
the duty on wool was raised, was such the effect? he ask- 
ed. Hf gentlemen were sincere in the belief of their own 
doctrine; this duty should be put on again. He again ad- 
verted tothe woollen duties under the act of. 1828, the bill 
of abominations, as it had been denominated by the gentle- 


cee 


chusetts, after. the epithet applied to it by 
Jand; (Mr. Smrra;} and argued that 
d increas those. duties beyond that 
iblic eye Apparently less, by the in- 
s amg the-pound: sterling at four-dollars and 
eighty:cents from four dollarsand forty-four cents, and in the 
item under consideration of thirty-five. percent., itwould, 
in realty; under: this: mode of-calculation, amount to a 
duty of 54.3-100ths; yet-the friends-of the measure gave 
no credit for this increase. -in conclusion, he hoped the 
amendment would not be adopted, ` i 
_ Me: WEBSTER denied that any delusion was practised 
on the people; and, as regarded*the principle of mini- 
mums, it.was also Well understdod by them. = 
Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN said he should vote for strik- 
“ing out the minimums which seemed to be:so unpopular, 
ant-against which much excitement existed; but at the 
sametime he expressed his determination, at a proper 
period, to move for an adequate protection. to the branch 
of the woollen manufactures provided for.by them. ‘The 
duty fixed by the House was. certainly, he said, too low, 
and would. result in the total ruin of the manufactures. 
He thought a.protection of from sixty to sixty-five per 
cent. would be sufficient, and, at a proper time, would 
move.to increase the duty to that amount. 
Mr. CHAMBERS ‘expressed the same views. 
The qiéstion was then takenon Mr. Harye’s amend- 
ment, striking out that part of the amendment of the Com: 


mittee.on Manufactures which provides that the woollens'! 
‘Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 


of the value of fifty cents the square yard, and not ex- 


ceeding two dollars and fifty cents the square yard, shail 
be.deemed to have cost two dollars and fifty cents the! 


` square yards It was decided in the affirmative--yeas 24, 
“nays 23, as-follows: 


‘Tis, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, 
Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, ‘Fyler, Wh.te.--24. 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Silsbee, Sprague, ‘Tomlinson, Waggainan, Webster, Wail- 
kins. —28. 

Mr. CHAMBERS then moved to amend the amend- 
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NAYS.--—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, 
Sm th, ‘Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, White.—23. . 

The question then coming’ up on the amendment as 
amended, BA 

On motion of Mr. HAYNE, the amendment was divided, 
so as to take the question on the first or lowest minimum, 
The question was then taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive, as follows: j 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Seymour, silsbee, Sprague; Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webe 
ster, Wilkins.—23. y 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, 
Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.--24. > 

So the first part was negatived. -~ 

The question was then taken on the second part, as 
amended, and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS.——Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clay ton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, 


Ruggles, Seymour, Slsbee, Sprague, ‘Tomlinson, Wag- 
gaman, Webster, Wilkins.—25. 
NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, B.bb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 


i Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, H-H, Kane, King, 
“YEAS.—Messrs.-Benton, Bibb, Brown, Chambers, El- x 


Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Taze- 
well, Tipton, ‘Troup, Tyler, White.--23. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, having voted under a mistake, 
moved to reconsider this vote; which was agreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out words so as to make it read, “And on all such 
manufactures of wool, or of which wool shall be a com- 
ponent part, there shall be levied a duty of thirty-five per 
centum ad valorem.” Agreed to, as follows: 

YEAS.—~ Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clav, Clay- 


ment, by striking out in the seventeenth line the words;ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 


thirty-five, and inserting sixty; so as to place all the articles 
on which the minimum was struck out at a duty of sixty 
per centum ad valorem. 

Mr. WEBSTER said this made. the question whether 
the Senate would raise the duty from fifty to sixty percent. 
On this. question he asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. i 

Mr. TAZEWELL observed that the duty was now fifty 


huysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlin- 
son, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.--25. 

NAYS.~-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.--23, 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the second 


per cent, > He estimated the change in the calculation ofi part of the amendment, which reads thus: «And all such 


the pound stër 


from four dollars and forty-four cents to| other manufactures of wool, or of which wool is a compos 


four dollars and:eighty cents, as over four.and three-fourths |nent part, shall pay a duty of ‘sixty per centnm ad valo- 


per. cent more altie.of the interest saved in abolish- 
ing the credit systéem,’at six per cent., making over-sixty 
per cent; and, adding to these the freight. and:commis- 
sions, the protection was considerably over seventy-five 
per cent., and yet gentlemen wanted more. Gentlemen 
having a majority. would do just as they pleased; and it 
was therefore useless for him to say any thing more on the 
subject. : 3 
_ Mr. CLAY supported the amendment at some length. 
He spoke of the-importance to the farmers te support 
this branch of industry, thousands of whom, he said, were 


turning their attention to the raising of sheep; andhe. 


hoped, on ‘this occasion, the sheep would not be made 
scapegoats. 

‘Yhe question wasthen taken on Mr. CaamstRs’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it Wascarried—yeas 24, nays 
23, as follows: - 


rem;” and was:dec.ded in the negative,.as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell; Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, .Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, ‘Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man, Webster, Wilkins.—-24. 

NAYS.--—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Miller, Marcy, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, 
Smith; Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, ‘Tyler, White.--24, 
Fhe VICE PRESIDENT voted in the negative. 

: Mr. WEBSTER then moved to amend the bill in the 
second section by Striking out “fifty,” and inserting ‘fit 
ty-seven,”’ so as to increase the woollen duty to the latter 
amount; which was agreed to by the following vote: 

YEAS.-—~Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
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c After -a few words from Mr. DALLAS, question 
was taken, and decided as follows:.. a See eearee 
-YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers,:Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, ‘Naudain, . 
Prentiss, = Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, ‘Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilki 26.0 
.NAYS.--Messrs.“Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King; Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler,, Moore, -Poindexter,. Robinson,- Smith, . Tazewell, 
Troup, Tyler, White.--21. : Fr, 
Mr. CLAY moved to insert ‘four’ cents as the duty 
on cotton, bagging, instead of ** three-and a half” cents-a 
-| square yard. é ee ‘ 
The yeas and nays were ordered. © . ie 
After a few words from Mr. CHAMBERS, in explaná- 
tion-of the reasons which would induce him to give a dif- 
ferent vote in the Senatefrom that which he gave in com- 
mittee, ; . 

. The question was taken, and decided as follows: 
YEAS.——Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Ewing,» Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, 

Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins,—25. BENE ooh 
NAYS.—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil-- 
ler, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 

Troup, Tyler, White.—-21. 3 : f ; 
The motion was again made, which was negatived in 
committee, to strike out ‘ palm leaf or palmetto, hats,” 
The motion was agreed to--yeas 25, nays,22. , 
Mr. HAYNE moved to strike out the proviso iu the 
second section, as follows: : ae 
«s Provided, That all articles manufactured in Whole of 
sheet, rod, hoop, bolt, or bar iron, or of iron wire, or of 
which sheet, rod, hoop, bolt, or bar iron, or iron wire, 
shall constitute the greatest weight, and which are not 
otherwise specified, shall pay the same duty per pound 
that is charged. by this act on sheet, rod, hoop, bolt, or 
bar iron, or iron wire, of the same number respectively.” 


Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—-25. . 

NAYS.—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, 
Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, 
Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.--23. 

A number of other amendments were offered, and 
acted on without debate; after which, the bill was reported 
by the Committee of the Whole as amended; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


SATURDAY, JULY 7. 
FRENCH CONVENTION. 


Mr. SMITH moved the Senate to take up the bill to 
carry into effect the convention made between the United 
States and his Majesty the King of the French, at Paris, 
‘onthe 4th of July, 1831. . 

The question pending was ona motion of Mr. CHAM- 

“BERS to amend the bill by providing that all commerce 
shall be considered by the commissioners as lawful com- 
merce, which was not prohibited by the laws of the United 
States. 

After some discussion, Mr. CHAMBERS withdrew his 
améndment, ; 

Mr. SPRAGUE then moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting a provision that the decisions shall be published. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. SPRAGUE then moved to amend the bill by ex- 
tending the term of the commission from- two to three 
“years. at 

The amendment was negatived-—yeas 7, nays 35. 

The bill was then reported without amendment. 

Mr. SPRAGUE then renewed his motion to amend, sof 
as to make ït the duty of the commissioners to publish 
their decisions, with the grounds, and that any person 
may obtain them on paying the proper fees, and be at 
liberty to publish them. 

The question was then taken, and the motion was ne- 
gatived—-yeus 14, nays 29. 

The amendments were then directed to be engrossed, 
and the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then resumed the bill to alter and amend 
the acts imposing duties on imports. 

The motion pending being by Mr. Srusnex, to insert 
“except ravens duck, which shall be four cents per 
square yard.” 

Mr. DICKERSON moved five cents, but withdrew his 
motion, 

The amendment.was then agreed to. 

The amendments having:been. gone through, with the 
exception of the following, which was renewed at the 
request of the Senator from South Carolina: 

Al manufactures of iron, partly finished, shall pay 
the same rates of duty asif entirely finished, All vessels 
of castiron, and all castings of iron, with handles, rings, 
hoops, or other addition of wrought iron, shall pay the 
same rate of duty as if made entirely of cast iron?— 

The question being in concurtence ‘with this amend- 

ment, 4 E : 
Mr. HAYNE read a memorial from about thirty or forty 
blacksmiths of Philadelphia against -the principle of this 
clause, and referred at length to the evidence taken be- 
fore a former Committee on Manufactures, when Mr. 
Sarchet was examined by the Senator from New Jersey, 
to show the untenable character of the proposition. 

Mr. DICKERSON stated that the clause was only in- 
serted to prevent frauds, which were now common. 

The question was then ordered to be taken hy yeas} 
and nays. re 


EVENING SESSION. 


At five o’clock the Senate resumed its business; when 
Mr. MILLER moved further to amend the bill by strik- 
out the sixth section, as follows: 


‘as thay: be 
necessary to discharge: such~ins be sold at 
public auction, and, retaining. um’ nécessary for: the 
payment of such instalment ofthe duties, together. with 
the expenses of safe keeping and sale-of. ‘such goods, the 
overplus, if any, shall be returnéd-by the colleéctor-to the 
importer. or owner, or to his agent or lawful representa. 
tive: And provided, also, That.the importer, owner, or 
consignee of such goods: may,°at-any time after the 
„deposite shall have been made, withdraw the whole or 
any part thereof, on paying the duties. on. what may be 
withdrawn, and the customary storage and charges, and 
interest. 
After a debate, the motion was negatived, as follows: 

>- YEAS.-—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grune 


Vou. Vill.—76 
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dy, Hayne, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Poindexter, 


Mr. KING said he would ask the gentleman from Mas- 


Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—17./sachusetts if it was also perfectly well known that flannels, 


NAYS.—Messrs, Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson; Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—-27. 

Mr. HAYNE said he had several amendments, which 
he desired to offer to this bill; but as he would avoid un- 
necessarily consuming the time of the Senate, he had 
concluded not to offer any, the principles of which had 
been decided against. His amendments, therefore, were 
reduced to two,°one of which he should offer at that time, 
retaining the other until the bill should have been gone 

through with. The one he was now about to offer, re- 
lated to the minimum on cottons. He saw no reason why 
this should be retained after the Senate had rejected the 
same principle with regard to woollens. Mr. H. moved to 
strike allout the provisionin the second section, as follows: 

And provided, That all manufactures of cotton, or of 
which cotton shall be component part, not dyed, colored, 
printed, orstained, not exceeding in value thirty cents the 
square yard, shall be valued at thirty cents per square 
yard; and ifdyed, colored, printed, or stained, -in whole or 
In part, not exceeding in value thirty-five cents the square 
yard, shall be valued at thirty-five cents per square yard. 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. KNIGHT and 
CLAY, and supported by Mr. TAZEWELL. 

Mr. HAYNE said that gentlemen contended for the 
minimum on woollens, on the ground of the high duty on 
the importation of the raw material. But this did not 
apply to cottons, on the raw material of which there was 
only a nominal duty, and which was supplied wholly in 
the country. If gentlemen would agree to put cottons 


costing only 124 cents per yard, paid a duty of 16 cents, 
and that flannels costing 70 cents paid no more. 

After some further debate, in which Messrs. WEB- 
STER, FOOT, and KING took part, the question was 
taken, and the motion was rejected by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill; Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—18. 

NAYS.~—-Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—28. 

Mr. HAYNE then rose to offer the last amendment he 
should offer to this bill. He hadlooked over this bill, and 
was satisfied that many of the duties provided ranged con- 
siderably over 100 per cent. This gentlemen had de- 
nied; and he now gave them an opportunity of testing their 
sincerity by their votes on the amendment be then offer- 
ed. Mr. H. moved further to amend the bill by inserting 
a proviso that the duties in no case should exceed 100 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. DICKERSON, CLAY, 
HAYNE, and HOLMES took part, the question was 
taken, and the motion was rejected—~yeas 18, nays 28, as 
follows: 

YEAS.-—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.--18. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, 


at a revenue duty, say fifteen per cent., he, for his part, | Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, 
would cheerfully agree that cotton might be brought in|Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
free of duty. The gentleman from Kentucky had ex-|kins.—28. 


hibited that morning some cotton goods made at one of 


Mr. FORSYTH then moved an amendment, the effect 


the Northern factories, and he confessed that he himéelf| of which would be to destroy the bill; to repeal the tariff 


had been. astonished at their cheapness. But this furnish- 
ed an abundant reason why the duty should be reduced, 
If cotton goods can be made so cheap, why this enormous 
duty? Gentlemen say that they can make the cheapest 
cotton goods in the world; but they want the duty high 
as a fence to keep out the enemy. ‘This, Mr. H. said, 
was an avowal thatthe system was to be perpetual. 

After some remarks from Mr. FOOT in opposition ‘to 
the motion, the question was taken, and it was rejected—— 
yeas 17, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poin- 
dexter, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—17. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.-~27. 

Mr. DALLAS then moved- to amend the bill by in- 
creasing the duty on slates from twenty-five to thirty-five 
per cent.; which motion was agreed to~-yeas 23, nays 22. 

Mr. KING then moved to strike out the duty of 16 cents 


per square yard on flannels, and insert 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. Mr. K. said he merely suggested this amendment. 


of °28, and leave the tariff on the basis of the act of 1824. 
Mr. F. could not vote for that bill--he knew it would not 
be received as a peace-offering by those for whom it was 
intended, and he therefore proposed to repeal all the re- 
venue laws except the act of 1824, and leave the question 
to be settled at the next session of Congress, by represen- 
tatives coming fresh from the people. 

Mr. CLAY suggested to the gentleman from Georgia 
whether it would not be better to move an indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. Although he would not promise to 
vote for it, such motion, he thought, would be more par- 
liamentary. 

Mr. FORSYTH replied; after which, the question was 
taken on his motion, and decided inthe negative, as follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs. Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, 
Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—16. ° 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Mangum, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.--27. 

Mr. SILSBEE moved further to amend the bill, by al- 
lowing a drawback to the owners of vessels and steamboats 


Gentlemen had the bill in their own hands, and could do|to the amount of the duty paid on the hemp, flax, iron, 


as they pleased with it. 
come lighter on the coarse flannels used by the poor. 
30 per cent. was not a 
say soj and if they wanted a higher duty, 
on the higher priced article. , 

Mr. WEBSTER said that this question had been dis- 
cussed the other day, 
that the reduction would break up the flannel manufac- 
tures of the country. 


if 


His object was to make the duty [and copper used in their equipment and construction. 


Mr. MOORE moved to amend by allowing also a draw- 


sufficient protection, let gentlemen | back on cotton bagging and agricultural implements; but, 
let them put it [after a discussion, in which Messrs. CLAY, SILSBEB, 


and SMITH took part, withdrew his amendment. 5 
The question was then taken on Mr. SrzsBxx’s motion, 


and it was then perfectly well known jand it was negatived—yeas 5, nays 38. 


Mr. BENTON then moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing a duty of five per centum on Indian blankets, &c. 
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- Mr. TAZEWELL then-returned thanks-in a voice in- 

audible in the gallery. He was understood to say that he 
[begged to offer his sincere thanks for this renewed cour- 
drawback on Indian goods. ' tesy on the part of the Senate. Had he consulted his own 

Mr. CLAY required a specification of Indian goods, in}inclinations, they, as well as his convictions of his own in- 
case of obtaining which, he might vote for the proposition. | capacity,: would have induced him to pursue the course 

The amendment was rejected--yeas J8, nays 27. which he had taken. on`a: former occasion. The course 

Mr. BENTON moved to amend the, bill by striking out} which was then dictated. by.a.most profound respect for 
10 cents per fifty-six pounds on salt, and inserting 5 cents; | this body, might now, under a change of circumstances, > 
which was decided in the negative—yeas 22, nays 24. be considered.as arrogant. ` Therefore, he should not, on 

The amendments were then’ ordered to be engrossed, | this occasion, decline the distinction'‘which had been con- 
and the bill directed to be read a third time, by the fol-| ferred on him by the vote of the Senate on this occasion. 
lowing vote: The wishes of the Senate should be to-him a command, 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, {and it would be his duty most promptly to render obedi- 
Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot,/ence. His qualifications for the station were few, and 
Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, John-|those of the commonest kind. Whatever labor could ac- 
ston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robin-jcomplish, should be accomplished: and by no relaxation 
son, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlin-|of his exertions would he be induced to disappoint the ex- 
son, Webster, Wilkins.--31. pectations of the Senate. For the rest, he must cast him- 

NAYS.-—-Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Hayne, |sclf on the kindness of this body, to prevent error where 
Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Taze-|it could be prevented, and to correct where it could not, 
well, Tyler, White.—-15. and to excuse those aberrations which could neither be 

The VICE PRESIDENT then informed the Senate| prevented nor repaired. As the time pressed, he would 
that he should not: resume his scat in the Senate, and ex-jnot detaiù the Senate any longer than to repeat his sin- 
pressed his wish that the Senators might have a safe re-|cere thanks for the honor which had been conferred upon 
turn to their familics. him, and his reassurances that he would discharge the du- 

At half past seven the Senate adjourned. ties of the station with what ability he might. The best 
could do no more. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the usual resolutions, 
to inform the President of the United States, and the 
House of Representatives, that the Senate had elected the 
Hon. Lirrirroy W. Tazewext to be the. President of 
this body pro tem., were adopted. ? 


THE TARIFF. ` 


The question was taken, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 20, nays 26. . f 
Mr. BENTON then moved to amend iby inserting a 


Mownay, Jury 9. 

‘The Vick Presipenr not appearing, the Senate was 
called to order by the Secretary, when, on motion of Mr. 
CHAMBERS, the Senate proceeded to the election of a 
President pro tem. The balloting then took place, and 
mere appeared to be 46 votes given in, which stood as 

ollows: 


Poindexter, - 15 Hayne, -~ 1 The billin alteration of the several acts imposing duties 
Smith, - - 15 Bibb, - 3 jon imports having been read the third time, the question 
Bell, “ 4 Kig, - 1 {was, “Shall this bill pass?” l 

Tazewell, - ` 5 Blank, . L Mr. GRUNDY said he had been exceedingly desirous 
Tyler, z $ 1 that some bill should pass at this session, that would re- 


lieve the public burdens, and in some degree restore quiet 
to an excited section of the country. Under these feel- 
ings, he was willing to vote for the billas it came from the 


There heing no choice, the Senate proceeded to ballot 
a second time, which resulted as follows: the whole num- 
_ ber of ballots being 46, 24 was necessary to a choice. 


Poindexter, os 17 Bibb, - 4 {House of Representatives; but, in its present shape, he 
Tazewell, z 14 Bell, - 1 {could not now vote. for it. On account.of the many- amend- 
Smith, - 5 7 Hayne, - 1 [ments made on Saturday, it was impossible for him, at the 


Mangum, - 1 King, - 1 

Mr. SMITH then rose, and said, it had been his desire 
early in the session not to be considered a candidate. In 
this wish, however, he found that he differed from the 
opinions of his friends, and he had conceded his own. de- 
sire to gratify theirs. He now wished to be considered 
as withdrawn, and he would give his own wote for a mem- 
ber who, in point of talent, was inferior to no man. 

The Senate then proceeded to a third ballot, when it 
appeared that 47 members had voted, of which 24 were 
necessary to a choice. 


late hour at which the question on the third reading was 
taken, to arrive at such a result as to be fully informed of 
the effects of the bill, and, therefore, unwilling to put it 
out of his power to vote finally for the bill, if he could, on 
examination, approve it, he had voted forthe-third read- 
ing. He had since obtained sufficient information :to satisfy. 
him that the bill gave relief; that it contained nothing 
calculated to allay the excitement that existed against the 
tariff system; and that, in some instances, it went beyond 
the present tariff. He was, therefore, compelled to vote 
against the bill. Arra 


Tazewell, = 23 Hayne, - 1 Mr. WEBSTER knew not what calculations:-had been: 
Poindexter, F 19 King, - 1 [made by the Senator from Tennessee, but he was satis- 
Bibb, - - 3 fied that they were incorrect, The t billdiminished 


The Senate then proceeded to a fourth ballot, when it 
appeared that 47 members were present, of which 24 were 
necessary to a choice. 


considerably public burdens. Mr. W. mentioned many 
articles on. which the duties had been reduced, viz. sugars 
and. coffee... Half a million, he said, had: been reduced on 


Tazewell, > 22 Kig, - 1 |woollens. ~~ ag ae 
Poindexter, - 22 Bibb, - 1 Mr. GRUNDY did not believe that either the gentle- 
Hayne, - man from Massachusetts or himself was mistaken, though 


their views were different... He [Mr..G.] admitted that 
there had been -a reduction on wines and silks, but none 
on those articles of universal consumption, iron and wool- 
len goods. 

Mr. KING said he had cherished hopes of some equita- 
ble adjustment of the tariff, until this bill came from the 
House; and although it did not go as far as he thought 


- 1 : : 

‘The Senate then proceeded toa fifth ballot, when it 
appeared that 47 members were present, of which 24 
were necessary toa choice. 

Taxewell, - 4 Hayne, - 1 

Poindexter, = 21 Bibb, - 

Mr. 'Tazewxun was therefore declared to be duly elect- 
ed, and was conducted to the chair by Mr. Surru. 
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the aggrieved States hada right to demand, yet be had, Lone hundred per cent., it will not be because the public 
with some difficulty, brought himself to the conclusion to| want the money, but because the introduction of the fo- 
vote for it as_a-partial relief. A change, however, had reign articles, at a low rate of duty, would interfere with, 
"taken place-in this: bill, that had been very properly al-j or, as gentlemen will have it, prostrate this branch of our 
luded'to by the Sénator from Tennessee. That change | domestic industry. The standard which gentlemen pro- 
has taken-the burden off from. the manufacturers, and! pose on this subject, is not the wants of the treasury, but 
placed. it on those who were least able to bear it. Thel what they-are pleased to call adequate protection to the 
course pursued by the friends of the bill showed that this! manufacturers. It must be obvious, therefore, that to 
was to be a permanent system; that they would not, for a adjust the tariff on the plan now proposed, is distinctly to 
moment, listen to the complaints of their oppressed bre- recognise the principle of protection as the scttled policy 
turen, but. would carry through their scheme. by the! of the country—a principle to which I can never give my 
strength of numbers. ‘The bili they had made relieved) consent in any shape. Let me not, on this point, be mis- 
only those who were already protected, while it increased understood. I am no enemy to the manufacturers. I 
the burden of those who were suffering under the system. | would not destroy them if I could. Of this I think I have 
In one word, it was the scheme of the gentleman from given abundant evidence in the plan I proposed at the 
Kentucky, intended for the benefit of that interest that beginning of the session, for the settlement of this great 
grasps at every thing, and will be satistied with nothing. | question. The resolution which 1 had the honor to sub- 
Mr. K. said he could not now, and never would, vote for! mit as an amendment to that of the Senator from Ken- 
such a bill, be the consequences what they might. One of tucky, [Mr. Cuay,] was, in substance, a proposition to re- 
his greatest desires had been to relieve the prevailing ex-| duce the revenue, after the payment of the public debt, 
citement; but this: bill was so monstrous, so much at va-| to the wants of the country. Y proposed to do this on 
riance with the promises and professions of those who principles of perfect justice and equality, and to guard 
formed it, as to leave no hope but that the system is to belagainst any shock to the manufacturers, by a sudden re- 
continued for an indefinite time. [duction of the duties to the lowest revenue standard. I 
Mr. HAYNE rose, and said he must throw himself upon| declared my entire willingness that this reduction should 
the indulgence of the Senate to state the reasons which! be gradual, and spread over several years. I was perfect- 
should induce him to vote against the bill. ly willing, provided the duties should be -finally brought 
I am well aware, Mr. President, said Mr. H., that no-/down to the revenue standard, that gentlemen should al- 
thing that can be now said: will have the slightest effect on} most take their own time for the accomplishment of the 
the votes of gentlemen on the other side; andI know that object. Nor did this proposition involve the slightest sa- 
the House, at this late period of the session, is too impa-j crifice of principle; for it entered into my plan, that the 
tient of delay to admit of protracted discussion on any | debt should spread over several years, so that the duties 
question. Still E indulge the hope that they will consent! should be brought down to the proper point, on the final 
to hear what I promise them shall consist of little more| extinction of that debt. Sir, according to this plan, the 
than a bare statement of my objections to the bill.. F am| manufacturers would have enjoyed an incidental protec- 
opposed to the bill in its present shape, Mr. President, | tion equal to the amount of duties necessary for revenue. 
because it contains all the objectionable features of thel I am not prepared to say how far the reduction on the 
existing tariff. protected articles would, under this system, have been 
It recognises the protecting system as ‘the settled po-| carried. I presume that fifteen or twenty per cent. ad va- 
licy of the country.” Ever since the commencement of| lorem would have been found, eventually, sufficient for 
this system, from the year 1816, nay, from the, beginning | all purposes. ‘This, as it seems to me, would, with charges, 
of the war to the present time, there has always existed freight, and insurance, have amounted to a protection of 
in the actual condition of the country some reason, or a] at least thirty-three and a third per cent.; and it has al- 
plausible excuse, for a system of high duties. During! ways appeared to me that if, with a permanent protec- 
the war we wanted money to carry it on; and after the|tion of one-third of the cost of the article in the home 
peace, the enormous public debt which was left upon our! market, our manufacturers cannot enter into a sucecssfut 
hands -rendered high duties indispensable to enable the competition with the foreign, they must be engaged 
country to. fulfil its obligations. Iwil not say’ that alljin a pursuit most unprofitable to the country, and the 
the- duties imposed were necessary to revenue, but I will | sooner it is abandoned the better forall parties concerned. 
fearlessly assert that, but for the demands on the treasu-! My next objection to this bill is, that it retains the mini- 
ry, the system of high duties, which have acted so power-' mums and the specific duties. Ihave already stated at 
fully for the protection of manufactures, would never large my objection to this feature in the bill, and will not 
have been established, and could not, possibly, have been| now repeat what I then said. I will only here add, as an 
maintainéd for a single year. The successive tariffs of] additional objection, that the minimums and specific du- 
1816,-1824; and 1828, owed their existence to the condi-| ties create a perpetually increasing tax on the articles 
tiot-of the country in relation to the public debt, and the [embraced by them. It requires no argument to show 
manufacturers had very adroitly connected a protection | that a tax of eight cents a yard on cottens costing six- 
‘to their industry with the collection of revenue for the re-| teen cents, which is a tax of only fifty per cent., becomes 
demption of the public faith. But now that the debt is| one hundred per cent. when the article is reduced to 
bout to be paid, and a demand on the treasury for twelve eight cents; and such reductions have, for years past, 
millions of dollars per annum is about to be entirely re [been going on, as we all know, in relation to every arti- 
moved, a new and most interesting question arises, whe-/ cle included under the minimum principle. Y regard the 
ther the protection of manufactures is to be made a dis-} recognition of this odious principle, in the biil now before 
tinct and substantive. object of legislation; and whether/the Senate, as a lasting esiabbshment of the probibitory 
taxes, no.longer necessary for any legitimate public ob-| system in this country. The minimums on cottons were 
ject, are to be levied, merely for the purpose of affording at first introduced for the purpose of encouraging the 
protection -to the manufacturers. It will be seen at a} production of coarse cottons. We are told that it has 
glance: that this question calls upon us to take a new andi been completely successful; that it is no longer necessary 
most important step in the legislation of the country. It]to protection; and yet the system is maintained inviolate, 
will be admitted on all hands that, but for the claims of} because, as gentlemen insist, it has no operation. The 
the manufacturers of woollens, cottons, and iron, the du- | minimums, then, are to be introduced te build up a ma- 
ties on thesé articles would now be reduced to fifteen per | nufacture, and are to be retained to establish a monopoly: 
cent: and if'they are to be. kept up: to fifty, sixty, or for if gentlemen refuse to abolish them in relation te 
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coarse cottons, we can never, hereafter, expect to have 
them abolished in any case whatever. Petes 
Another and most insuperable objection to this bill is, 
that it raises an amount of revenue greatly exceeding the 
wants of the Government. ‘This fact I shall fully establish 
in another part of my argument; but, for the present, as- 
suming it to be incontrovertible, Lobject to the scheme, 
because it necessarily leads to extravagant expenditures— 
to appropriations for unconstitutional purposes--to a dis- 
graceful scramble for the public money, and to an “inju- 
rious dependence, on the part as well of the States as of 
the people, on the Federal Government. It violates the 
cardinal principles of our system, and must, in the end, cor- 
rupt the whole country, and endanger.our free institutions. 
Another and one of my strongest objections to this bill 
is, that it increases the evils of the existing system, by 
aggravating its inequality and injustice. The great 
point of distinction between the friends of the free 
trade and the advocates of the protective system, arises 
. from the different views as to the policy to be pursu- 
ed in relation to the protected and unprotected arti- 
cles. The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Crax] and 
myself, at the commencement of the session, differed irre- 
concilably on this subject. The advocates of the Ameri- 
can system insist that the only proper subjects for federal 
taxation are those foreign articles which enter into com- 
petition with similar articles made or produced within the 
United States, while we at the South contend there is nei- 
ther reason nor justice in subjecting to exorbitant taxation 
every article which we receive from abroad in exchange 
for our productions. ‘The ground of our complaint is, 
that we obtain woollens, cottons, and iron from Europe in 
exchange for our cotton, rice, and tobacco; and when we 
bring them into our own markets for sale in competition 
with similar articles, the fruits of our labor and capital are 
subjected to a discriminating tax of from forty to fifty per 
cent. forthe benefit of the labor and capital of our North- 
ern brethren. This we delieve to be substantially a tax 
on the industry of the South, and a bounty to the industry 
of the North. Itis not my present purpose, sir, said Mr. 
H., to enlarge on this topic, which 1 have endeavored, on 
a former occasion, to explainand enforce; but if there be 
any truth in the argument, it furnishes an insuperable ob- 
jection to this bill, which is so arranged as to throw the 
entire burden of taxation on the protected articles, while 
the unprotected articles are to be admitted duty free. We 
have always insisted that, while duties on the unprotected 
articles, being generally articles of luxury, operate with 
perfect equality on all parts of the country, the duties on 
the protected articles not only operate most unequally 
upon the different sections and the different interests, but 
that they are also of the nature of a double tax—first on the 
imported article, and next by enhancing the price of the 
domestic article. We have heard a good deal of the efforts 
that have been made to relieve the complaints of the South. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cray} declares that no 
man would go further than he would to remove those com- 
plaints, though he believes them to be wholly groundless, 
Sir, the gentleman has frequently made similar declara- 
tions during the present session. As to the gentleman’s 
friendly disposition, I have nothing to say; but Lam bound 
tosay to him in perfect candor, that L have no evidence of 
such disposition in his acts. How far he may be disposed 
to go, | know not; but he certainly has not advanced one 
step, no, not one inch, in furtherance of his declared object. 
Sir, this bill holds out no relief to the South. We 
have never uttered one word of complaint against the 
duties on the unprotected articles; they were imposed for 


revenue; and tu any fair and equal revenue system we dol 


not object. Our complaints have been levelled against 
the duties imposed, not for revenue, but for protection: 
And gentlemen gravely propose to redress our grievancca 


tecting duties untouched. Sir, as to the mighty boon 
conferred, forsooth, by a low duty on negro cloth and 
coarse blankets, I have only to say that gentlemen seem. 
entirely to misunderstand the character of the Southern 
people; they treat us like spoiled children, to be bribed 
with ‘sugar plumis, pleased with a rattle, tickled with a 
toy: But what are the grounds of our complaints? Is it 
that we pay a high tax upon a few articles of negro-cloth- 
ing? No, sir, it is because every articlé which we receive 
from abroad, in exchange ‘for our productions, is enor- 
mously taxed; it is because duties to the amount of from 
forty to fifty per cent. on $40,000,000 of our importations, 
procured by Southern industry, are imposed as a bounty 
to the industry of a more favored section of the Union, 
that we have called in question the justice, the policy, 
and the right of imposing on usa system absolutely fatal 
to our prosperity. And what is the amount of this mighty 
boon to the South? According to an estimate which I 
hold in my hand, the negro cloth, covered by the low duty 
under this bill, will amount to about $239,600; coarse 
blankets, under seventy-five cents, to-about $100,000; 
the saving on which two articles would just amount to 
$112,000; and the share of South Carolina would be just 
about $10,000; a sum quite sufficient, no doubt, in the 
estimation of gentlemen, to bribe her to an acquiescence 
in the American system. š 

I have, sir; still another objection to this bill; it intro- 
duces new and oppressive features in the protecting sys- 
tem. Woollens of every description are to be subjected 
to cash duties; while other articles are to be entitled to 
credits of three and six months. -Why this discrimination? 
Is there any reason or justice in it?. Can there be an 
object in it, but. to discourage the importation of wool- 
lens, and to open a door to a system of discriminating du- 
ties, by which particular articles may be excluded by 
oppressive regulations, at the discretion of Congress? I 
object, sir, likewise, most pointedly, to the diminution of 
the credits, the only effect of which, as it seems to me, 
will be to embarrass commerce, lessen the capital employ- 
ed in trade, and cripple the commercial resources of the 
country, It will, moreover, to a great extent, throw the 
trade into tke hands of the wealthy capitalist, and do an 
irreparable injury to the small importer, the retail dealer. 
Nor can it escape our notice that by this bill new and in- 
quis.torial powers have been granted to the appraisers, p” 

I come now, sir, to the last point on which I propose to 
touch—the trus character and pravtical effects of this 
bill. We are about to arrange a permanent system of re- 
Venue adapted toa state of profound peace, after the total 
extinction of the public debt. To- establish a rate of 
duties now, no higher than those imposed in. 1828, a re- 
duction at least of from twenty to thirty percent. on every’ 
article paying specific duties is indispensables Since 1828, 
there has been a considerable reduction in the prices of 
all the articles embraced in our tariff--a reduction which 
is progressively going on; and it requires no argument 
to show that every reduction of price operates asan in- 
crease of the duty, he duties under the act of 1828 
are, therefore, much higher now than they were when 
that act was imposed. As an illustration of this branch. 
of the subject, I will call the attention. of the Sénate to 
the fact, that when a duty of thirty dollars a ton. wasim- 
posed on rolled iron, it cost eleven pounds sterling, so that’ 
the rate of duty on the article was then fifty-vine per 
cent.; but the same duty now on-such ion at the present 
reduced price would be one hundred and sixty-seven per 
cent, making a difference of one hundred and eight per 
cent. Itis proposed to reduce the duty from thirty-seven 
to thirty dollars per ton, but thirty dollars at. existing 
prices is a much higher daty than thirty-seven dollars in 
1328, The same thing is true of cottons under the mini- 
mum price of thirty-five cents. And every one must 


by taking off ail the revenue daties, and leaving the pro- i know that sixteen gents the square yard on flannels which 
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may be had for twelve cents, is a much higher duty than |half of dollars. To me, however, said Mr. H., it would, 
twenty-two cents a square yard at the former prices of|I confess, be comparatively unimportant whether this bill 
eighteen or: twenty cents; so that every gentleman will lis to effect a reduction of a few hundred thousand dollars 
perceive ‘at: once, that, in taking the tariff of 1828 as the Jon the protected articles, as contended for by the Senator 
standard. -for this bill, the duties will be considerably in-|from Massachusetts, [Mr. WEBSTER, ] or is to increase the 
creased beyond what they were when that act was passed. |duty by an equal amount. Nothing short of a substantial 
The truth is, Mr. President, that there has been a con-|reduction, a reduction to the fair revenue standard, would, 
siderable fall in the price of all manufactured articles, not | have been at all satisfactory to me; a few hundred thou- 
only in this country, but in Europe and throughout the} sand dollars, more or less, in adjusting a revenue of twen- 
world. No mistake can be greater than to suppose that |ty-five or thirty millions, being of very little importance in 
this has been produced by the establishment of manufac- | my estimation. But let us see how the fact stands! The 
tures in this country. It is perfectly absurd to say that;amount of the present duties on the protected articles, 
the introduction of cotton manufactures in this country, |according toa calculation which I hold in my hand, found- 
for instance, to an amount equal to two or three percent. [ed on the ‘* comparative statement” submitted to Cou- 
on the cotton manufactures of Great Britain, could reduce | gress from the treasury.on the 8th May last, is 15,000,000 
the value of the whole of the latter one-half; and yet we |dollars; of this amaunt, it was proposed by the treasury 
know that the cotton manufactures of. England have actu- | scheme to take off taxes from the protected articles to the 
ally fallen fifty per cent. in the price. The truth is that}amount of 5,674,537 dollars. While of the unprotected 
this reduction in prices has fallen indiscriminately on all (articles, amounting to about 9,000,000 dollars, it was pro- 
articles, protected and unprotected; and has resulted from | posed to take off, nominally, 6,416,016 dollars, but, in fact, 
general causes, in operation toa certain extent all over {not more than two millions and a half, ($4,665,750 of the 
the world, such as changesin the currency, improvements |said amount having been already reduced by the acts of 
in machinery, and a diminution in the wages of labor. 1} 1830.) 
hold in my hand, sir, said Mr. H., an official document, So far, therefore, as the unprotected articles are em- 
showing the extent of the reduction of prices of manu- |braced in this “statement,” it cannot, of course, be made 
factured goods of every description in Great Britain, be- |the basis of our calculations, because, as any one will see, 
tween the years 1811 and 1829; an examination of which | who will look at that statement, it gives six millions as the 
will satisfy gentlemen of the true state of the case. Mr. amount to be reduced on these articles; whereas four mil- 
H. here read from the table the following abstract: lions of that amount had already been taken off from salt, 
coffee, cocoa, molasses, and teas, under the act of May, 
1830, and, of course, cannot be considered as furnishing 
any part of the present duties to be reduced under any 
bill to be now passed.* But, so far as the protected arti- 
cles are concerned, I presume there can be no objection 
to our proceeding on the basis of the treasury statement, 
no reduction of the duties on these articles having taken 
place since 1828, 

The whole amount of reduction proposed from the pre- 
sent duties by the plan of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
was as follows, viz. 


Manufactures and produce of Great Britain. 


Years. Official value, Declared or ac- Relative 
tual value, proportion. 


1811 £21,723, 532 £30,850,618 100—141 
1829 £55,465,723 £35,212,873 100— 64 
Onthe whole, equal to about forty-five per cent. reduction. 
Of the articles embraced in the above tables, it fur- 
ther appears, sir, that the cotton manufactures have 
fallen ~ - - - - - - 55 per cent. 
Woollen manufactures - - : - 32 
Linen do. - - - - 45 
Silk _ do. - - - - 55 
And.I hardly think, said Mr. H., that any one will seri- 
ously contend that these reductions in prices in England 
have been produced by American competition! 
Let us now, Mr. President, examine the last, and, I must 
-think, an insuperable objection to this bill. I mean its 
effect upon the revenue. From an attentive examination 
of its provisions, I am perfectly satisfied that it makes no 
reduction whatever on the entire class of protected arti- 
cles, and that whatever reduction is to effected by it, must 
be produced only by the abolition of the duties on the 
unprotected articles. I will go further, and state my con- 


Estimated amount Proposed re- 
of duties. duction. 


Protected articies, ~- - $15,935,734 $5,731,979 
Unprotected articles, - 8,627,970 6,012,765 
Free articles, (partly ofeach,) 1,155,357 1,135,357 


$25,699,061 $10,880,101 


* This is explained as follows: By the treasury state- 
ment, the amount of the reduction on the following arti- 
cles is stated as follows, estimated on the duties in force 
prior to 1830, viz. 

Proposed reduction. 


viction that on the. protected articles the aggregate of Salt, - - - - - - $806,127 
` the ditties would be increased, and not diminished, by this Coffee, - = - - - 2,516,971 
bill. . This I will endeavor to show, not by instituting a Cocoa, - - - - ~- . 51,649 
comparison between the bjll as it came from the other Molasses, - =- > Z = s 418,707 
House, and as it now stands, but hy,comparing it with the Teas, - a E 2,821,562 
tariff of 1828, i —— 
Mr. President, I do not profess to be very skilful in $6,416,016 


figures, nor can I rely entirely on the accuracy of calcula-| But of this amount, $4,665,730 had been already re- 
tions which have been very hastily made. I have looked | duced, under the acts of 70th and 29th of May, 1830, viz. 


into the provisions of this bill, however, as carefully as}on Salt, - - - a $537,414 
the shortness of the time would permit, and, to satisfy my- Coffee, - - - - - 2,059,529 
selfthat 1 have fallen ‘into no material errors, have con- Cocoa, - - - 2 z 26,524 
sulted several persons on whose accuracy I have the most Molasses, - - - - - 418,707 
entire reliance; one of them a gentleman of high charac- Teas, - - - - - 1,623,746 
ter and a skilful accountant, now a member of the other = 

House.’ All of these gentlemen have concurred in the $4,665,750 


general result, that the bill, as it came from the House,| + Of this sum, $4,665,750 being already reduced, as 
and, much more, as it now stands, actually increases the] above mentioned, leaves the amount of actual reduction, 
existing duties on the protected articles to an amount vari- | $6,416,016. Some articles, unimportant in amount, are 
ously estimated at from half a million to a million and al here omitted. , 
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Now, by the bill before the Senate, a sum exceeding) Cotton bagging, 


the whole amount of the proposed reduction on the pro- 
tected articles, as above mentioned, is stricken out, while 
on the unprotected articles there is added to the proposed 
reduction of the Treasury Department the following 
items, viz. 

On tea and coffee, (now made free, ) a further 


reduction of - - - - - $337,251 
Wines and silks, estimated at  - - - 1,100,000 
Other small articles, - - - - ~ 50,000 
$1,487,251 


To which add the utmost possible reduction on 
such articles under Mr. McLane’s bill, say 2,500,000 
And we have $3,987,251 
as the probable amount of reduction under the present 
bill on the unprotected articles.* 

Now, if it were true that there was an actual reduction 
on the protected articles of $500,000 as alleged, (instead 
of an increase, as I believe, of at least $1,000,000, ) Iagain 
ask, would such a pitiful reduction as this afford any com- 

_pensation for this glaring inequality of taxation, in respect 
to the protected and unprotected articles? Whatever 
might be the opinions of others, for myself I would say, 
I should consider such a reduction as amounting to nothing. 
Jam far from admitting, however, that there is actually a 
reduction of half a million, or any reduction at all, on the 
protected articles. I do firmly believe, and will attempt 
to show, that the whole amount of taxes on these articles 
had been considerably increased. To prove this, I will 
now enter into a brief examination of the provisions of 
this bill, and compare them with the existing law. He 
would take as the basis of his calculations the ‘*compara- 
tive statement” before alluded to. Here is an account 
made up with some care from this comparative statement. 
Tt had been carefully corrected by an accurate accountant, 
and [have no doubt that it is sufficiently correct for all 
practical purposes. 


Protected articles, viz. such as come into competition with ar- 
ticles made or produced in the United States. 
Amount of duties Amount pro- 


in 1830, posed to be 
taken off by 
Mr. MeLane’s 

bill. 
Woollens, of all descriptions, $2,626,261 $1,220,670 
Cottons, - - - - 3,381,358 260,288 
Tron, manufactured, - - 1,047,935 125,394 


Do. bar, rolled, hammered, and 
steel, - - 

» Hemp and flax, manufactures of, 1, 

Japanned tin, plated, leather, 
gilt, brass, pewter, leaden 
wares, do. of wood and mar- 


985,747 
026, 526 


183,694 
93,321 


ble, - . - - 358,188 59,273 
Porcelain, china, earthen and 

stone ware, - - - 276,993 25,181 
Glassware, - - - - 124,097 24, 502 


* Toshow that the amount of the reduction of the du- 
ties on the unprotected articles is not here underrated, re- 
ference is made to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, made to the Senate on the 18th April, which 
(after correcting an error in summing up) shows that the 
whole reduction in such articles, under Mr. Dicexerson’s 


bill, was only - - x E - - $1,668,016 
(See Senate’s document 125.) 
Add further reduction as above, - - 1,487,251 


' And we have only - $3,152,267 
Making, together, a reduction on the unprotected articles 
of about four millions. 
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= - 24,030 10,321 

Sugar,  - a = o- 2,673,558 445,574 
Salt, - - > - - 1,074,829- 806, 127 
Wool, - - - - ~ 80,064: 64,397 
Spirits, - - - -  -. 1,031,348 no reduction 
Coal, - - - - 98,408 no reduction 
Paper, «~ ž = E 100,557 no reduction 


179,736 


$15,089,635 ` $3,400,441 


Add the following articles propósed to be admitted duty 
free: 


Leghorn hats, 


< 81,699 


Quills, - - - - $4,376 $4,376 
Hair clotbs, - - - 8,360 8,360 
Bolting cloths, -~ - - 1,566 1,566 
Quicksilver, - = - 51,837 51,837 
Brass, in plates, - - - 1,750 1,750 
Tin, in do. - - - 4,429 4,429 
Indigo, - - - - 185,347 185,347 
Corks, - - - - 16,467 16,467 

$15,363,767 $3,674,537 


It, thus appears, that, of the articles above mentioned, 
paying duties to the amount of $15,563,767, it was propos- 
ed by the Secretary of the Treasury to take off taxes to 
the amount of $3,674,537. Now, how stands the bill be- 
fore the Senate in reference to those very articles? Let 
us see: ? 

Woollens, no reduction, duty increased by 174,214 
dollars. 

Cottons, no reduction, byt duty 
dollars, i 

Iron manufactures, and bar, rolled, and steel, no reduc- 
tion, duties increased by 140,912 dollars. 

Hemp and flax, manufactures of, no reduction. 

Leaden, wooden, japanned, and tin ware, &c. (see list 
above, ) no reduction, increased amount unknown. 

Porcelain, china, and earthenware, no reduction, 

Glassware, no reduction. 

Cotton bagging, a reduction nearly nominal. 

Cordage, &c., no reduction. 

Sugar, no reduction. 

Salt, no reduction. 

Spirits, no reduction. 

Coal, no reduction. 

Paper, no reduction. 

Leghorn and other hats, no reduction. ; : 
Quills, hair cloths, quicksilver, brass and tin in plates, 
indigo, corks, musical instruments, yarn, and a variety of 
other articles, no reduction. To which may be added 
cash duties, diminished credits, and change in the pound 
sterling, operating on the great mass of our imports to the 

‘amount of from eleven to thirteen per cent. 

These articles, with the exception of the three first, 
(woollens, cottons, and iron,) all speak for themselves, 
With regard to these, I will show: how F arrive at the con- 
clusion that the bill before us proposes to increase the 
dutics upon them. 

I will begin with woollens. On this article Mr. McLane 
proposed to take off duties to the amount of $1,220,670, 
The whole quantity of woollens is estimated at $5,857,225, 
the duties at $2,626,261, being an average rate of duty of 
48 per cent. Now Mr. McLane proposed to:effect this 
reduction of $1,220,670, as follows: 

On all woollens under 50 cents, 10 per centad valorem, 

On worsted stuff goods, &c. 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

On all other manufactures of wool, 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

Now, what is proposed in this bill? 

On plains, kerseys, and Kendal cottons, (weighing 16 
ounces, and under 35 cents the square yard,) 5 per cent. 

Worsted goods, &e. 10 per cent. 


increased 111,661 
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blankets, ): 57 per cent, . 

Here, then, it will be seen at once, that, on the great 
thass ‘of woollens, the duties on which, under the existing 
law; average, according to the treasury statement, forty- 
eight pef ¢ent., and which Mr. McLane put at thirty per 
eent the duiy is increased to fifty-seven per cent., being 
twenty-seven beyond the duty proposed by Mr. McLane, 
and nine per cent. beyond the present duty Itis true, 
negro cloths, which Mr. McLane set down at ten per cent., 
are here put at five per cent.; but Mr. McLane’s plan em- 
braced all woollens under fifty cents, whereas this bill is con- 
fined to *‘plains, kerseys, and Kendal cottons, under thirty- 
five cents,” which, I am assured by those who profess to 


On all ther manufactures of wool, (except a few coarse 


understand the subject, will not embrace one-third part of 


the “coarse woollens under fifty cents.” If so, the entire 
reduction on these negro cloths will not exceed $100,000. 

The saving on the worsted will, 1 am told, be counter- 
balanced by the enhanced duty on some other descriptions 
of cloths, and gn negro and other coarse hats. Against 
these reductions are to be charged twenty-seven percent. 
increase on the great mass of woullens, to which must be 
added at least five per cent. for the cash duties, and eight 
per cent. for the change in the calculation of the pound 
sterling from $4 44 to $4 80. If there be no error in my 
arithmetic, we will, on these data, have, instead of a reduc- 
tion, an increase. of the duties on woollens equal to at least 
$174,214. Any gentleman can make the calculation for 

„himself. Lam confirmed in my conclusion, by the fact that 
several persons who have made the calculation have, by a 
different process, arrived at the same result. By one cal- 
culation, which I have before me, the increase of the duty 
on woollens is shown to be $250,000. 

On cotton the calculation is much more simple. Ac- 
cording to the treasury statement, the value of cottons is 
estimated at $7,864,618; the duty at $3,381,358; pro- 
posed saving at 260,288. Now, the bill before us makes 
no alteration in the treasury plan with respect to cottons. 


Assuming, then, the saving to be as above stated, $260,000, | 


we have, as aset off against this reduction, the diminished 


credits equal to near turee per cent., and in the change | 


in the pound sterling equal to eight per cent.; making, to- 
gether, eleven per cent. on the amount of the duty. This, 
according to my calculation, will exceed the estimated 
saving by $111,661. 


A practical man, intimately acquainted with the subject, 
writes me, that ‘these provisos will double the duty on 
hardware made of common sized iron,” and he estimates 
the amount of the increased duty on hardware at upwards 
of five hundred thousand dollars. wo 

But take it at half of that amount, and we have an in- 
crease of the duty on iron, and manufactures of iron, of 
140,912 dollars: i i 

The account, then, according to my estimate, would 
stand thus: ; 

Increase of the duty on the protected articles under 
this bill— 


On woollens, - Š s - 174,214 
On cottons, - = - - 111,661 
On iron, as above, > - - 140,912 
The increase on other articles cannot be esti- 

mated at less than z 3 zj 100,000 
Add for the change in the value of the pound 

sterling, and the shortened credits on articles 

other than woollens, cottons, and iron, at least 500,000 

| And we have an increase of $ È 1,026,787 


It is vain and idle for gentlemen to tell us, in general 
| terms, that this bill is to reduce the duties four, five, eight, 
or ten millions. Let them give us a bill of particulars; 
|show us the items; point out the articles on which the re- 
i duction is to take place, and let them explain how it is to 
| be effected. The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, in his exposition of this subject, shows that the 
official treasury estimate of the reduction to be effected, 
under this bill, as reported from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, was on woollens, cottons, iron, and the great mass 
of the protected articles, only 844,000 dollars, and that the 
| whole amount of the proposed reduction was only 4,177,000 
‘dollars. 

Now, we all know that a large amount of this proposed 
‘reduction was stricken out in the House. That distin- 
{guished gentleman has given us statements, showing that, 
in the shape in which the bill passed the House, the esti- 
| mated increase of the duties on the protected articles was 
1,406,000 dollars, while the estimated reduction on the 
| unprotected articles was 3,780,000 dollars. If gentlemen 
| will turn to the treasury statement, No. 125 of the Senate’s 
idocuments, they will find that the whole amount of sav- 
jing on the articles proposed to be admitted duty free un- 


Iron and the manufactures of iron and steel consist of der the bill reported by the Committee on Manufactures of 


| too. great a variety of articles to enable me to do more 
- than -to submit a mere general statement in relation to 
them." 

=! Ofthese articles, which I shall consider under one head, 
the ‘treasury valuation is $5,638,736; duties, $2,053,682; 
estimated saving, $309,088. Against this sum is to be put 
the diminished credits, and the pound sterling, equal to 
about $200,000; to which is to be added an enormous in- 
crease. of duties on a great variety of articles of hardware, 


ithis House was only $1,668,010. Add to this every free 
jarticle since added to the list, and the further reduction 
[on silks and wines, and even the two or three hundred thou- 
[and dollars which gentlemen say has been taken off of 
the protected articles, and what will they amount to? 
Thus, then, it will be seen that the whole amount of 
jthe reduction proposed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on the protected articles, has been stricken out, and that 
more than a million has been added to the existing duties 


under the provisos in tie 10th, 12th, and 13th members of jon those articles. But, for all this, we are told that we are to 


the 2d section of the bill, which carry up.the duties on all 
manufactures of iron as high as the raw material; thus 
changing ad valorem duties of from twenty-five to forty 
per cent. to specific duties, ranging from one and two hun- 
dred, up to three, and even four hundred per cent. I have 

‘already given to the Senate several examples of the effect 
of these provisos. I will repeat one or two of them. 

On an invoice of trace chains, the present duty on which, 
at twenty-five per cent., amounted only to $69, the duty 
under this bill (at 3 cents per 1b.) will amount to $198. 

On a parcel of knitting needles now paying duty of 
$1 90, the proposed duty will be $9. : 

On an invoice of bed screws, costing $53, and paying 
duties under the existing laws of only $14, the duty under 
this bill will be $67. 

These cases have been furnished from the most ungues- 
tionable sources. i 


be remunerated by a stili greater reduction on the unpro- 
tected articles. Now, assuming the reduction on the un- 
protected articles proposed by the treasury to be as before 
i stated. - - $2,500,000 
| The following are the further reductions em- 
i braced in this bill, viz. 


On teas and coffee, free, - - - 537,251 , 
| Wines and silks, further reduced, - - 1,100,000 
1 
| 

$3,957,251 


| Making the total reduction on the unprotected articles, 
jin round numbers, about four millions of dollars, estimated 
{on thé receipts of 1850. 

| From which, if we deduct the assumed increase on the 
{protected articles as about $1,000,000, we have, as the 
amount of actual reduction under this bill, three millions, 
jand no more. If the present revenue be estimated at the 
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ceipts of the year 1831, viz: $28,525,000, ot atthe amendments as were disagreed to by the House. The 
eceipt of the Jast year upwards, of $30,000,000, or} points in dispute, however, were very few, and. not of 


tial r 


at the average receipts of the last five years, the result,| much importance. ` E ‘ 
after making eyery allowance, will give a clear revenue ofj. ` The following were the only material items: 
upwards'o millions of dollars, and leave eight or| . Ist. The fifty-seven per cent. on woollens, passed by 


the Senate, was réduced to fifty per cent. as proposed by 
ment. 3 the House. - ` k s: 

Having taken Mr. McLane’s estimated reduction as the}, 2d. Sail duck was left, as proposed by the House, at 
basis of all my calculations, 1 have not noticed the repeal] fifteen per cent. : a 
of the ten and twenty per cent. in the valuation of foreign} 3d. Cotton bagging was left at three and a half cents, 
goods, these having been deducted in the treasury esti-| as passed by the House, instead of four cents. 
mates. In making this comparison, I beg not to be un-| 4th. Sugar was left at two anda half cents, as proposed 
derstood as expressing any approbation of the treasury| by the House, instead of being left at three cents, the pre- 
scheme. That scheme proposed to make a reduction onj sent duty. ; a : 
the present duties of between six and seven millions of} Calculated even on this basis, Mr. McDurrrz estimated 
dollars, which, according to any fair estimate of the pre-} the increase of duty on the protected articles at $1,406,000 
sent and future revenue of the country, would have left a| beyond the present tariff. Making allowance for the fall 
surplus in the treasury beyond the wants of the country| of prices, it cannot be doubted that the duties now impos- 
of from 6,000,000 to $8,000,000. The proposed redtc-| ed are much greater, ad valorem, than they were in 1828, 
tion was not only too small, but it was made in much] without taking into account the cash duties, or change in 
too great a proportion on the unprotected articles, and, | the pound sterling. / ; 
being expressly announced as a final arrangement of the} ` Mr. BROWN said, before the question was taken on 
system, was altogether inadmissible. On iron the duties| the final passage of the bill then under consideration, he 
ran up to above one hundred per cent.; on coarse cottons] felt that it was due to those whom he had the honor in 
to a still greater amount; and'on every other article the] part to represent in that body, and likewise to himself, 
duties were still higher. But, bad as was the scheme of| to explain the motives which, on the most deliberate consi- 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the bill from the House|deration, would induce him to vote in opposition to the 
was much worse, and this is infinitely the worst of all, bill. This he would do in a very few words. ` If the 

In conclusion, Mr. H. said that to his mind it was per-| question had been brought to the consideration of the Se- 
fectly clear that this bill, in its present shape, had not aj nate, in the form of a bill, at an earlier period of the ses- 
single feature to recommend it to the favor of any but the] sion, he should have availed himself of the occasion to have 
fast friends of the American system. It is neither more| expressed his views generally on a subject of such deep 
nor less than the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky | and momentous interest to the country. To consume time 
reduced to the form of a law. It takes off the duties al-|in unprofitable discussion at that advanced period of the 
together from almost the entire mass of the unprotected] session, would be as little in accordance with his feelings 
artitles, such as tea, coffee, spices, fruits, and a hundred| as it would be respectful to the body which he addressed.. 
other articles of luxury, and reduces them to almost no-| He had felt the most anxious solicitude that some adjust- 
thing on silks and wines, while it leaves the protected ar-| ment of this question, dictated by a spirit of conciliation, 
ticles almost untouched, or with additional burdens thrown] should be made before the adjournment of Congress. In- 
upon them. Jn this view of the case, it affords no relief| fluenced by a spirit of that kind, he had come to the de- 
whatever to the South. lt only aggravates the injustice] termination to vote for the bill which had passed the House 
of which we complain. It throws the whole burden of| of Representatives, unless made more objectionable by 
federal taxation on the very articles the duties upon which} amendments in the Senate. He admitted that the bill, 
operate as a tax on Southern capital and labor, and as afas it came from the House of Representatives, stopped 
bounty upon the industry and capital of another section of] far, very far, short of reducing the revenue to that 
the Union. The passage of such a bill as this would only| standard which the condition of our fiscal affairs required, 
be regarded as the consummation of the protecting policy.| and which justice to a large portion of the Union de- 
It leaves no hope for the future. 1t must rivet upon the| manded. But it proposed a reduction, and, from thé best 
country, irretrievably and forever, a system which he did] examination he had been able to give to the subject, a 
most conscientiously believe was hostile to the general| substantial reduction, on a number of articles which enter: 
welfare-—utterly unconstitutional—and destructive of the] ed extensively into the consumption of the whole agricul-, 
best interests and dearest rights of the plantation States. | tural portion of the Southern States. It had been said by 
The gentleman from Kentucky had expressed a hope--| one honorable Senator, in the course of this debate, that 
doubtless most sincerely entertained-—that the South| voting for the bill, as it came from the House, would con- 
would receive this bill as a peace-offering, founded on} cede the constitutional right of the Government to protect 
concession and compromise; and he had kindly tendered} manufactures. He [Mr. B.] viewed the subject in a very 
his advice that we should go home, and say to our consti-| different light. He had yet to learn upon what principle it 
tuents that we had accomplished all that we had aright to] was unconstitutional to vote for a bill diminishing the bur- 
expect; that our grievances were redressed; and thus the} dens of his constituents, and the effect of which would be 
country would be once more restored to harmony and|to mitigate the evils of the system. In éxptessing his 
peace. Let me tell that gentleman, sir, that if, with my|intention to vote for the bill as it came from the House, 
convictions of the true character of this bill, I could go toj he wished it to be distinctly understood that he should 
my constituents with such language on my lips, I should} not have supported it as a measure of compromise. They 
go home ‘witha lie in.my mouth.” No, sir! when I] had no authority to compromise the rights of their consti- 
speak on such a subject, I shall speak the honest con-|tuents on great questions deeply affecting their interests. 
victions of my mind; and shall be constrained, how-| Nor would he, if be possessed the authority, exercise it in 
ever reluctantly, to declare, as I now do in the presence} reference to this question. i 
of this House, my country, and my God, that the Ameri-| He was hostile, on principle, to the whole protecting 
can system has become the settled policy of the country;] system; and, while he was honored with a seat in that body, 
that the hopes of the South are at an end; and, as far as| he would contribute his humble efforts, on all proper oc- 
their prosperity is dependent on federal legislation, their] casions, to eradicate from our laws a principle which he 
ruin sealed. believed incompatible with the enlightened spirit of the 

Nors.—The Senate finally receded from such of their| age, and of free Government. This much he had deemed 


Vou. VILI.—-77 


ten millions’ the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
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it his duty to say in reference to the bill as it came from 
the House. He would now assign, in a very few words, the 
reasons which would influence him to vote against it, as 
amended by the Senate. -The amendments had, “in his 
opinion, destroyed whatever of value was contained in the 
bill, by increasing the duties on the protected articles; and 
he viewed its passage, in its present shape, as substan- 
tially re-enacting some of the most obnoxious features of 
the tariff of 1828. f 

He must be permitted, with great deference to the 
opinions of the majority of the Senate who thought differ- 
ently, to express his regret that any addition had been 
made to the rate of duties proposed by the bill from the 
House of Representatives. To that body the constitution 
had peculiarly given the power to originate bills on the 
delicate and interesting question of taxation. It emanated 
directly from the great body of the people, and was pre- 
sumed to represent fairly their wishes in relation to that 
subject; and it had, by a most decided majority, expressed 
its opinion in favor of a reduction of duties. 

The extraordinary spectacle was presented in our coun- 
try of continuing a system of unjust and oppressive taxa- 
tion, not called for by the exigencies of the nation, but to 
benefit a few monopolists. He hoped that the justice, in- 
telligence, and patriotism ofthe people would correct this 
evil, and save the Union from the disastrous consequences 
which were likely to result from persevering in such a 
system. 

Mr. CLAY made a few remarks in reply, when 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed by the 
following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, 
Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, 
Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—32. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, 
Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White.—16. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate then proceeded to 
consider the resolution from the House, appointing this 
day for the day of adjournment. 

Mr. CLAY moved to amend the resolution by striking 
out ‘ 9th” and inserting ‘* 16th.” 

Mr. GRUNDY suggested Thursday as the best day for 
adjournment, and proposed that the Senate should disa- 
gree to the resolution from the House, and that he would 
then lay a resolution on the table to adjourn on Thursday, 
which might lie on the table until to-morrow. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that there was an important 
measure under the consideration of the Executive, which 
he was not compelled to return to this House in less than 
ten days, (Sundays excluded.) He therefore suggested 
to insert Tuesday, the 17th. 

Mr. CLAY moved to strike out the word ‘*ninth,” and 
said he should then move to lay the resolution on the table 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. WEBSTER moved to lay the whole subject on the 
table. Negatived—yeas 19, nays 27. 

_ Mr. GRUNDY stated that the fixing of Tuesday was 
holding’ out the idea that Congress would not adjourn 
until the message expected from the President shall be 
received, and that he could not vote for it. 

Mr. CLAY said that the city was full of rumors; and 
although gentlemen who voted against the great measure 
to which he referred, might find no difficulty in making 
their peace with their constituents, gentlemen on the other 
side would be placed in an awkward situation. 

Mr. MANGUM said he had no fear that any attempt 
would be made in any quarter to evade proper responsi- 


bility. He thought that such evasion would be disreputa- 
ble, and he would vote with those who desired the full ten 
days to be allowed to the President. 

The motion to strike’ out the 9th, and insert the 16th, 
was then agreed to; and the resolution, as amended, was 
concurred in. ~ ‘ 3 


Tursbar, Juy 10. 
THE BANK VETO. 


A message was received from the President of the 
United States, by the hands of Mr. Donelson, his private 
Secretary, returning the act to modify and continue the 
act to incorporate the subseribers to the Bank of the 
United States, with his objections to the same. [See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. WEBSTER said that the constitution made it the 
duty of the House to which such communication was 
made, on receipt of it, to cause it to be recorded at length 
on its journals, and then solemnly to take the question 
whether the act shall become a law, the President’s ob- 
jjections to the contrary notwithstanding. The constitu- 
tion prescribes that the House shall proceed to this de- 
cision thereupon. It was the practice of Congress to 
give a proper time for the transcript of the message, and 
for a respectful consideration of the subject. In cases of 
less importance, it was the custom to proceed immediately 
to the decision. But, inthis case, it was respectful te 
the President, to the length of the paper which had been 
read, to the high character of the various topics which it 
embraced, and to the general importance of the subject, 
that the Senate should assign such day and hour for tak- 
ing the message into consideration, as would be agreea- 
ble under the existing circumstances. Presuming that 
the presiding officer would direct the message to be en- 
tered on the journals, he would now move to postpone 
the further consideration of this communication until 
eleven o’clock to-morrow, [to-day.] 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Senate disposed of a number of bills, without de- 
bate, and then spent the remainder of the day in execu- 
tive business. 


Wepxespayr, Jury Li. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the message 
from the House of Representatives, agreeing to some, 
and disagreeing to other of the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill to alter and amend the act imposing duties 
on imports. 

Mr. WILKINS moved that the Senate now ask a con- 
ference of the House of Representatives, and that a com- 
mittee be appointed to confer with such committee as 
may be appointed by the House. His object was to do 
every thing which could be done to reconcile the differ- 
ences between the two Houses. His idea was to ask for 
a conference; and, in the mean time, to retain the bill in 
the Senate, so that, afterwards, the Senate might either 
recede or insist. 

Mr. DICKERSON seconded the motion. It was his 
wish that the session should not pass away without the 
passage of this bill; and he thought this object more like- 
ly to be obtained if a conference were to be held in this 
stage, rather than after the Senate should have insisted on 
their amendments. It would be more likely now to be 
productive of good feeling. 

Mr. CLAY considered the motion to be strictly in order. 
He considered’ that a conference might be held in every 
stage of the disagreement. He was of opinion, however, 
that the best mode would be to take the question first on 
insisting on the amendments. Butas the chairman of the 


* 


1221 OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS. 1222 


Sony 11,1832.) 


The Bank Veto. l i i (SENATE, 


Committee on Manufactures had assented to the other bill having been thus passed by both Houses, and having 


«course, he could not have any objection. l no 
“. Mr. KING was of opinion that the course ‘prescribed 
by this motion, although in order, was unusual; and he 
had a preference for the ordinary course. _ : 

Mr. WEBSTER was of opinion that, with a view to 
economy of time, it might be better to take the confer- 
ence course, in order to diminish the points of difference. 
He hoped, therefore, that the motion would be adopted. 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. HAYNE opposed the motion. 

Mr. CLAYTON stated that he should vote in its favor. 
He considered the bill endangered if the two Houses 
should fail to agree to these améndments.: “If the ques- 
tion were first taken on a motion to recede or insist, the 
opinions of Senators would be committed, and the proba- 
bility of agreement would thus be weakened. All, there- 
fore, who felt a desire for an adjustment of the tariff at 
this session, should vote in favor of the motion. 

Mr. CHAMBERS took a similar view. - He thought 
that, by having a conference now, the differences which 
existed might be settled in a spirit of compromise. He 
wished the country to know that there were individuals in 
the Senate who were disposed to make, every effort to 
obtain an adjustment. oe 

Mr. GRUNDY thought it would be the preferable mode 
to take the question first on a motion to recede or insist, 
and let the conference follow. ' 

Aftera few remarks from Mr. POINDEXTER in favor of, 
and Mr. FORSYTH against the motion, the latter moved 
to Jay the bill and amendments on the table. Negatived, 
as follows: 

YEA8.—~Messrs. Benton, Clay, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Ilolmes, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Smith, Tazewell, Tyler, Waggaman, White. 
~-19, 

NAYS.-~Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Scy- 
mowr, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Web- 
ater, Wilkins.——29, i 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. 
Winxtys, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—-26. 

NAYs.—-Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, 
Miller, Moore, Robinson, Smith, ‘Tazewell, Tipton, 
Troup, Tyler, White. —21. k 

So the motion was agreed to, and the following mem- 
bers appointed to compose the committee, viz. 

Messrs. WILKINS, Dickerson, and HAYNE. 

THE BANK VETO. 

The hour of eleven having arrived, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for renewing and 
modifying the charter of the Bank of the United States, 
with the message of the President of the United States, 
assigning his reasons for refusing to approve and sign the 
same. And the question being on passing the bill, said 
objections notwithstanding. ` 

Mr. WEBSTER rose, and addressed the Senate as 
follows: 

Mr. President, no one will deny the high importance of 
the subject now before us. Gongress, after full delibera- 
tion and discussion, has passed a bill for extending the 
duration of the Bank of the United States, by decisive 
majorities in both Houses. It has adopted ghis measure 
not until its attention had been called to the subject in 
three successive annual messages of the President. The 


been duly presented to the President, instead of signing 
and approving it, he has returned it with objections.. 
These objections go against the whole substance of the 
law originally creating’ the bank. They deny, in effect, 
that the bank is constitational;. they deny that it is expe- 
dient; they deny that it is necessary for the public service, 

It is not to be doubted ‘that the’ constitution gives the 
President the. power which-he has. now. exércised; but, 
while the. power Js admitted, the grounds-upon which it 
has been exerted become fit subjects of examination, 
The constitution makes it the duty of Congress, in cases 
like this, to reconsider the measure. which they. have 
passed, to weigh the force of the President’s objections 
to that measure, and to take a new vote upon the question. 

Before the Senate proceeds to this second vote, I pro- 
pose to maké some remarks upon these objections. And, 
in the first place, it is to be observed that they are such 
as to extinguish all hope that the present bank, or any: 
bank at all resembling it, or resembling any known simi, 
lar institution, can ever receive his approbation. He 
states no terms, no qualifications, no conditions, no modi- 
fications, which can reconcile him to the essential pro- 
visions of the existing charter. He is against the bank, 
and against any bank constituted in a manner known either _ 
to this or any other country. One advantage, therefore, , 
is certainly obtained by presenting him the bill. It‘has 
caused his sentiments to be made known. There is no 
longer any mystery, no longer a contest between hope and ` 
fear, or between those prophets who predicted a veto, . 
and those who foretold an approval.. The bill-is nega- 
tived;, the President has assumed the responsibility of 
putting an end to the bank; and the country must prepare 
itself to meet that change in its concerns, which the ex- 
piration of the charter will produce. Mr. President, I 
will not conceal my opinion that the affairs of this coun-.” 
try are approaching an important and dangerous crisis. -` 
At the very moment of almost unparalleled general pros- 
perity, there appears an unaccountable disposition to 
destroy the most useful and most approved institutions of 
the Government. Indeed, it seems to be in the midst of 
all this national happiness, that some are found openly to 
question the advantages of the constitution itself; and 
many more ready to embarrass the exercise of its just. 
power, weaken its authority, and undermine its founda- 
tions. How far these notions may be carried, it isimpossi- 
ble yet to say. We have before us the practical result of 
one of them. The bank has fallen, or is to fall. 

It is now certain that, without a change in our public 
councils, this bank will not be continued, nor will any other 
be established, which, according to the general sense and 
language of mankind, can be entitled to the name. In- 
three years and nine months from the. present moment, 
the charter of the bank expires; within that period, 
therefore, it must wind up its concerns, It must call in 
its debts, withdraw its bills from circulation, and cease 
from all its ordinary operations. Al this is to be done in 
three years and nine months; because, although there is a 
provision in the charter rendering it lawful to use the 
corporate name for two years after the expiration of the 
charter, yet this is allowed only for the purpose of suits, 
and for the sale of the estate belonging to the bank, and 
for no other purpose whatever. The whole active busi- 
ness of the bank, its custody of public deposites, its trans- 
fers of‘public moneys, its dealing in exchange, all its loans 
and discounts, and all its issues of bills for circulation, 
must cease.and determine on or before the 3d day of 
March, 1836; and, within the same period, its debts must 
be collected, as no new contract can be made with it, as 
a corporation, for the renewal of loans, or discount of 
notes or bills, after that time. 

- The President is of opinon that this time is long enough 
to close the concerns of the institution without inconye- 
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nience. His languageis: ‘The time allowed the bank to 
close its concerns is ample, and, if it has. been well man- 
aged, its pressure will be light, and heavy only ‘in case its 
management, has been bad. If; therefore, it shall produce 
distress, the fault will be its own.” Sir, this is all no more 
than general statement, without fact or argument to sup- 
port it. We know what the management of the bank 
has been, and we know the present state of its affairs. 
We can judge, therefore, whether it be probable that its 
capital can be all called in, and the circulation of its bills 
withdrawn, in three years and nine months, by any dis- 
cretion or prudence in management, without producing 
distress: The bank has discounted liberally, in compliance 
with the wants of the community. The amount due to it 
on loans and’ discounts, in certain large divisions of the 
country, is great; so great, that I do not perceive how any 
man can believe that it can be paid within the time now 
limited, without distress. Let us look at known facts. 
Thirty millions of the capital of the bank are*now out, on 
loans and discounts, in the States on the Mississippi dnd its 
waters: ten of these millions on the discount of bills of 
exchange, foreign and domestic, and twenty millions loan- 
ed on promissory notes. Now, sir, how is it possible that 
this; vast amount can be collected in so short a period, 
without suffering, by any management whatever? We 
_ are toremember that when the collection of this debt be- 
gins, at that same time the existing medium of payment, 
“that is, the circulation of the bills of the bank, will begin 
also to be restrained and withdrawn, and thus the means 
“of payment must be limited just when the necessity of 
-Making payment becomes pressing. The whole debt is 
to be paid, and within the same time the whole circulation 
withdrawn. 
The local banks, where there are such, will be able to 
‘afford ‘little assistance; because they themselves will feel 
a full share of the pressure. They will not be in a con- 
dition to extend their discounts; but, in all probability, 
obliged to curtail them. Whence, then, are the means 
to come for paying this debt, and in what medium is 
payment to be made? If all this may be done, with but 
slight pressure on the community, what course of conduct 
is to accomplish it? How is it tobe done? What other 
thirty millions are to supply the place of these thirty mil- 
lions, now tobe called in? What other circulation or 
medium of payment is to be adopted, in the place of 
the bills of the bank? The message, following a singu- 
lar strain of argument. which had been used in this 
House, has a loud lamentation upon the suffering of the 
Western States, on account of their being obliged to pay 
even interest on this debt. This payment of interest is, 
itself, represented as cxhausting their means, and ruinous 
to their prosperity. But if the interest cannot be paid 
without pressure, can both interest and principal be paid 
in four years without pressure? The truth is, the interest 
has been paid, is paid, and may continue to be paid, 
without any pressure. at all; because the money borrow- 
ed is profitably employed by those who borrow it, and 


correctness should be judged by the event. Without 
personal acquaintance with the Western States, I know 
enough of their condition to be satisfied that what I have 
predicted must happen. The. people of the West are’. 
rich, but their riches consist in their immense quantities 
of excellent land, in the products of these lands, and in 
their spirit of enterprise. The actual value of money, or 
rate of interest, with them ishigh, because their pecuniary 
capital bears little proportion to their landed interest. Atan 
average rate, money is not worth less than eight per cent. 
per annum throughoutthe whole Western country, notwith- 
standing that it has now a Joan, or an advance, from the 
bank of thirty millions, at six per cent. To call in this 
loan at the rate of eight millions a year, in addition to the 
interest on the whole, and to take away, at the same time, 
that circulation which constitutes so great a portion of the 
medium of payment throughout that whole region, is an 
operation which, however wisely conducted, cannot but 
inflict a blow on the community of tremendous force and 
frightful consequences. The thing cannot be done with- 
out distress, bankruptcy, and ruin to many. If the Pre- 
sident had seen any practicable manner in which this 
change might be effected, without producing these con- 
sequences, he would have rendered infinite service to the 
community by pointing it out. But he has pointed out 
nothing, he has suggested nothing; he contents himself 
with saying, without giving any reason, that if the pressure 
be heavy, the fault will be the bank’s. I hope this is not 
merely an attempt to forestall opinion, and to throw on 
the bank the responsibility of those evils which threaten 
the country, for the sake of removing it from himself. 

The responsibility justly lies with him, and there it ought 
to remain. A great majority of the people are satisfied 
with the bank as it is, and destrous that it should be con- 
tinued. They wished no change. The strength of this 
public sentiment has carried the bill through Congress, 
against all the influence of the administration, and all the 
power of organized party, But the President has under- 
taken, on his own responsibility, to arrest the measure, 
by refusing his assent to the bill. He is answerable for 
the consequences, therefore, which necessarily follow the 
change which the expiration of the bank charter may 
produce: and if these consequences shall prove disastrous, 
they can fairly be ascribed to his policy only, and to the 
policy of his administration.’ 

Although, sir, I have spoken of the effects of this veto 
in the Western country, it has not been: because I consi- 
dered that part of the United States exclusively affected 
by it. 

Some of the Atlantic States may feel its consequences, 
perhaps, as sensibly as those of the West, though not for 
the same reasons. The concern manifested by Pennsyl- 
vania fer tne renewal of the charter, shows her sense of 
the importance of the bank to her own interest, and that 
of the nation. That great and enterprising State has en- 
tered into an extensive system of internal improvements, 
which necessarily makes heavy demands on her credit and 


the rate of interest which they pay is at least two per; her resources; and by the sound and acceptable currency 
cent. lower than the actual value of money in that part of| which the bank affords, by the stability which jt gives to 
the country, © But to pay the whole principal in less than] private credit, and by occasional advances made in antici- 


four years, losing, at the same time, the existing and ac- 
customed means and facilities of payment created by the 
bank itself, and todo this without extreme embarrass-| 
ment, without absolute distress, is, in my judgment, im- 
possible. I hesitate not to say that, as this veto travels to 
the West, it will depreciate the value of every man’s 


property, from the Atlantic States to the capital of Mis-| dent, the measure is unconstitutional, unnecessary, 
souri. Its effects will be felt in the price of lands, the) gerous to liberty, and is, moreover, ill-timed. 
great and leading article of Western property; in the 


price of crops; in the products of labor; in the repression 
of enterprise; and in embarrassment to every kind of 
business and, occupation. I take this opinion strongly, 
because I have no doubt of its truth, and am willing its 


pation of her revenues, and in aid of her great objects, 
she has found herself benefited, doubtless in no inconsi- 
derable degree. Her Legislature has instructed her Se- 
nators here to advocate the renewal of the charter at this 
session; they have obeyed her voice, and yet they have 
the misfortune to find that, in the judgment of the Presi- 
dan- 
But, Mr. 
President, it is not the local interest of the West, nor the 
particular interest of Pennsylvania, or any other State, 
which has influenced Congress in passing this bill. 

It has been governed by a wise foresight, and by a de- 
sire to avoid embarrassment in the pecuniary concerns of 
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the country, to sécure the safe collection and convenient 
transmission of public moneys, to maintain the circulation 
of this country, sound and safe as it now happily is, against 
the possible effects of a wild spirit of speculation. Find- 
ing the bank highly useful, Congress has thought fit to 
provide for its continuance. 7 Í 1 

As to the time of passing this bill, it would seent to be 
the last thing to be thought of as a ground of objection 
by the President; since, from the date of ‘his first message 
to the present time, he has never failed to call our- atten- 
tion to the subject with all possible apparent earnestness. 
Soearly as December, 1829, in his message to the two 
Houses, he declares that he ‘cannot, in justice to the 
parties interested, too soon present the subject to the de- 
liberate consideration of the Legislature, in order tô avoid 
the evils resulting from precipitancy, in a measure involv- 
ing such important principles and such deep pecuniary 
interests.” Aware of this early invitation given to Con- 
gress to take up the subject, by the President himself, 
the writer of the message seems to vary the ground of ob- 
jection, and, instead of complaining that the time of bring- 
ing forward this measure was premature, to insist, rather, 
that, afterthe report of the committee of the other. House, 
the bank should have withdrawn its application fór the 
present! But that report offers no just ground, surely, 
for such withdrawal. The subject was before. Congress; 
it was for Congress to decide upon it, with all the light 
shed by the report; and the question of postponement 
was lost, having been made in both Houses, by clear ma- 
jorities in each. Under such circumstances, it would 
have been somewhat singular, to say the least, if the bank 
itself had withdrawn its application. -It is indeed. known 
to every body, that the report of the committee, or any 
thing contained in that report, was very little relied on 
by the opposers of the renewal. If it has been discoveér- 
ed elsewhere that that report contained matter important 
in itself, or which should have led to further inquiry, it 
may be proof of superior sagacity; but certainly no such 
thing was discerned by either House of Congress. 

But, sir, do we not now see that it was time, and high 
time, to press this bill, and to send it to the President? 
Does not the event teach us that the measure was not 
brought forward one moment too early? The time had 
come when the people wished to know the decision of the 
administration on the question of the bank. Why con- 
ceal it, or postpone its declaration? Why, as in regard to 
the tariff, give one set of opinions for the North, and an- 
other for the South? 

An important clection is at hand, and the renewal of the 
bank charter isa pending object of great interest, and 
some excitement. Should not the opinions of men high 
in office, and candidates for re-clection, be known, on 
this as on other important public questions? Certainly, it 
is to be hoped that the people of the United States are 
not yet mere man-worshippers, that they do not choose 
their rulers without some regard to their political princi- 
ples, or political opinions. Were they to do this, it would 
be to subject themselves voluntarily to the evils which 
the hereditary transmission of power, independent of all 
personal qualifications, inflicts on other nations. They 
will judge their public servants by their acts, and cen- 
tinue, or withhold, their confidence, as they shall think it 
merited, or as they shall think it forfeited. In every point 
of view, therefore, the moment had arrived, when it be- 
came the duty of Congress to come to a result in regard 
to this highly important measure. The interests of the 


Government, the interest of the people, the clear and in- į banks. 


disputable voice of public opinion, all called upon Con- 
gress to act without further loss of time. It has acted, 
and its act has been negatived by the President; and this 
result of the proceedings here places the question, with 
all its connexions and all its incidents, fully before the 
people. i 


‘Before proceeding to the constitutional question, there 


are some other topics, -treated in the message, which 
ought to be noticed. 
ment of what jt calls the ‘‘favor” bestowed upon the 
original bank. by the Government, or, 
phrased; the ‘monopoly of its favor and support;” and 
through the whole message all-possible changes are rung 


It commenced by an inflamed statée- 


indeed, as it is 


on the ** gratuity,” the ‘ exclusive privileges,” and **mo- 
nopoly,” of the bank charter. “Now, sir, the truth is, that 
the powers conferred on the bank are such, and no other, 
as are usually conferred on similar institutions. They- 
constitute no monopoly, although some of. them are, of 
necessity, and with propriety, exclusive privileges. ‘The 
original act,” says the message, ‘operated as a gratuity 
of many millions to the stockholders.”. What fair foun- 
dation is there for this remark? The stockholders. re- 
ceived their charter not gratuitously, but’ for a valuable 
consideration in money, prescribed by Congress, and ac- 
tually paid.. Sometimes the stock has been above paz, at 
other times below par, according to prudence in manage- 
ment, or according to commercial occurrences. But if, 
by a judicious administration. of its affairs, it had kept its 
stock always above par, what pretence would there be, 
nevertheless,. for saying that such augmentation of its. 


sage proceeds to declare that the present act-proposes 
at least seven millions more. It seems to me that this is 


an extraordinary statement, arid an extraordinary style of. 
argument, for such a subject and on such an. occasion. ` 


‘In the first place, the facts are all assumed; they are taken, 


for true without evidence. There are no proofs that any: . 
benefit to that amount will accrue to the stockholders, nor — 
on random estimates, or mere conjecture. But suppose 
the stockholders, do they not pay for it? They give twice. 
as much for a charter of fifteen years, as was given before 
for onc of twenty. And if the proposed bonus or pre- 
mium be not, in the President’s judgment, large enough, 
would he, nevertheless, on such a mere matter of opinion 
as that, negative the whole bill? May nat Congress be 
trusted to decide, even on such a subject as the amount 
of the money premium to be received by Government 
for a charter of this kind? But, sir, there is a larger and 
a much more just view of this subject. The bill was not 
passed for the ‘purpose of benefiting the present stock- 
holders. Their benefit, if any, is incidental and collateral. 
Nor was it passed on any idea that they hada right toa 
renewed Charter, although the message argues against 
such right, as if it had been somewhere set up and asserted. 
No such right has been asserted by any body. 

Congress passed the bill, not as a bounty or a favor to 
the present stockholders, nor to comply with any demand 
of right on their part, but to promote great public inte- 
rests, for great public objects. Every bank must have 
some stockholders, unless it be such a bank as the Presi- 
dent has recommended, and in regard to which.he seems 
not likely to find much concurrence of other men’s opi- 
nions; and if the stockholders, whoever they may be, 
conduct the affairs of the bank prudently, the expectation 
is always, of course, that they will make it: profitable to 
themselves, as well as useful to the public. If a bank 
charter is not to be granted, because it may be profitable, 
either in a small or great degree, to the stockholders, no 
charter can be gtanted. The objection lies against all 
Sir, the object aimed at by such institutions is to 
connect the public safety and convenience with private 
interests. It has been found by experience that banks 
are safest under private management, and that Govern- 
ment banks are among the most dangerous of all inven- 
tions. Now, sir, the whole drift of the message is to re- 
verse the settled judgment of all the civilized world, and 


value was a ‘gratuity’ from Government? The mes- - 


another donation, another gratuity, to the same men, of `` 


any. experience to justify the expectation of it. It rests, ” 


the continuance of the charter should prove beneficial to®.. >; 
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to set up Government banks, independent of private in-| without causing more than a light pressure! This is the 


terest, of private control. For this: purpose the message 
labors, even beyond the measure of all-its other labors, to 
create jealousies and prejudices, on-the-ground of the 
alleged: benefit which: individuals will derive from the re- 
newal of this charter. Much less effort-is made to show 
that Government, or the public, will be injured by the 
bill, than that individuals will profit by it, Following up 
the impulses of the same spirit, the message goes on 
gravely to allege that the act, as passed by Congress, pro- 
poses to make a present of some millions of dollars to 
foreigners; because a portion of the stock is holden by 
foreigners. Sir, how would this sort of argument apply 
to other cases? The President has shown himself not 
only willing, but atixious, to pay off the three per cent. 
stocks of the United States at par, notwithstanding that it 
is notorious that foreigners are owners of the greater part 
of it. Why should he not call-that a donation to foreign- 
ers of many millions? 


I will not dwell particularly on this part of the message. |more in want of opportunity of investment. 
It|stockholder enjoys no exemption from taxation. 


Its ‘tone and its arguments are all in the same strain. 


speaks of the certain gain of the present stockholders, ofjof course, 


argument. Then -follows another, which may be thus 
stated. It is competent to the States to tax the property 
of their citizens vested in the stock of this bank, but the 
power is denied of taxing the stock of foreigners; there- 
fore, the stock will be worth ten or fifteen per cent. 
more to foreigners than to residents, and will of course 
inevitably leave the country, and make the American 
people debtors to aliens in nearly the whole amount due 
the bank, and send across the Atlantic from two to five 
millions of specie every year, to pay the bank dividends. 
Mr. President, arguments like these might be more readi- 
ly disposed of, were it not that the high and official source 
from which they proceed imposes the necessity of treat- 
ing them with respect. In the first place, it may safely be 
denied that the stock of the bank is any more valuable to 
foreigners than to our own citizens, or an object of greater 
desire to them, except in so far as capital may be more 
aburidant in the foreign country, and therefore its owners 
The foreign 
He is, 
taxed by his own Government for’ his incomes 


ranted at the expense of the public; that the many mil- 


the value of the monopoly; it says that all monopolies are [derived from this as well as other property; and this is a 
full answer to the whole statement. But it may be added, 
lions which this bill bestows on the stockholders, come lin the second place, that it is not the practice of civilized 
out of the earnings of the people; that if Government | States to tax the property of foreigners under such cir- 
sells monopolies, it ought to sell them in open market;;cumstances. Do we tax, or do we ever tax, the foreign 
that it is an erroneous idea that the present stockholders|holders of our public debt? Does Pennsylvania, New 
have a prescriptive right either to the favor or the bounty | York, or. Ohio tax the foreign holders of stock in the 
of Government; that the stock is in the. hands of a few, {loans contracted by either of these States? Certainly not. 
and that the whole American people are excluded from] Sir, I must confess I had little expected to see, on such 


competition in the purchase of the monopoly. To ail this I 
say, again, that much of it is assumption without proof; 
much of it is an argument against that which nobody has 
maintained or asserted, and the rest of it would be equally 
strong against any charter, at any time. These objections 
existed in their full strength, whatever that was, against 
the first bank. They existed, in like manner, against the 
present bank at its creation, and will always exist against 
all banks. Indeed, as to the bill now before us, all the 
fault found with that is, that it proposes to continue the 
bank substantially as it now exists. <‘ All the objection- 
able principles of the existing corporation,” says the mes- 
sage, ‘and most of its odious features, are retained without 
alleviation;”? so that the measure is aimed against the 
bank, as it has existed from the first, and against any and 
all others resembling it in its general features! Allow 
me now, sir, to take notice of an argument, founded on 
the practical operation of. the bank. That argument is 
this. 
being chiefly owned by citizens of the Sonthern and 
Eastern States, and by foreigners. But the Western and 
Southwestern States owe the bank a heavy debt, so heavy 
that the interest amounts to a million six hundred thousand 
a year. This interest is carried to the Eastern States, 
or to Europe, annually, and its payment is a burden on the 
people of the West, and a drain of their currency, which 
no coutry can bear without inconvenience and distress. 
The true character and the whole value of this argument 
are manifest by the mere statement of it. 
the West are, from their situation, necessarily large bor- 
rowers. They need money. capital, and they borrow it 
because they can derive a benefit from its use, much be- 
yond the interest which they pay. They borrow at six 
per cent. of the bank, although the value of money with 
them is at least as high as eight. Nevertheless, although 
they borrowed atthis low rate of interest, and although they 
use all they borrow thus profitably, yet they cannot pay 
the interest without ‘‘inconvenience and distress;” and 
then, sir, follows the logical conclusion, that although 
they cannot pay even the interest without inconvenience 
and distress, yet less than four years is ample time for the 
bank to. call “in. the: whole, both principal and interest, 


itains, on this point, coming from 
| United States, to 


Little of the stock of the bank is held in the West, |come purchasers, and desirous of it. 


The people of |holder cannot bea director. 


an occasion as the present, a labored and repeated attempt 
to produce an impression on the public opinion, unfavor- 


lable to the bank, from the circumstance that foreigners 


are among itsstockholders. I have no hesitation in saying 
that I deem such a strain of remark as the message con- 
the President of the 
be injurious to the credit and character 
of the country abroad; because it manifests a jealousy, a 
lurking disposition not to respect the property of foreign- 
ers invited hither by our own laws. And, sir, what is its 
tendency but to excite this jealousy, and create groundless 
prejudices? 

From the commencement of the Government it has been 
thought desirable to-invite, rather than to repel, the intro- 
duction of foreign capital. Our stocks have ail been open 
to foreign subscriptions, and the State banks, in like man- 
ner, are free to foreign ownership. Whatever State has 
created a debt, has been willing that foreigners should be- 
How long is it, sir, 
since Congress itself passed a law, vesting new powers in 
the President of the United States over the cities in this 
District, for the very purpose of increasing their credit 
abread, the better to enable them to borrow money to pay 
their subscriptions to the Chesapeake and Ohio canal? It 
is easy to say that there is danger to liberty, danger to in- 
dependence, in a bank open to foreign stockholders—be- 
cause itis easy to say any thing. But neither reason nor 
experience proves any such danger. The foreign stock- 
He has no voice even in the 
choice of directors. His money is placed entirely in the 
management of the directors appointed by the President 
and Senate, and by the'American stockholders. So far as 
there is dependence, or influence, either way, itis to the 
disadvantage of the foreign stockholder. He has parted 
with the control over his own property, instead of exer- 
cising control over the property or over the actions of 
others. And, sir, let it now be added, in further answer 
to this whole class of objections, that experience has abun- 
dantly confuted them all. This Government has existed 
forty-three years, and has maintained, in full being and 
operation, a bank, such as is now proposed to be renewed, 
for thirty-six years out of the forty-three. We have never 
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for a.moment had a bank not subject to-every one of these 
objections. Always foreigners might be stockholders; 
always foreign stock has been exempt from State taxation, 
as much as at present; always-the same -power and privi- 
leges; always all that which is now called a ‘‘monopoly,” 
a “gratuity,” a ‘present,’ has been possessed by the 
bank. And yet there has been found no danger to liberty, 
no introduction of foreign influence, and no accumulation 
of irresponsible power ina few hands. I cannotbut hope, 
therefore, that the people of the United. States will not 
now yield up their judgment to those notions, which would 
reverse all our past experience, and persuade us to. dis- 
continue a.useful institution, from: the influence of vague 
and unfounded declamation against its. danger to the pub- 
lic liberties. Our liberties, indeed, must stand upon very 
frail foundations, if the Government cannot, without en- 
dangering them, avail itself of those common facilities, in 
the collection of its revenues, and the management of its 
finances, which all other Governments, in commercial 
countries, find useful and necessary. In order to justify 
its alarm for the security of our independence, the mes- 
sage supposes a case. It supposes that the bank should 
pass principally into the hands of the subjects of a foreign 
country, and that we should be involved in war with that 
country, and then it exclaims, ‘* what would’be our con- 
dition?” Why, sir, it is plain that all the advantages would 
be on our side. The bank would still be our institution, 
subjectto our own laws, and all its directors elected by 
ourselves: and our means would be enhanced, not by the 
confiscation and plunder, but by the proper use of the 
foreign capital in our hands. And, sit, it is singular enough, 
that this very state of war, from which this argument 
against a bank is drawn, is the very thing which, more 
than all others, convinced the country and the Govern- 
ment of the necessity of a national bank. So much was 
the want of such an institution felt in the late war, that 
the subject engaged the attention of Congress constantly, 
from the declaration of that war down to the time when 
the existing bank was actually established; so that, in this 
respect, as wellas in others, the argument of the message 
is directly opposed to the whole experience of the Go- 
vernment, and to the general and long settled conviction 
of the country. 

{ now proceed, sir, toa few remarks upon the Presi- 
dent’s constitutional objections to the bank; and I cannot 
forbear to say, in regard to them, that he appears to me 
to have assumed very extraordinary grounds of reasoning. 
He denies that the constitutionality of the bank is a set- 
tled question. If it be not, will it ever become so, or what 
disputed question can be settled? I have already observ- 
ed, that for thirty-six years out of the forty-three, during 
which the Government has been in being, a bank has ex- 
isted, such as is now proposed to be continued. 

As carly as 1791, after gveat deliberation, the first bank 
charter was passed by Congress, and approved by Presi- 
dent Washington. It established an institution, resem- 
bling, in all things now objected to, the present bank. 
That bank, like this, could take lands in payment of its 
debts; that charter, like the present, gave the States no 
power of taxation; it allowed foreigners to hold stock, it 
restrained Congress from creating other banks. It gave, 
also, exclusive privileges, and in all particulars it was, ac- 
cording to the doctrines of the message, as objectionable 
as that now existing. The bank continued twenty years. 
In 1816, the present institution was established, and has 
been ever since in full operation. Now, sir, the question 
of the power of Congress to create such institutions has 
been contested in every manner known to our constitution 
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question; many of the State Legislatures have instructed 
their Senators to vote for the bank;:the. tribunals of the 
States, in every instance, have supported its constitution- 
ality; and, beyond all doubtand dispute, the general pub- 
lic opinion of the-country has at all times given, and does 
now give; its full sanction-and approbation to the exercise 
of this power .as being a constitutional power: There has 
been.mo-opinion questioning the power, expressed ‘or inti- 
mated; ‘at any time, by either House of Congress, by any 
President, or by any respectable judicial tribunal. . Now, 
sir, if this practice of near forty years, if these repeated 
exertions of the power, if this solemn adjudication of the 
Supreme Court, with the concurrence and approbation of 
public opinion, do not settle the question, how is any ques- 
tion ever to be settled, about which any one may ‘choose 
toraise a doubt? The argument of the message, upon the 
congressional precedents, is either a bold and gross falla- 
cy, or else it is an assertion without proofs, and against 
known facts. 
gress decided in favor of a bank; but it adds that another 
Congress, in 1811, decided against it. Now, ifit be meant 
that, in 1811, Congress decided against the bank on consti- 
tutional ground, then the assertion is wholly incorrect, 


The message admits that, in 1791, Con- 


and against notorious facts. Itis perfectly well known: 
that many members'in both Houses voted.against the bank 
in 1811, who had no doubt at all of the constitutional 
power of Congress. They were entirely governed by 
other reasons given at the time. I appeal, sir, to the 

honorable member from Maryland, [Mr. Surra,] who was 
then a member of the Senate, and voted against the bank, 

whether he, and others who were on the same side, did 
not give those. votes on other well Known grounds, and not 
at all on thé constitutional ground. B 

(Mr. SMITH here rose, and said that he voted against 
the bankin 1811, but not-at all-on constitutional grounds, 
and had-no doubt such was the case with other mem- 
bers. 

Wwe all know, sir, continued Mr. W., the fact to be 
as the gentleman from Maryland has stated it. Every 
man who recollects, or who has read the political occur- 
rences of that day, knows it. Therefore, if the message 
intends to say that, in 1811, Congress denied the existence 
of any such constitutional power, the declaration is unwar- 
ranted--is altogether at variance with the facts. If, on 
the other hand, it only intends to say that Congress de- 
cided against the proposition then before it, on some other 
grounds, then it alleges that which is nothing at all to the 
purpose. ‘The argument, then, either assumes for truth 
that which is not true, or else the whole: statement is im- 
material and futile. But, whatever value others may attach 
to this argument, the message thinks so highly of it, that 
it proceeds to repeat it. ` ‘One Congress,” it says, ‘in 
1815, decided against a bank; another, in 1816, decided 
in its favor. There is’ nothing in precedent, therefore, 
which, if its authority were admitted, ought to weigh in 
favor of the act before me.” Now, sir, since it is known 
to the whole country, one cannot but wonder how it should 


remain unknown to the President, that Congress did not 
decide against a bank in 1815. On the contrary, that very 
Congress passed a bill for creating a bank by very large ma- 
jorities. In one form, it is true, the bill failed in the House 
of Representatives, but the vote was reconsidered, the bill 
recommitted, and finally passed by a vote of one hundred 
and twenty to thirty-nine. 
no solid ground, but not even any plausible pretence, for 
the assertion that Congress, in 1815, decided against the 
bank. 
and its decision, therefore, is precisely the other way, and 


There. is, therefore, not only 


That very Congress passed a bill to create a bank, 


and laws, The fotms of the Government furnish no new lis a direct practical precedent in favor of the constitutional 
mode in which to try this question. It has been discuss-|power. What are we to think of a constitutional argu- 
ed over and over again, in Congress: it has been argued |ment, which deals in this way with historical facts? When 
and solemnly adjudged in the Supreme Court; every Pre- |the message declares, as it does declare, that there is no- 
sident, except the present, has considered it a settled thing in precedent which ought.to weigh in favor of the 
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power, itsets at naught repeated acts of Congress affirm 
ing the power, and-it also states otheracts which were, in 
fact, and which are well known to have been directly the 
reverse of what the message represents them. “There is 
not, sir, the slightest reason to think that.any Senate, or 
any House of Representatives, ever assembled under the 
constitution, contained a majority that doubted the consti- 
tutional existence: of the power of Congress to establish a 
bank. Whenever the question has arisen, and has been 
decided, it has been always‘decided one way. The-legis- 


lative precedents all assert and maintain the power; and. 


these legislative precedents have been the law of the land 
for almost forty years. They settle the construction of the 
constitution, and sanction the exercise of the power in 
question so far as these ends can ever be accomplished by 
any legislative precedents whatever. But the President 
does not admit the authority of precedent. Sir, I have 
always found that those who habitually deny most vehe- 


mently the general force of precedent, and assert most 
strongly the supremacy of private opinion, are yet, of alt 


men, most tenacious of that very authority of precedent 
whenever it happens to bein their favor. I beg leave to 
ask; sir, upon what ground, except that of precedent, and 
precedent alone, the President’s friends have placed his 
power of removal from office. No such power is given 
by the constitution in terms, nor any where intimated 
throughout the whole of it; no paragraph or clause of that 
instrument recognises such a power. To say the least, it 
is as questionable, and has been as often questioned, as 
the power’of Congress to create abank; and, enlightened 
by what has passed under our own observation, we now 
see that it is, of all powers, the most capable of flagrant 
abuse. Now, sir, I ask, again, what becomes of this power, 
if the authority of precedent be taken away? It has all 
along been denied to exist, it is nowhere found in the con- 
stitution, and itsrecent exercise, or, to call things by their 
right names, its recent abuse, has, more than any other 
single cause, rendered good men either cool in their 
affections toward the Government of their country, or 
doubtful of its long continuance. Yet this power has pre- 
cedent, and the President exercises it. We know, sir, 
that, without theaid of that precedent, his acts could never 
have received the sanction of this body, even ata time 
when his voice was somewhat more potential here than it 
now is, or, as I trust, ever again will be. 

Does the President, then, reject the authority of all 
precedent, except what is suitable to his own purposes to 
use? And does he use, without stint or measure, all pre- 
cedents which may augment his own power, or gratify his 
wishes? But if the President thinks lightly of the autho- 
rity of Congress, in construing the constitution, he thinks 
still more lightly of the authority of the Supreme Court. 
He asserts a right of individual judgment on constitutional 
questions, which is totally inconsistent with any proper 
administration of the Government, or any regular execu- 
tion of the laws. 
regard to individual rights and individual duties, the cessa- 
tion of legal authority, confusion, the dissolution of free 
Government—all these are the inevitable consequences 
of the principles adopted by the message, whenever they 
shall be carried to their full extent. Hitherto it has been 
thought that the final decision of constitutional questions 
belonged to the supreme judicial tribunal. The very na- 
ture of free Government, it has been supposed, enjoins 
this: and out constitution, moreover, has been understood 
so to provide, clearly and expressly. It is true that each 
branch of the Legislature has an undoubted right, in the 
exercise of its functions, to consider the constitutionality 
of a law proposed tobe passed. This is naturally a part 
of its duty, and neither branch can be compelled to pass 
any law, or do any other act, which it deems to be beyond 
the reach of its constitutional power. The President has 
the same right when a bill is presented for his approval; 
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| for‘he is, doubtless, bound to consider, in all cases, whe- 


ther such bill be compatible with the constitution, and 
whether he can approve it consistently with his oath of 
office. But when a law has been passed by Congress, and 
approved by the President, it is now no longer in the 
power, either of the same President, or his successors, to 
say whether the law is constitutional or not. He is not at 
liberty to disregard it; he is not at liberty to feel or to affect 
“constitutional scruples,” and to sit in judgment himself 
on the validity of a statute of the Government, and to nul- 
lify it if.he so chooses. - After a law has passed through 
all the requisite forms; after it has received the requisite 
legislative sanction and the Executive approval, the ques- 
tion of. its constitutionality then becomes a judicial ques- 
tion, and a judicial question alone. . In the courts, that 
question may be raised, argued, and adjudged; it can be 
adjudged nowhere else. ; 

The President is as much bound by the law as any pri- 
yate citizen, and can no more contest its validity than any 
private citizen. He may refuse to obey the law, and so 
may a private citizen; but both do it at their own peril, 
and neither of them can settle the question of its validity. 
The President may say a law is unconstitutional, but he is 
not the judge. Whois to decide that question? The 
judiciary, alone, possesses this unquestionable and hitherto 
unquestioned right. The judiciary is the constitutional 
tribunal of appeal, for the citizens, against both Congress 
and the Executive, in regard to the constitutionality of 
laws. It has this jurisdiction expressly conferred upon it; 
and when it has decided the question, its judgment must, 
from the very nature of all judgments that are final, and 
from which there is no appeal, be conclusive. Hitherto, 
this opinion, and a correspondent practice, have prevailed 
in America, with all wise and considerate men. Ifit were 
otherwise, there. would be no government of laws; but 
we should all live under the government, the rule, the 
caprices of individuals. If we depart from the observance 
of these salutary principles, the Executive power becomes 
at once purely despotic; for the President, if the principle 
and the reasoning of the message be sound, may either 
execute, or not execute, the laws of the land, according 
to his sovereign pleasure. He may refuse to put into exe- 
cution one law, pronounced valid by all the branches of 
the Government, and yet execute another, which may 
have been, by constitutional authority, pronounced void. 
On the argument of the message, the President of the 
United States holds, under a new pretence, a dispensing 
power over the laws, as absolute as was claimed by James 
the Second of England, a month before he was compelled 
to fly the kingdom. That which is now claimed for the 
President is, in truth, nothing less, and nothing else, than 
the old dispensing power asserted by the Kings of England 
in the worst of times—the very climax, indecd, of all the 
preposterous pretensions of the Tudor and the Stuart 
races. 

According to the doctrines put forth by the President, 
although Congress may have passed a law, and although 
the. Supreme Court may have pronounced it constitutional, 
yet it is, nevertheless, no Jaw at all, if he, in his good 
pleasure, sees fit to deny its effect; in other words, to re- 
peal and annul it. Sir, no President, and no public man, 
ever before advanced such doctrines in the face of the 
nation. There never was before a moment in which any 
President would have been tolerated in asserting such a 
claim to despotic power. After Congress has passed the 
law, and the Supreme Court has pronounced its judg- 
ment on the very point in controversy, the President 
has set up his own private judgment against its constitu- 
tional interpretation. It is to be remembered, sir, that it 
is the present law, it is the act of 1816, it is the present 
charter of the bank, which the President pronounces to 
be unconstitutional. It is no bank to be created, it is no 
law proposed to be passed; which he denounces; it is the 
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very various opinions on the practical utility of many 
clauses of the charter. i i 
The question, in that case, would be, not whether the 
bank, in its general frame, character, and objects, was @ 
proper instrument to carry into effect the powers of the 
Government; but whether the particular powers, direct 
or ineidental, conferred on a particular bank, were better 
calculated than all others to give success to its operations. 
For if not, then the charter would be unwarranted, ac- 
cording to this sort of reasoning, by the constitution. This 
mode of construing the constitution is certainly a novel 
discovery. Its merits belong entirely to the President and 
his advisers. According to this rule of interpretation, if 
the President should be of opinion that the capital of the 
bank was larger, by a thousand dollars, than it ought to 
be; or that the time for the continuance of the charter 
was a year too long; or that it was unnecessary to require 
it, under penalty, to pay specie; or needless to provide 
for punishing, as forgery, the counterfeiting of its bills; 
either of these reasons would be sufficient to render the 
charter, in his opinion, unconstitutional, invalid, and nu- 
gatory. This is a legitimate conclusion from the argument. 
Such a view of the subject has certainly never before 
been taken. This strain of reasoning has hitherto not 
been heard within the Halls of Congress, nor has any one 
ventured upon it before the tribunals of justice. The 
first exhibition, its first appearance, as an argument, is in 
a message of the President of the United States. Ac- 
cording to that mode of construing the constitution, which 
was adopted by Congress in 1791, and approved by Wash- 
: ington, and which has been sanctioned by the judgment 
argument by which it is maintained. of the Supreme Court, and affirmed by the practice of 
By the constitution, Congress is authorized to pass all | near forty years, the question upon the constitutionality of 
laws ‘necessary and proper” for carrying its own legis-|the bank involves two inquiries: first, whether a bank, in 
lative powers into effect. Congress has deemed a bank |its general character, and with regard to the general ob- 
to be ‘necessary and proper” for these purposes, and it| jects with which banks are usually connected, be, in itself, 
has, therefore, established a bank. But although the Jaw fa fit means, a suitable instrument, to carry into effect the 
nas been passed, and the bank established, and the consti-| powers granted to the Government. 
tutional validity of its charter solemnly adjudged, yet the} If it be so, then the second, and the only other ques- 
President pronounces it unconstitutional, because some of} tion is, whether the powers given ina particular charter 
the powers bestowed on the bank are, in his opinion, not|/are appropriate for a bank. If they are powers which are 
necessary or proper. It would appear that powers which, [appropriate for a bank, powers which Congress may fairly 
in 1791 and 1816, in the time of Washington, and in the}consider to be useful to the bank or the country, then 
time of Madison, were deemed *¢ necessary and proper,” [Congress may confer these powers; because the discre- 
are no longer to be so regarded, and therefore the bank [tion to be exercised in framing the constitution of the 
is unconstitutional. It has really come to this, that the/bank belongs to Congress. One man may think the 
constitutionality of a bank is to depend upon the opinion | granted powers not indispensable to the particular bank; 
which one particular man may form of thé utility or ne-|another may suppose them injudicious, or injurious; 4 
cegsity of some of the clauses ofits charter. If that indi-|third may imagine that other powers, if granted in their 
vidual chooses to think that a particular power contained | stead, would be more beneficial; but all these are mat- 
in the charter is not necessary to the proper constitution |ters of expediency, about which men may differ; and 
of the bank, then the act is unconstitutional. the power of deciding upon them belongs to Congress. I 
Hitherto it has always been supposed that the question | again repeat, sir, that if, for reasons of this kind, the Pre- 
was of avery different nature. It has been thought that! sident sees fit to negative a bill, on the ground of its being 
the policy of granting a particular charter may be mate-|inexpedient or impolitic, he has a right to do so; but re- 
rially dependent on the structure, and organization, and | member, sir, that we are now on the constitutional ques- 
powers of the proposed institution. But its general con-/tion. Remember, that the argument of the President is, 
stitutionality has never before been understood to turn on} that because powers were given to the bank by the char- 
such points. This would be making its constitutionality {ter of 1816, which he thinks not necessary, that charter is 
depend on subordinate questions, on questions of expe-|ynconstitutional. Now, sir, it will hardly be denied, or 
diency, and questions of detail; upon that which one man | rather it was not denied or doubted before this message 
may think necessary, and another may not. If the con-|came to us, that, if there was to be a bank, the powers 
stitutional question were made to hinge on matters of this|and duties of that bank must be prescribed in the law 
kind, how could it ever be decided? All would depend | creating it. Nobody but Congress, it has been thought, 
on conjecture, on the complexional feeling, on the preju-|could grant these powers and privileges, or prescribe 
dices, on the passions of individuals; or more or less|their limitations. It is true, indeed, that the message 
practical skill, or correct judgment, in regard to banking | pretty plainly intimates that the President should’ have 
Maa among those who should be the judges; on|been first consulted, and that he should have had the 
ba a tate of ap eo interest, party objects, or per-|framing of the bill; bat we are not yet accustomed to that 
nal purposes. Put the question, in this manner, to alorder of things,.in enacting laws, nor do I know a paral- 
court of seven judges, to decide whether a particular [lel to this claim, thus now brought forward, except that, 
bank "e 'eontitutional andit might be doubtful whether |in some peculiar cases in England, highly affecting the 
ney could come to any result, as they might well hold | royal prerogatives, the assent of the monarch is necessary, 
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law now existing, passed by Congress, approved by Pre- 
sident Madison, and sanctioned by a solemn judgment of 
the Supreme Court, which he now declares ‘unconstitu- 
tional, and which, of course, so far as it may depend on 
him, cannot be executed. : ; 

If these opinions of the President be maintained, there 
isan end of all law and all judicial authority. Statutes 
are but recommendations, judgments no more than opi- 
nions. Both are equally destitute of binding force. Such 
a universal power as is now claimed for him, a power of 
judging over the laws, and over the decisions of the tribu- 
nal, is nothing else than pure despotism. If conceded 
to him, it makes him, at once, what Louis the Four- 
teenth proclaimed himself to be, when he said, ‘I am the 
State.” 

The Supreme Court has unanimously declared and ad- 
judged that the existing bankis created bya constitutional 
Jaw of Congress. “As has been before observed, this bank, 
so far as the present question is concerned, is like that 
which was established in 1791 by Washington, and sanc- 
tioned by the great men of that day. In every form, 
therefore, in which the question can be raised, it has been 
raised, and has been settled. Every process, and every 
mode of trial known to the constitution and laws, has been 
exhausted; and always, and without exception, the vali- 
dity has been in favor of the law. But all this practice, 
all this precedent, all this public approbation, all this 
solemn adjudication directly on the point, is to be disre- 
garded and rejected, and the constitutional power flatly 
denied. And, sir, if we are startled at this conclusion, 
our surprise will not be lessened when we examine the 
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before either the House of Peers or his Majesty’s faithful 
Commons are permitted to act upon the subjéct, or to 
entertain its consideration. But-supposing, sir, that our 
accustomed forms and our republican principles are still 
to be followed, and that a law creating a bank is, like all 
other laws, to originate with Congress, and that the Pre- 
sident has nothing to do with it till it is presented for his 
approval, then it is clear that the powers and duties of a 
proposed bank, and all the terms and conditions annexed 
to it, must, in the first place, be settled by Congress. This 
power, if constitutional at all, is only constitutional in the 
hands of Congress. Any where else, its exercise would 
be plain usurpation. If, then, the authority to decide 
what powers ought to be granted to a bank belong to 
Congress, and Congress shall have exercised that power, 
it would seem little better than absurd to say that its act, 
nevertheless, would be unconstitutional and invalid, if, in 
the opinion of a third party, it had misjudged, on a ques- 
tion of expediency, in the arrangement of details. Ac- 
cording to such a mode of reasoning, a mistake in the 
exercise of jurisdiction takes away the jurisdiction. If 
Congress decide right, its decision may stand; if it decide 
wrong, its decision is nugatory; and, whether its decision 
be right or wrong, another is to judge, although the ori- 
-ginal power of making the decision must be allowed to 
be exclusively in Congress. This is the end to which the 
argument of the message will conduct its followers. Sir, 
in considering the authority of Congress to invest the 
bank with the particular powers granted to it, the inquiry 
is not, and cannot be, how appropriate these powers are, 
but whether they be at all appropriate; whether they 
come within the range of a just and honest discretion; 
whether Congress may fairly esteem them to be necessary. 
The question is not, are they the fittest means, the best 
means, or whether the bank might not be established 
without them; but the question is, are they such as Con- 
gress, bona fide, may have regarded as appropriate to the 
end. If any other rule were to be adopted, nothing could 
ever be settled. A law would be constitutional to-day 
and. unconstitutional to-morrow. Itsconstitutionality would 
altogether depend upon individuat opinion, on a matter of 
mere expediency. Indeed, such a case as that is now 
actually before us. Mr. Madison deemed the powers 
given to the bank, in its present charter, proper and ne- 
cessary. He held the bank, therefore, to be constitu- 
tional. But the present President, not acknowledging 
that the power of deciding on these points rests with Con- 
gress, nor with Congress and the then President, but, set- 
ting up his own opinions as the standard, declares the 
law now in being unconstitutional, because the powers 
granted by it are, in his estimation, not necessary and pro- 
per. I pray to be informed, sir, whether, upon similar 
grounds of reasoning, the President’s own scheme for a 
bank, if Congress should do so unlikely a thing as to 
adopt. it, would not become unconstitutional also, if it 
should so happen that his successor should hold his bank 
in as light esteem as he holds those established under the 
auspices of Washington and Madison. . 
If the reasoning of the message be well founded, it is 
clear that the charter of the existing bank is not a law. 
The bank has no legal existence; it is not responsible to 
Government; it has no authority to act; it is incapable of 
being an agent; the President may treat it as a nullity to- 
morrow, withdraw from it all the public deposites, and set 
afloat all the existing national arrangements of revenue 
and finance. It is enough to state these monstrous conse- 
quences, to show that the doctrine, principles, and pre- 
tensions of the message are entirely inconsistent with a 
Government of laws. 1f that which Congress has enact- 
ed be not the law of the Jand, then the reign of the law 
ceased, and the reign of individual opinion has already 
egun. , 

The President, in his commentary on the details of the 
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ezisting bank charter, undertakes to prove that one pro- 
vision, and another provision, is not necessary and pro- 
per; because, as he thinks, the same objects proposed 
to be accomplished by them might have been better at- 
tained in another mode; and, therefore, such provisions 
are not necessary, and so not warranted by the constitu- 
tion. Does not this show that, according to his own 
mode of reasoning, his own scheme would not be consti- 
tutional, since another scheme, which probably most peo- 
ple would think a better one, might be substituted for it? 
Perhaps, in any bank charter, there may be no provisions 
which may be justly regarded as absolutely indispensable; 
since it is probable that, for any of them, some others 
might be substituted. No bank, therefore, ever could 
be established, because there never has been, and never 
could be, any charter, of which every provision should 
appear to be indispensable, or necessary and proper, in 
the judgment of every individual. To admit, therefore, 
that there may be a constitutional bank, and yet to con- 
tend for such a mode of judging of its provisions and de- 
tails, as the message adopts, involves an absurdity. Any 
charter which may be framed may be taken up, and each 
power conferred by it successively denied, on the ground 
that, in regard to each, either no such power is ‘f neces- 
sary or proper” in a bank, or, which is the same thing in 
effect, some other power might be substituted for it, and 
supply its place. That can never be necessary in the 
sense in which the message understands that term, which 
may be dispensed with; and it cannot be said that any 
power may not be dispensed with, if there be some 
others which might be substituted for it, and which would 
accomplish the same end. Therefore, no bank could 
ever be constitutional; because none could be established, 
which should not contain some provisions, which might 
have been omitted, and their place supplied by others. 
Mr. President, I have understood the true and well esta- 
blished doctrine to be, that after it has been decided that 
itis competent for Congress to establish a bank, then it 
follows that it may create such a bank as it judges, in its 
discretion, to be best, and invest it with all such power as 
it may deem fit and suitable; with this limitation, always, 
that all is to be done in the dona Ade execution of the 
power to create a bank. If the granted powers are ap- 
propriate to the professed end, so that the granting of them 
cannot be regarded as usurpation of authority by Con- 
gress, or an evasion of constitutional restrictions under 
color of establishing a bank, then the charter 1s constitu- 
tional, whether these powers be thought indispensable by 


others or not, or whether even Congress deemed them 
absolutely indispensable, or only thought them fit and suit- 
end. It is enough that they are appropriate; itis enough 
d; and no 
rder to try their con- 
stitutionality, between them and others which may be 
suggested. A case analogous to the present 1s found in 
constitution says no more than that ‘* Congress shall have 
power to establish post offices and post roads;” and in 
the general clause, ‘fall powers necessary and proper” to 
give effect to this. 
gress has protected the mail, by hat ery o 
it shall be punished with death. Is this infliction of capi- 
tal punishment unconstitutional? Certainly it 1s not, un- 
less it be both ‘proper and necessary.” ‘The President 
may not think it necessary or proper; the law, then, ac- 
cording to the system of reasoning enforced in the mes- 
sage, is of no binding force, and the President may disobey 
it, and refuse to see it executed. ‘The truth is, Mr. Pre- 
sident, that if the general object, the subject-matter, 
to Congress, all its incidents belong to 
If Congress is to establish post offices 
d, adopt one set of re- 


able; whether they are more cr less appropriate to their 

that they suited to produce the effects designe 

comparison is to be instituted, in o 

the constitutional power of Congress over the mail. The 
In the execution of this power, Con- 

providing that robbery of 


| 


| properly belongs 

Congress, also. 
‘and post roads, it may, for that en 
t 
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ulations or another; and either would be constitutional. 
So the details of one bank are as constitutional as those of 
another, if they are confined, fairly and honestly, to the 
purpose of organizing the institution, and rendering it 
useful. One bank is as. constitutional as another bank. 
1f Congress possess the power to make a bank, it possess- 
es the power to make. it efficient, and competent to pro- 
duce the good derived by it. It-may clothe it with all 
such power and privileges, not otherwise ifcensistent with 
the constitution, as may be necessary, in its own judg- 
ment, to make it what Government ‘deems it should be. 
Jt may confer on it such immunities as may induce indivi- 
duals to become stockholdess, and to furnish the capital; 
and since the extent of these immunities and privileges 
is matter of discretion, and matter of opinion, Congress 
only can decide it, because Congress alone can frame or 
grant the charter. A charter, thus granted to individuals, 
becomes a contract with them, upon their compliance with 
its terms. The bank becomes an agent, bound to per- 
form certain duties, and entitled to certain stipulated rights 
and privileges, in compensation for the proper discharge 
of these duties; and all their stipulations, so long as they 
are appropriate to the object professed, and not repug- 
nant to any other constitutional injunction, are entirely 
within the competency of Congress. And yet, sir, the 
message of the President toils through all the common- 

lace topics of monopoly, the right of taxation, the suffer-, 
ing of the poor, and the arrogance of the rich, with as 
much painful effort, as if one, or another, or all of them, 
had something to do with the constitutional question. 

What is called the “monopoly,” is made the subject of 
repeated rehearsal, in terms of special complaint. By 
this “‘ monopoly” I suppose is understood the restriction 
contained in the charter, that Congress shall not, during 
the twenty years, create another bank. Now, sir, let me 
ask, who would think of creating a bank, inviting stock- 
holders into it, with large investments, imposing upon 
it heavy duties, as connected with the Government, re- 
ceiving some millions of dollars as a bonus, or premium, 
and yet retaining the power of granting, the next day, 
another charter, which would destroy the whole value of 
the dirst? If this be an unconstitutional restraint on Con- 
gress, the constitution must be strangely at variance with 
the dictates both of good sense and sound morals. Did 
not the first Bank of the United States contain a similar 
restriction? And have not the States granted bank char- 
ters, with a condition that, if the charter should be ac- 
cepted, they would not grant others? States have cer- 
tainly done so; and, in some instances, where no bonus 
or premium was paid at all, but from the mere desire to 
give effect to the charter, by inducing individuals to ac- 
cept it, and organize the institution. The President de- 
clares that this restriction is not necessary to the efficiency 
of the bank; but that is the very thing which Congress 
and his predecessor in office were called on to decide, 
and which they did decide, when the one passed, and 
the other approved the act. And he has now no more 
authority to pronounce his judgment on thatact, than any 
other individual in society. It is not his province to de- 
cide on the constitutionality of statutes which Congress 
has passed, and his predecessors approved. 

There is another sentiment, in this part of the message, 
which we should hardly have expected to find in a paper 
which is supposed, whoever may have drawn it up, to 
have passed under the review of professional characters. 
The message declares that this limitation to create no 
other bank is unconstitutional, because, although Con- 
gress may use the discretion vested in them, “that they 
may not limit the discretion of their successors.” This 
reason is almost too superficial to require an answer. 
Every one at all accustomed to the consideration of such 
subjects, knows that every Congress can bind its succes- 
sors to the same extent that it can bind itself: the power 


of Congress is always the same; the authority of law_al- 


ways the same. ‘It is true we speak of the twentieth 
Congress, and the twenty-first Congress, but this is only 


to denote the period of time, or to mark the successive 


periodical elections of its members. Asa politic body, 
as the legislative power of the Government, Congress is 
always continuous, always identical. A particular Con- 
gress, as we speak of it, for instance, the present Con- 
gress, can no further restrain itself from doing what it 
may chance to do at the next session, than it can- restrain 
any succeeding Congress from doing what it may choose., 
Any Congress may repeal the act or law of its predeces- 
sor, if in its nature it be repealable, just as it may repeal 
its own act; and if a law, or an act, be irrepealable in its 
nature, it can no more be repealed by a subsequent Con- 
gress than by that which passed it. All this is familiar 
to every body. And Congress, like every other Legisla- 
ture, often passes acts which, being in the nature of 
grants, or contracts, are irrepealable ever afterwards. 
The message, in a strain of argument which it is difficult 
to treat with ordinary respect, declares that this restric- 
tion on the power of Congress, as to the establishment of 
other banks, is a palpable attempt to amend the consti- 
tution by an act of legislation. “The reason on which this 
observation purports to be founded, is, that Congress, by 
the constitution, is to have exclusive legislation over the 
District of Columbia; and when the bank charter declares 
that Congress will create no new bank within the District, 
it annuls this power of exclusive legislation! I must say 
that this reasoning hardly rises high enough to entitle it 
to a passing notice. It would be doing too much credit 
to call it plausible. No one needs to be informed that 
exclusive power of legislation is not unlimited power of 
legislation; and, if it were, how can that legislative power 
be unlimited that cannot restrain itself, that cannot bind 
itself by contract? Whether, as a Government, or as an 
individual, that being is fettered and restrained which is 
not capable of binding itself by ordinary obligation. Every 
Legislature binds itself whenever it makes a grant, en- 
ters into a contract, bestows an office, or does any other 
act or thing which is in its nature irrepealable. And this, 
instead of detracting from its legislative power, is one of 
the modes of exercising that power. And the legislative 
power of Congress over the District of Columbia would 
not be full and complete if it might not make just such a 
stipulation as the bank charter contains. f 

As to the taxing power of the State, about. which the 
message says so much, the proper avenue to all it says, 
is, tliat the States possessed the power to tax any instru- 
ment of the Government of the United States.. It was no 
part of their power before the constitution, and they de- 
rive no such power from any of its provisions. . It is no- 
where given to them. Could a State tax the coin of the 
United States at the mint? Could a State lay a stamp 
tax on the process of the courts of the United States, and 
on custom-house papers? Could it tax the transportation 
of the mail, or the ships of war, or the ordnance, or the 
munitions of war, of the United States? The reason that 
they cannot be taxed by a State, is, that they are means 
and instruments of the Government of the United States. 
The establishment of a bank, exempt from State taxation, 
takes away no existing right in a State. It leaves it all it 
ever possessed; but the complaint is, that the bank char- 
ter does not confer the power of taxation. This, certain- 
ly, though not new, (for the same argument was urged 
here,) appears to me to be a strange mode of asserting 
and maintaining State rights. The power of taxation is 
a sovereign power; and the President, and those who 
think with him, are of opinion, in a given case, that this 
sovereign right should be conferred on the States by an 
act of Congress. There is, if I mistake not, sir, as little 
compliment to State sovereignty, in this idea, as there is 
of sound constitutional doctrine. Sovereign rights, held 
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under the grant of an act of Congress, present a proposi- 
tion quite new in constitutional law. 

The President himself even admits that an instrument 
of the United States ought not, as such, to be taxed by the 
States; yet he contends for such a power of taxing pro- 
perty connected with this instrument, and essential to its 
very being, as places its whole existence in the pleasure 
of the States. Itis not enough that the States may tax all 
the property of their own citizens, wherever invested, or 
however employed. The complaint is, that the power of 
State taxation does reach so far as to take cognizance 
over persons out of the State, and to tax them, or a fran- 
chise, lawfully exercised under the authority of the United 
States. Sir, when did the power of the States, or indeed 
of any Government, go to such an extent as that? Clearly, 
never. 

The taxing power of all communities is necessarily and 
justly limited to the property of its own citizens, and to 
the property of others, having a distinet local existence, 
as property within its jurisdiction; it does not extend to 
rights and franchises rightly exercised under the authori- 
ty of other Governments, nor to persons beyond its juris- 
diction. As the constitution has left the taxing power of 
the States as the bank charter leaves it, Congress has not 
undertaken either to take away, or to confer a taxing 
power; nor toenlarge, or to restrain it: if it were to do 
either, I hardly know which of all would be the least ex- 
cusable. 

I beg leave to repeat, Mr. President, that what I have 
now been considering are the President’s objections not 
to the policy or expediency, but to the constitutionality of 
the bank; and not to the constitutionality of any new or 

roposed bank, but of the bank as it now is, and as it has 

ong existed. If the President had declined to approve 
this bill because he thought the original charter unwisely 
granted, and the bank, in point of policy and expediency, 
objectionable or mischievous, and in that view only had 
suggested the reasons now urged by him, his argument, 
however inconclusive, would ‘have been intelligible, and 
not, in its whole frame and scope, inconsistent with all 
well established first principles. His rejection of the bill, 
in that case, would have been, nodoubt, an extraordinary 
exercise of power; but it would have been, nevertheless, 
the exercise of a power belonging te his office, and trusted 
by the constitution to his discretion. But when he puts 
forth an array of arguments, such as the message employs, 
not against the expediency of the bank, but against its 
constitutional existence, he confounds all distinctions, 
mixes questions of policy and questions of right together, 
and turns all constitutional restraints into mere matters of 
opinion. As far as its power extends, either in its direct 
effects, or as a precedent, the message not only unsettles 
every thing which has been settled, under the constitution, 
but would show, also, that the constitution itself is utterly 
incapable of any fixed construction, or definite interpreta- 
tion; and that there is no possibility of establishing, by its 
authority, any practical limitations on the powers of the 
respective branches of the Government. 
When the message denies, as it does, the authority ofi 


the Supreme Court to decide on constitutional questions, 
it effects, so far as the opinion of the President and his 
authority can effect, a complete change in our Govern- 
ment. It does two things: first, it converts a constitu- 
tional limitation of power into mere matters of opinion, 
and then strikes the judicial department, as an efficient 
department, out of our system. But the message by no 
means stops even at this point. Having denied to Con- 
gress the authority of judging what powers may be con- 
stitutionally conferred on a bank, and having erected the 
judgment of the President himself into a standard by 
which to try the constitutional character of such powers, 
and having denounced the authority of the Supreme Court, 
and decided finally on constitutional questions, the mes- 


sage proceeds to claim for the President, not the power of 
approval, but the primary power, the power of originat- 
ing laws. The President informs Congress that he would 
have sent them such a charter, if it had been properly 
asked for, as they ought to possess. He very plainly inti- 
mates that, in his opinion, the establishment of all laws, 
of this nature, at least, befongs tothe functions of the Ex- 
ecutive Government, and that Congress ought to have 
waited for the manifestation of the Executive will, before 
it presumed to touch the subject. Such, Mr. President, 
stripped of their disguises, are the real pretences set up 
in behalf of the Executive power in this most extraordi- 
nary paper. 

Mr. President, we have arrived ata new epoch. We 
are entering on experiments with the Government and 
the constitution of the country, hitherto untried, and of 
fearful and appalling aspect. This message calls us to 
the contemplation of a future, which little resembles the 
past. Its principles are at war with alt that public opi- 
nion has sustained, and all which the experience of the 
Government has sanctioned. It denies first principles. It 
contradicts truths heretofore received as indisputable. 
It denies to the judiciary the interpretation of law, and 
demands to divide with Congress the origination of sta- 
tutes. It extends the grasp of Executive pretension over 
every power of the Government. But this is notall. It 
presents the Chief Magistrate of the Union in the attitude 
of arguing away the powers of that Government over 
which he has been chosen to preside; and adopting, for 
this purpose, modes of reasoning which, even under the 
influence of all proper feeling towards high official sta- 
tion, it is difficult to regard as respectable. Itappeals to 
every prejudice which may betray men into a mistaketr 
view of their own interests; and to every passion which 
may lead them to disobey the impulses of their under- 
standing. It urges all the specious topics of State rights, 
and national encroachment, against that which a great ma- 
jority of the States have affirmed to be rightful, and in 
which alt of them have acquiesced. It sows, in an un- 
sparing manner, the seeds of jealousy and ill-will against 
that Government of which its author is the official head. 
It raises a cry that liberty is in danger, at the very mo- 
ment when it puts forth claims to power heretofore un- 
known and unheard of. It affects alarm for the public 
freedom, when nothing so much endangers that freedom 
as its own unparalleled pretences. This, even, is not all. 
It manifestly seeks to influence the poor against the rich, 
It wantonly attacks whole classes of the people, for the 
purpose of turning against them the prejudices and re- 
sentments of other classes. It isa State paper which finds 
no topic too exciting for its use; no passion too inflamma- 
bie for its address and its solicitation. Such is this mes- 
sage. It remains, now, for the people of the United 
States to choose between the principles here avowed and 
their Government. These cannot subsist together. The 
one or the other must be rejected. If the sentiments of 
the message shall receive general approbation, the consti- 
tution will have perished even earlier than the moment 
which its enemies originally allowed for the termination 
of its existence. It will not have survived to its fiftieth year. 

Mr. WHITE, of Tennessee, next rose, and addressed 
the Senate as follows: 

Mr. President, pressed as we are for time, I must crave 
the indulgence of the Senate, while I attempt some an- 
swer to the matters urged by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the message accompanying the bill now to be 
reconsidered. 

I rejoice that, for once, we have a document from the 
present Chief Magistrate, acknowledged by the opposi- 
tion to be frank, plain, and susceptible of only one inter- 
pretation. Heretofore, the common complaint from that 
quarter has been that his important communications were 
so worded as to be interpreted one way in one section of 
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setts to tell us at what time the institution can be wound 
up, with less inconvenience, than at the expiration of the 
present charter. When will the debtors in the valley of 
thé Mississippi be better able to pay, than when this char- 
ter expires? If the argument of the Senator proves any 
thing, it proves that this corporation ought to-exist for- 
ever. Is any gentleman willing to avow this?. I am 
decidedly opposed to it. Pay-day for these debtors must 
arrive some time; and it appears to me that the affairs of 
this bank can probably be closed, with less inconvenience 
to the community, at the expiration of this charter, than 
they can be fifteen years afterwards. 

The Senator says, the President alleges that the ap- 
plication to renew the charter is premature, and thinks 
we ought not to be chided by him for acting on the sub- 
ject, as he had directed the attention of the nation and of 
Congress to this subject, in his message of 1829, and in 
two succeeding messages. 

Mr. President, to me itis obvious that the notice taken 
of the bank in‘ those messages was not to recommend to 
Congress to act upon the subject, at either of the sessions 
when those messages was delivered; but, as the subject 
was esteemed of vital interest to the community, to turn 
the attention of all to it, at an early period, so that the 
opinion might be well matured upon it, when the charter 
was about to expire, and when it would become necessary 
to act upon it, i 

But if Congress ought now to act upon it, because the 
subject is brought before us by those messages, why was 
it not acted on at the sessions when these messages were 
delivered? Why not at the session in 1829? The Sena- 
tor has answered the question with frankness. He has 
told us it is material that it should be known before the 
Presidential election, whether the President would sign 
the act renewing the charter or not; because, if he would 
not, he ought to be turned out, and another put in his place, 
who will; and as the election is to take place the succeed- 
ing fall, application for the renewal could not be longer 
delayed. 

1 thank the Senator for the candid avowal, that unless 
the President will sign such a charter as will suit the di- 
rectors, they intend to interfere in the election, and en- 
deavor to displace him. With the same candor I state 
that, after this declaration, this charter shall never be re- 
newed with my consent. 

Let us look at this matter as itis. Immediately before 
the election, the directors apply fora charter, which they 
think the President at any other time will not sign, for 
the express purpose of compelling him to sign contrary 
to his judgment, or of encountering all their hostility in 
the canvass, and at the polls. Suppose this attempt to 
have succeeded, and the President, through fear of his 
election, had signed this charter, although he conscien- 
tiously believes it will be destructive of the liberty of the 
people who have elected him to preside over them, and 
preserve their liberties, so far as in his power. What next? 
Why, whenever the charter is likely to expire hereafter, 
they will come, as they do now, on the eve of the election, 
and compel the Chief Magistrate to sign such a charter as 
they may dictate, on pain of being turned out and dis- 
graced. Would it not be far better to gratify this moneyed 
aristocracy, to the whole extent at once, and renew their 
charter forever? The temptation to a periodical inter- 
ference in our elections would then be taken away. 

Sir, if, under these circumstances, the charter is re- 
newed, the elective franchise is destroyed, and the liber. 
ties and prosperity of the people are delivered over to 
this moneyed institution, to be disposed of at their discre- 
tion, against this I enter my solemn protest. 

The honorable Senator next adverts to what the Presi- 
dent says on the constitutionality of this act, and animad- 
verts on what is stated in relation to there being two prece- 
dents in Congress, where this power is asserted, and two 


the country, and ina different way in another. Here itis 
admitted we have a document so worded, as to be under- 
stood every where alike. The honorable Senator thinks 
this frankness, on the part of the Chief Magistrate, ought 
to be met in a corresponding spirit by those who differ 
from him in opinion. Approving of this course, I shall 
endeavor to be equally as explicit, in what I propose to 
say, in answer to his argument. 

The Senator thinks, if the charter of this bank is not 
renewed, ruin to the country is to be the consequence, be- 
cause the bank must wind up all its concerns. This is no- 
thing but the old argument used in 1811, when the then 
existing bank applied for a renewal of its charter. Dis- 
tress to the community, and ruin to the country, were pre- 
dicted by the advocates of the bank. The predictions 
were not verified. The capital employed in the bank 
was not annihilated. . It still existed; and in loans to indi- 
viduals, or in some other shape, it was applied to the uses 
of the community. Debtors sought and obtained accom- 
modations elsewhere: as the notes of that bank were 
withdrawn from circulation, their places were supplied 
by specie, or the paper of local institutions, and little or 
no inconvenience was experienced; and such will be the 
case again, should the charter of this bank be allowed to 
expire in 1836. Debtors worthy of credit will obtain ac- 
commedations from either individuals or other banks, and 
discharge their dues to this; and as the notes of this bank 
disappear, their places will be supplied by specie, or the 
paper of other banks, and the mass of the community 
will, in a short time, hardly be sensible that the operation 
of winding up has been performed. We have been told 
that, in the valley of the Mississippi alone, there is due to 
this bank thirty millions of dollars, twenty millions for 
loans made, and ten millions for domestic bills of exchange. 
That the press occasioned by the collection of this debt 
will be too severe to be borne. ‘The charter has almost 
four years yet torun, and then two years are allowed for 
collections, making nearly six years. How often have we 
been told during this session of the general prosperity 
of the country, and especially that part of itin the valley 
of the Mississippi. If these statements have any resem- 
blance to the fact, it ought to be entirely within the power 
of these debtors, in five or six years, to adjust and pay what- 
ever they may owe. 1 must repeat what I said on a former 
occasion: If these debts are real transactions, the adjust- 
ment of them will be a simple operation. The paper 
evidencing these debts will be paid at maturity; and let 
the bank be careful not to discount when the charter is 
near expiring, and the whole object will be accomplished. 
If the transactions are not real, but fictitious, and the 
paper discounted has assumed the appearance of business 
paper, for the purpose of obtaining permanent loans, in 
other words, standing accommodations, the sooner the truth 
is known, the better to all concerned. ‘The community 
has a deep interest in this matter: false credit given to in- 
dividuals by false appearances’ is an injury to society, and 
of no actual benefit to individuals; and the sooner such 
transactions are brought to a close, all the better; the 
fewer will be the number of sufferers. 

If Lam not very much mistaken, this opinion was, some 
years ago, advanced, in a report from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, whose opinions upon such a subject are 
entitled to the highest respect. 

But, sir, if, when this bank has been in operation only 
fifteen or sixteen years, the debts have become so nume- 
rous, and so large, that we must, on these accounts, re- 
new the charter, I must be allowed to ask, what will be 
the state of things at the end of thirty-five years? Will 
they not be much worse? Mostcertainly they will, What, 
then, do gentlemen. mean? Do they intend that this char- 
ter shall become perpetual? That this company, foreign- 
ers and all, shall have this monopoly forever? If this be 
not their intention, I must ask the Senator from Massachu- 
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in which it was denied; and then assertsthat since the year! 
1791, when the first bank was chartered, Congress Mas: 


never denied this power. 


Mr. President, it appears to me that, whether the 


often, the passage of an act which he may think consti- 
tutional, would the Senate, the House of Representatives, 
or the courts, feel. themselves bound by his opinions? I 
think not. Each co-ordinate. department, within its ap- 


President can show any recorded vote, denying this! propriate sphere of action, must judge of its own powers, 


power or not, the Senator ought notto be too severe upon 
the Executive for this mistake, if itbe one. Whena re- 
newal of the charter was applied for in 1811, its con- 
stitutionality was argued, and ably argued, by those op- 
posed to it, and the application was rejected. The bank 
then applied for time to wind up its business; the petition 
was referred to a committee who reported against the ap- 
plication, alleging that it was unconstitutional, and this 
report was concurred in. Afterwards, in 1815, when a 
bank charter was under consideration in the House of Re- 
presentatives, a member from Massachusetts, in his place, 
then acting under the same high obligations which the 
President acts under, arguing against the charter, states 
expressly that the renewal of the charter had been refused 
because it was unconstitutional. The President, without 
doubt, has read this argument, and seen this resolution; 
and ifthe reposed confidence in these statements, and was 
thereby misled, which I suppose he was not, I submit to 
the honorable Senator whether, under such circumstances, 
he would not have been entitled to milder treatment from 
him, than he has received. 

The attention of the Senate has been next called to that 
part of the message found in page six, in which the deci- 
sions of the Supreme Court are spoken of. 

The honorable Senator argues that the constitution has 
constituted the Supreme Court a tribunal to decide great 
constitutional questions, such as this, and that, when they 
have done so, the question is put at rest, and every other 
department of the Government must acquiesce. This 
doctrine I deny. The constitution vests ‘‘the judicial 
power in a Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts as 
Congress may from time to time ordain and establish.” 
Whenever a suit is commenced and prosecuted in the 
courts of the United States, of which they have jurisdic- 
tion, and such suit is decided by the Supreme Court, as 
that is the court of the last resort, its decision is final and 
conclusive between the parties. But as an authority, it 
does not bind either the Congress or -the President of the 
United States. If either of these .co-ordinate depart- 
ments is afterwards called upon to perform an official act, 
and conscientiously believe the performance of that act 
will be a violation of the constitution, they are not bound 
to perform it, but, on the contrary, are as much at liberty 
to decline acting, as if no such decision had been made. 
In examining the extent of their constitutional power, 
the opinion of so enlightened a tribunal as our Supreme 
Court has been, and I hope ever will be, will always be 
entitled to great weight; and, without doubt, either Con- 
gress or the President. would always be disposed, ina 
doubtful case, to think its decisions correct; but I hope 
neither will ever view them as authority binding upon 
them. They ought to examine the extent of their con- 
stitutional powers for themselves; and when they have 
had access to all sources of information within their reach, 
and given to every thing its due weight, if they are satis- 
fied the constitution has not given a power to do the act 
required, I insist they ought to refrain from doing it. 

Suppose the House of Representatives to have passed 
an act on a given subject for a number of successive ses- 
sions, and from want of time the Senate had not acted on 
it, and the constitutionality of such an act to come before 
the Senate, would any member think those opinions of 
the House authorities by which he was bound? Certainly 
not. They would have due weight, and be respectfully 
considered, but disregarded in the decision made by the 
Senate, if shown to be incorrect. In principle there can 
be no difference between such cases and the judicial de- 
cisions. Suppose the President to recommend, never so 


when called upon to do its official duties; and if either 
blindly follows the others, without forming an opinion for 
itself, an essential check against the exercise of unconsti- 
tutional power is destroyed. A mistake by Congress in 
passing an act, inconsistent with the constitution, followed 
by a like mistake by the Supreme Court, in deciding such 
act to be constitutional, might be attended with the most 
fatal consequences. Let each department judge for itself, 
and we are safe, If different interpretations are put upon 
the constitution by the different departments, the people 
is the tribunal to settle the dispute. Each of the depart- 
ments is the agent of the people, doing their business ac- 
cording to the powers conferred; and where there isa 
disagreement as to the extent of these powers, the people 
themselves, through the ballot boxes, must settle it. The 
Senator, if I heard him correctly, has said that the Presi- 
dent has asserted that the Supreme Court has no power 
to decide upon the constitutionality of an act of Congress. 
The gentleman has not attended to the message with his 
usual accuracy. No such opinion is advanced, but the 
contrary, that each department within its appropriate 
sphere of action has the right to judge for itself, and is 
not bound by the opinion of both, or either of the others; 
and this I incline to think is the correct constitutional 
view of the subject. The honorable Senator thinks the 
President entirely mistaken when he supposes Congress 
cannot deprive itself of some of its legislative powers. 
Let us for a few minutes attend to the view of this part 
of the subject presented by the message, and then examine 
its correctness. 

The Congress is vested with exclusive legislative pow- 
ers over the District of Columbia. It therefore has an 
undoubted power to establish, within the District, as many 
banks, with as much capital to each, as it chooses. By 
this charter, it is stipulated that Congress shall not esta- 
blish any bank within the District, nor shall it increase 
the capital of existing banks. This the President thinks 
is unconstitutional. By this agreement, the present Con- 
gress, and its successors, are deprived of the powers of 
establishing any bank, no matter how pressingly the pub- 
lic interest may require one. Congress by thisagreeiment 
will have stripped itself of all power to legislate upon a 
subject during the existence of the charter, when the 
constitution had vested the most ample powers. Is this 
constitutional? Ought we to be bound by such an agree- 
ment for fifteen or twenty years, and permit the best in- 
terests of society to be sacrificed for the want of a power 
which the constitution has conferred, hut which we have 
bartered away? The message supposes we are not at 
liberty to dispose of our legislative powers in this manner, 
and therefore this act is unconstitutional. This is cer- 
tainly a very important point. If we make such an agree- 
ment, we ought to be bound by it; and yet I think cases 
might occur,.in which we ought not to be, nor would we 
be, bound by any such agreement. The public safety, 
the public interest, might, long before the expiration of the 
charter, imperiously demand the establishment of one or 
more banks within the District, and Ido not believe we 
can constitutionally deprive ourselves or our successors of 
the power to do so. 

The Senator insists, in many cases, we derive our pow- 
ers not from express grants, but by constructions, and 
asks how we acquire power to pass laws to hang those 
who rob the mail. He says it might be argued that fine 
and imprisonment would be sufficiently severe. 

To this Lanswer, that when an express power is granted 
to Congress to accomplish a given object, and no means 
for its accomplishment are pointed out, there we must, by 
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construction, have the necessary and appropriate means. 
In the case of the mail robber, we have the power to hang, 
because we have. an undoubted power to carry the mail 
and-deliver its contents safely, and unless those who vio- 
late it can be punished criminally, this. granted power 
cannot be carried into effect; and as putting to.death the 
man who will break open the mail and steal its contents 
is a necessary and appropriate means. for preventing such 
acts, Congress has the power thus to‘punish. But this 
will not furnish a precedent for exercising the power to 
confer upon a bank created ostensibly: for. public and 
financial purposes, a set of powers and privileges not in 
the lcast necessary or proper for enabling it to perform 
any of the duties to be required of it by the Government. 

The honorable Senator has wearied himself a good deal 
with a criticism upon the word ‘ monopoly.” He says it 
is used at least twenty times in this message, and never 
correctly. That the act only confers exclusive privileges, 
and the word monopoly means the sole power of trading. 
_ Mr. President, T do think upon this great subject the 
minds of statesmen may be. more profitably employed, 
than in close criticisms upon the definition of particular 
words; but I am content to take the Senators definition, 
and insist it is appropriately used. The charter does grant 
the sole power of banking for fifteen years to this com- 
pany. They, therefore, have the sole power of trading 
in the manner pointed out in that charter for the period 
of its duration. To make it a monopoly, the company 
need not have the exclusive right of trading in every 
thing; the sole right- to carry on a particular branch of 
business is sufficient; ‘and as this company is to have this 
sole or exclusive right, it- appears to me the word is pro- 
perly used. The honorable Senator fears much mischief 
may follow from the objections urged against foreigners 
owning stock in the bank, unless something shall be 
done to remove these erroneous impressions. He says 
we are interested in encouraging them to make loans for 
public purposes to the Gencral and State Governments, 
and that heretofore it has been our policy to encourage 
them to hold property among us, 

Mr. President, this never has been our policy as to 

lands; the respective Stateshave, and ought ever to have, 
the exclusive right to determine who shall hold lands 
within thcir limits. It has generally been, and probably 
ever will be, their policy to prevent aliens from acquiring 
frecholds within their limits, This policy of theirs, we 
have no constitutional power to interfere with. As to our 
public stocks, I think with the Senator, foreigners may 
well make-loans to the Government, or purchase stock 
owned by our citizens. Much benefit may result from 
this, and we bave no injury to fear. As to our public 
stocks, foreigners owning them can have no agency what- 
ever in creating them, or Mamging them. 
each quarter, the Government pays the stipulated inte- 
yest, and at the time agreed on discharges the principal. 
The holder of the stock, by no act of his, can make his 
profits more or less. But the case is not so as to bank 
stock. Although the foreigner can neither vote, nor be 
a director, yet he canin many instances have an indirect 
influence on the operations of the bank, and, by regulat- 
ing exchanges favorably for the bank and injuriously for 
our citizens, can increase the profits of the establishment, 
and thus benefit himself, Will any gentleman say he is 
of opinion the Barings, who own a million of stock, can 
have no influence on the profits to be made by this. insti- 
tution? 1 think not, 
_ Some of the views taken in this message of the manner 
in which this stock may, and probably will be, managed 
by our own citizens and foreigners, are very forcible, as 
they strike my mind. 

Under the old charter, the bank could not be taxed by 
the State Governments, according to the decision of the 
Supreme Court; but citizen stockholders might he taxed 


annum more to the foreigner than to the citizen. 


directors. 


At the end of 


by the States in which they reside for the stock which 
they hold. The assessors in Connecticut applied to the 
bank in that State for the names of the stockholders. re- 
siding there. 
application was made to the president of the principal 
bank, who, by the. advice of counsel, returned a very po- 
lite answer, declining to give the names, as the bank could 
not lend their aid to enforce penalties against their stock- 
holders. To remedy this mischief: under. the renewed 
charter, provision is made that the names of citizen stock- 
holders shall be furnished. The President thinks that, 


The names were not furnished, and the like 


under this renewed charter, the construction will be that 


the bank cannot be taxed, therefore you cannot tax fo- 


reigners; but that citizens may be taxed for the stock they 
own; therefore this stock will be worth one per cent. per 
That, 
with this inducement, foreigners will purchase out all the 
stock except enough to be left in the hands of a few citi- 
zens, who will have a power every year to elect themselves 
That this company, thus formed of a few citi- 
zens, and foreign stockholders, will manage the institution 
for their own particular benefit in time of peace, and that 
in time of war it will possess a power dangerous to the 
Government itself. The honorable Senator says the mes- 
sage frequently repeats that the institution may be ‘dan- 
gerous” to our liberty, dangerous to our prosperity, &c.; 


‘that he can see nothing dangerous in it. 


Mr. President, we must remember that, in case of a war, 
this bank, if in existence, must be our main dependence 
for raising money; and yet there is no provision by which 
it is bound to loan us one cent. Now, suppose it to have 
existed during the last war, and the stock to have been 
owned by British subjects and a few of our own citizens, 
and those citizens to have belonged to that sect in politics 
who were seeking to change our federal rulers-—who 
thought it wicked to thank God for our victories upon 
either land or water—who had sent an embassy to this city 
to request the then President to resign: does any man be-, 
lieve the administration could have procured a loan for one 
cent? Those politicians, I am willing to suppose, were 
acting honestly; that they believed the war impolitic, un- 
just, and wicked, so much so that they would not aid it 
with their good wishes. Does any one suppose that they 
‘would not have held it treason against good morals to have 
loaned pecuniary aid? Surely they would. We must 
then have been without money, and without the means of 
obtaining any. Peace must have been made, and upon 
any terms dictated by the bank, or by the enemy. 

I put, then, the question to the Senate—to the Senator 
from Massachusetts-—to answer me if they can see no dan- 
ger in this state of things. . 

The honorable Senator next recurs to that part of the 
message which speaks of the bonus. The President sup- 
poses that thisis proof upon the face of the act, that more 
power and greater privileges are conferred than were ne- 
cessary for the performance of the public business to be 
done by the bank. The Senator thinks this small affair 
is within a nut-shell, and that shell not worth cracking; 
that any one capable of taking the view of a statesman, 
would have seen that the other powers were necessary to 
make a bank of any use for public.or private purposes. 

Mr. President, l have endeavored to expand my mind 
so as to take this enlarged view of the subject, and what 
I find is, that the advocates of this bank, upon the plea 
that the. bank is necessary for the fiscal concerns of the 
Government, wish, by construction, to acquire the power 
to create a bank; and, having thus possessed theniselves of 
the power, wish.to use it so as to confer powers not in any 
degree necessary for a bank to possess, to enable it to do 
all which the Government may wish to have done, but 
through which the stockholders may enrich themselves 
and their friends, and acquire an influence greater than 


| the Government itself, and control all our political con- 
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cerns in such manner as to gratify their ambition and pro- 
mote their interests to any extent they may wish. In short, 
it appears to me that, in creating the bank, the pretence 
is, through it to do the public business; and as soon as 
created, the public business is a mere insignificant inci- 
dent; and private emolument, without limit, is the main 
design. 

Bat it ig said we have the President’s project for a bank. 
it is to be one without money, without credit, and to do 
no business. 

Others, before the honorable Senator, have supposed 
the President to mean any sort of bank that could be 
most easily turned into ridicule. Ido not know where 
the honorable member has seen the project of which he 
speaks. Ihave never seen or heard of any such thing 
from the President. j 

The Senator seems to suppose the President’s fears 
upon the subject of the States not being allowed to im- 
pose a tax, entirely too great. 

How stands this matter? The Supreme Court has de- 
cided that the States cannot tax the bank. This charter 
imposes no condition upon the bank that it shall pay any 
tax to any State, and provides a mode by which resident 
stockholders may be taxed for their stock. What, then, 
will be the construction under this renewed charter? No 
man can doubt it. As no provision is made, no tax can 
be collected. I hold that in every State where a branch 
is situated, that as the State laws must proteét the persons 
who manage the affairs of this corporation, and must pro- 
tect the property within their limits, it is strictly just that 
a reasonable tax should be paid for this protection. 

All this might have been easily provided for. Although 
Congress cannot confer upon a State the power of taxa- 
tion, it certainly can impose a condition upon this corpo- 
ration that it shall pay a tax, or the charter be forfeited. 
As no such condition is imposed, the States must lose the 
tax, under the decision of the Supreme Court. [take the 
liberty of saying, further, that the reasoning in that case, 
if correct and carried out, will produce a class of persons 
exempt from taxation that would be highly inconvenient. 
The principle established is, that the bank is necessary 
for the Federal Government; that the State Government 
is an adversary power, and, if allowed the power to tax, 
could tax so heavily as to exclude the bank and branches 
from the States. Carry out the same principle, and you 
must exempt from State taxation the houses and other 
property of every federal officer of evcry grade, If 
the bank is necessary to the United States in an indivi- 
dual State, and that State cannot tax it, because it may by 
taxing exclude it, I ask, are not federal judges necessary; 
marshals, clerks, collectors, and a host of officers? Why 
shall the States tax them or their property? They may 
be taxed out of the States by this adversary power, and 
therefore they must be freed from taxation. Tam not 
prepared to yicld my assent to a doctrine leading to such 
a result. The President must be right in wishing to pre- 
serve for the States all the powers of taxation which they 
have not, in express terms, surrendered in the constita- 
tion. Theseare few. He says, importsand exports. The 
objects of taxation are only limited by their discretion. 
Persons and property of every description, real and per- 
sonal, corporeal and incorporeal, with the exception men- 
tioned, are, and of right ought to be, liable to State taxa- 
tion; yet under this charter they will be deprived of it for 
want of some such provision as it was attempted to intro- 
duce here, and which was rejected. 

The honorable member has alluded to that part of the 
message which speaks of the investigation of the bank 
being unwillingly yielded; and at the same time he says, 
as it does not allude to this branch of the Legislature, we 
cannot notice it. 

Sir, is not the statement true? Was not the creation of 
a committee opposed? The bank had its agents here, no 


doubt. Gentlemen of the House, confiding in the state- 
ments of the agent, thought the investigation useless, 
therefore they opposed it. It was unwillingly yielded. 
Who is blamed for this in the message’? Not the House; 
not the members of the House. Let any candid mind ex- 
amine the whole paragraph, and he must see it is those 
who applied for a renewal of the charter, and persisted in 
the application, after this limited and unsatisfactory exa- 
mination. The honorable Senator thinks the message is 
unfortunate in ascribing to the patriots of the revolution 
the spirit of compromise which ought not to be imitated. 
Mr. President, if the message did read as the Senator has 
read it, it would have been substantially correct. The 
leading patriots of the revolution were the leading men 
in framing and adopting the constitution; and it is the 
spirit of compromise which these men manifested in adopt- 
ing the constitution we are called upon to imitate, not 
that displayed during the revolution in fighting the enemy. 
But the paragraph was misread by the Senator, no doubt 
unintentionally, and furnishes no color, when correctly 
read, for the criticism we have heard uponit. It has been 
argued that it is strange the message should intimate the 
Executive ought to have been called upon for a draught 
of the project of a bank. 

I submit, Mr. President, that it is not at all strange. In 
every instance, heretofore, the bank projects have pro- 
ceeded from the treasury; and so they ought. Although 
the bank established in General Washington’s day may 
have been the best that could be devised, as things then 
were, yet the increase of population-—-numerous changes 
in almost every thing, might make it a very unsuitable plan 
at this time. The Secretary of the Treasury, whose duty 
itis to watch the finances of the country, and the opera- 
tions of the bank, could better judge of the details proper 
for a bill, than any other officer; and now, as in time past, 
ought to have been consulted. 

Mr. President, in submitting this message, one of the 
highest duties of the Chief Magistrate has been perform- 
ed. Under peculiar and trying circumstances he has given 
his sentiments, plainly and frankly, as he believed his duty 
required. 

When the excitement of the time in which we act shall 
have passed away, and the historian and biographer shall 
be employed in giving his account of the acts of our most 
distinguished public men, and comes to the name of An- 
drew Jackson; when he shall have recounted all the great 
and good deeds done by this man in the course of a long 
and eventful life, and the circumstances under which this 
message was communicated shall have been stated, the 
conclusion will be, that, in doing this, he has showna wil- 
lingness to risk more to promote the happiness of his fel- 
low-men, and to secure their liberties, than by the doing 
of any other act whatever, X 

Mr. HOLMES followed in opposition to the message, 
and spoke some time, when the Senate took a recess till 
five o'clock in the afternoon; at which time it met, and re- 
sumed the subject of the veto message, when 

Mr. EWING took the floor. He said he had thus far 
been an attentive listener to the discussion which the sub- 
ject had elicited. In the progress of that discussion, his 
own views had been in many particulars anticipated. Some 
parts, however, of the message which, in his opinion, re- 
quired examination, had been but briefly noticed, and 
others passed over in silence. To such of them, said Mr. 
E., as | deem the most important, I will now ask the at- 
tention of the Senate. But in this discussion I shall be 
brief-—-carefully avoiding, as far as may be, a repetition of 
the subjects already dwelt upon, and arguments already 
advanced. 

This message contains the Executive condemnation of 
the Bank of the United States; a universal, unqualified, 
condemnation of all that it is, and all that Congress had 
proposed to make it. There is no objection, however un- 


‘1249 


Jory 11, 1832.) 


OF DEBATES IN CONGRESS: 
The Bank Veto. 


1250 


[Snare 


—== = = a me 
founded, no argument, however unsound, which has been 
urged against this institution for years past, both in and 
out of this capitol, but are collected and thrown. together 
here to make up this extraordinary paper. Butits general 
merits have been already considered. The parts to which 
I would now more especially invite your attention, are 
found on the third page of the printed message, in which, 
after saying that “all the objectionable principles of the 
existing corporation, and most ofits odious features, are 
retained without alleviation” in the bill under considera- 
tion, proceeds: ` 


at a branch, and agree to pay it at-the.same plaċe,is it, E 
ask, necessary for his protection, or. consistent with 'mer- 
cantile habits and principles, that he should be allowed, as 
a legal right, to tender in payment of this loan the notes 
of the person (or the bank) of whom he borrows, payable 
a thousand miles off ? -It ‘may be just enough, once adopted 
as a rule of law; butit would be embarrassing in the ex- 
treme to the lender, and would compel: him to diminish the 
amount of his loans in order to sustain his credit. But ean 
any injury happen to the borrower by- the want. of such. 
provision? Every individual who -borrows at a bank 


«The fourth section provides * that the notes or bills of | knows when. pay-day comes, and if he be provident, he 


the said corporation, although the same be on the faces 
thereof respectively made payable at one place only, 
shall, nevertheless, be received by the said corporation at 
the bank, or at any of the offices of discount and deposite 
thereof, if tendered in liquidation or payment of any ba- 
lance or balances due to said corporation, or to such office of 
discount and deposite, from any other incorporated bank.’ 
This provision secures to the State banks a legal privilege 
in the Bank of the United States, which is withheld from 
all private citizens. If a State bank in Philadelphia owe 
the Bank of the United States, and have notes issued by 
the St. Louis branch, it can pay the debt with those notes; 
but if amerchant, mechanic, or other private citizen, be 
in like circumstances, he cannot, by law, pay his debt with 
those notes, but must sell them at a discount, or send them 
to St. Louis to be cashed. This boon conceded to the 
State banks, though not unjust in itself, is most odious; 
because it does not measure out equal jastice to the high 
and the low, the rich and the poor. To the extent of its 
practical effect, itis a bond of union among the banking 
establishments of the nation, erecting them into an interest 
separate from that of the people: and its necessary ten- 
dency is to unite the Bank of the United States and the 
State banks in any measure which may be thought condu- 
cive to their common interests.” 

And this ig one prominent objection to the bill extend- 
ing the charter of the Bank of the United States, and one 
of the reasons for refusing it the sanction of the Execu- 
tive! ‘his bank, sir, with its present charter, has exist- 
ed about fifteen years. During that period, its effects 
upon the country have been tried and tested. The pre- 
sent charter has faults and imperfections. Men of busi- 
ness, pursuing the various avocations of life in a state of 
society highly complicated, and in its various branches 
connected and intertwined in a thousand forms of combi- 
nation, have, in that long period of time, felt all the good 
and all the evil it contained; but with all its good and all 
its evil, taken as a whole, it has proved highly beneficial 
to our country. That it has so, is certain from the united 
opinion of all men of business, and almost all the local 
banks in the United States, whose petitions for its renewal 
load your table—petitions, not of one place, or of one 
party, or one class of men, but of the people of all classes, 
all parties, and almost all sections of the Union—and ge- 
nerally in those petitions they call for an extension of the 
charter of the bank, without suggesting either variation 
or modification. Others do suggest existing evils, andask 
for a modification which will remove them; butin no one, 
and from no quarter, do we hear it urged as a complaint 
that the notes of the bank, wherever payable, are not 
made a tender at all places for the payment of individual 
debts to the bank. Was it necessary, then, or was it pro- 
per, toinsert such provision? Certainly not, unless some 
evil was to be avoided, or some good to be produced by it. 

The present charter of the bank permits them to pay 
out and put in circulation, at any one of their branches, 
bills payable at any other branch. The bill before us re- 
stricts them, and requires that no notes of a denomina- 
tion which constitutes currency shall be paid out or putin 
circulation which are not made payable at the place where 
they are so issued. If, then, an individual borrow money 
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prepares for it. Should the bank hold him to the strict 
law, and require him to. pay in the notes of the branch, or 
specie, he has time to prepare himself with such funds as 
may suit his purpose, by exchanges, which are always 
easily effected. As, for example, a trader or mechanic at 
Cincinnati borrows money payable at that place, and he 
is required to pay in notes of that branch, or specie: now 
the notes that, under this charter, would circulate there, 
are those of Cincinnati, Louisville, and Pittsburg. If the 
debtor had one-third of the amount due in notes of each 
of those branches, and the bank at Cincinnati should re- 
fuse to receive any but its own notes, every man of busi- 
ness knows that an hour would be ample time to exchange 
to the amount of any moderate loan, and without a pre- 
mium, for such funds as the branch could not refuse. 
But the supposition that this would ever be required by 
the bank, is perfectly idle. They have to deal with the 
people, and the good will of their customers is the source 
both of their convenience and their profit. It would be 
wanton folly in them to refuse notes of any of their 
branches in payment of the debts due them, whenever 
obtained by a borrower in the due course of business, and 
fairly offered for that purpose. They never have, that I 
have ever heard of, asyet, in the whole course of their busi- 
ness, and I presume they never will, unless their officers be- 
come insane, or an unexpected change in business should 
render it necessary for self-preservation. But compel them 
by law to do that which they now do voluntarily, and great 
mischief might follow. In the fluctuations of trade there 
will frequently be heavy drains upon the specie of our 
great commercial cities. In those cities flows from every 
part of the Union the paper of all the branches, brought 
there by traders as the funds casiest of transportation for 
the purchase of merchandise. There, too, the heaviest 
loans are made to individuals, and the amount becoming 
due to the bank, in a single day, is sometimes immense. 
Now, in this state of things, suppose one of these sudden 
and heavy pressures upon the money market in New York, 
and the Bank of the United States and the other banks in 
that city are drawn on at once for one or two millions of 
dollars of specie, and this bank compelled to receive the 
paper of remote branches in payment of debts, is it not 
obvious at once that they would bear the whole pressure, 
in the first instance, at least to the extent of all the notes 
of all the branches in the money market of the place?» The 
Manhattan bank, for example, has $100,000 of the paper 
of the remote branches, and wishes to make it available 
at once in specie: that bank would, through the medium 
of brokers, bid up asmall premium in the bills on remote 
branches, for those payable at the branch in New York, 
and the debtors who were about to pay the money on their 
own notes would make the exchange and take the pre- 
mium, and the Manhattan bank would return the notes 
of the branch in New York, and compel the payment of 
specie. Thus every sudden pressure would be cast wholly 
upon this institution, their business would be cramped, 
and their discounts limited, and no good or useful pur. 
pose whatever effected by it. So much as to the pro, 
priety of this extension of the general privilege of tender 
to individuals. : 

With respect to banks, the case is wholly different, 
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They are the rivals, not the customers, of this institution. | persons, deceased. 


The borrowers of the Bank of the 


If their jealousy should ever be excited against any; if} United States are the young, the active, and the enter- 


they should, from any: cause, attempt the oppression or 
overthrow of any interest-in the country, it would be 
the local institutions, the other chartered banks in the 
United States; and it is -against the possibility of such 
oppression that this fourth section was intended to guard. 

Banks are essentially creatures of credit, no matter how 
safe and solvent they may be in fact; if they ever refuse 
payment of their engagements but for a single day, under 
circumstances where they are legally required, the public 
confidence is shaken, their credit is gone, and their ruin 
is complete. 

Banks, too, are unlike individuals in this; they do not 
know what day or hour, or to what amount, they may be 
called-on toredeem their notes. They cannot, therefore, 
be prepared, by a given day, to meet a given. sum, which 
they know they must pay, and which is all that they must- 
pay. Buta heavy claim may come without a moment’s 
notice, and must be paid within the day, or the credit of 
the bank is destroyed. 

Again, sir, several branches may have a motive, and 
without this provision they would have the power to com- 
bine against a State bank to injure and oppress it, while 
they have neither the motive nor the power so to operate 
against individuals. I would instance the case of the 
three branches of Pittsburg, Cincinnati, and Louisville, 
the notes of all which circulate within the range of busi- 
ness of the Commercial bank of Cincinnati. They: each 
of them receive the notes of that bank, and it receives 
theirs. Suppose that each of these branches has in its 
vaults $30,000 of the notes of the Commercial bank, and 
that it has at the same time an equivalent amount of theirs. 
The two remote branches may, if they choose to. do so, 
under the present charter, send all those notes to the Cin- 
cinnati branch for collection-—this branch presents them 
at the Commercial bank and demands payment; they must 
take in exchange the 30,000 dollars of psper on the Cin- 
cinnati branch, but are not bound to take the 60,000 on 
the Pittsburg and Louisville branches. The Commercial 
bank might, therefore, be compelled to. pay the balance 
of 60,000 dollars in specie, toits great injury, when equity 
required that not a dollar should be drawn. A case like 
this could not arise as to an individual.. And was it not 
right to provide against this possible evil?. And can it be 
that this provision is ‘€ most odious” to a wise Executive 
and an honest and intelligent people, because another pro- 
vision, fraught with mischief, and productive of no good, 
has not also been inserted? 

But this boon, itissaid, is most odious, ** because it does 
not measure out equal justice to the high and low, rich 
and poor.” .. Now, sir, I cannot see the connexion of this 
conclusion, with any of the premises or arguments which 


precede it, if, indeed, it be intended as a conclusion. if 


it be an assertion, I can by no means admit its truth in 
point of fact. The rich and poor, in the capacity of bor- 
rowers, are certainly, in the provisions of this bill, placed 
upon the same footing precisely—all subject tothe same 
obligations, and all having the same rights. But banking 
institutions, being particularly liable to danger, have had 
a shield thrown over them as a defence, which private 
borrowers, who are not exposed tothe same danger, did 
not want, and, therefore, did not receive. Butthe ‘high 
and low, rich and poor,” what does it mean as applied to 
the State institutions? The banks themselves are neither 
the one thing nor the other; but if it have any application 
at all, it must be to the stockholdersin such bank. Now, 
sir, if it be true that the stockholders in our State banks 
are, as a body, richer than the borrowers from the Bank 
of the United States, it is a fact which I have yet to learn. 
The stock in those banks.is generally held in small sums 
by men who have, during an active lfe, saved something 
for their old age; or by the widows and orphans of such 


prising, who are using their talents and industry to rise in 
the world. Neither class, as compared with the other, is 
rich, and neither poor; and I know not upon what sound, 
statesmanlike principle an assertion or assumed conclusion 
of this kind could have found its place in this message. 

But it is further said, and it is the last mischief discussed 
under this head, that the necessary tendency of this pro- 
vision is ‘*to unite the Bank of the United States and the 
State banks in any measure which may be thought condu- 
cive to their common interest.” 

There is but.one possible mode in which this provision 
of the charter would produce the effect proposed, and 
that is by removing a source of controversy and discord 
between them, preventing future collisions, and enabling 
them to pursue more harmoniously the general objects of 
their creation; for unless strife and discord prevent it, all 
men and all institutions who possess an ordinary share of 
wisdom and foresight, will pursue that whichis conducive 
to their interest; and if the same object be conducive to 
the interest of the whole people, or a whole class of 
incorporated institutions, they will, unless the predomi- 
nance of evil passions prevent it, unite in its pursuit. This 
provision might have had the effect of removing causes of 
animosity between the national and State institutions, and 
have allayed or prevented the occurrence of hostile or 
unkindly feelings between those-who directed them, and 
thus have enabled them to pursue their common interest 
without jealousy or collision, and by their united means to 
advance the common interests of our country. But-I 
cannot, for myself, divine why the removal of a subject 
of discord between thatand the State institutions should 
be made an objection fatal to the bill. This difficulty, if 
it be one, lies too deep for my intellect to fathom it, 
Surely the President did not intend to convey the idea 
that the Bank of the United States and the State banks 
would, by this provision, be induced <‘ necessarily” to 
unite in oppressing the people. No man possessing ordi- 
nary intelligence could entertain an opinion of this kind, 
and, if not entertained, certainly it could not be intention- 
ally advanced. Unite against the people! Why, sir, let 
this bank and the State bank settle their accounts with 
each other as they will, or let the law settle for them as it 
may, they are still, and always must be, rivals in trade, 
and their competition compels them, and must always 
compel them, to treat their customers not only with 
justice, but with courtesy; and no man in this age and 
nation will believe, let it be insinuated from what quarter 
it may, that a law compelling the Bank of the United 
States to receive the paper of the branches in payment 
from the State banks, will form a bond of union between 
them, and. unite them against the people, on whose good 
will they both depend. 

Passing from this subject, the message proceeds to say that 

“The ninth section of the act recognises principles of 
worse tendency than any provision of the present charter. 

«c It enacts that ‘the cashier of the bank shall annually 
report to the Secretary of the Treasury the names of 
stockholders who are not resident citizens of the United 
states, and, on the application of the treasurer of any 
State, shall make out and transmit to such treasurer a list 
of stockholders residing in, or citizens of such State, with 
the amount of stock owned by each.’ ” 

This principle, so fraught with evil, is the right of the 
States to tax stockholders resident within their limits. 

Now, sir, no right of this kind is, or could be, granted, 
nor is it professed to be granted by this bill. The ninth 
section furnishes the Several States the means of knowing 
what stock is owned within their limits, and who are the 
proprietors, but it confers no rights upon the States—-it 
gives them no power—it does not even suggest or intimate 
the use which the States may make of this information-~ 


4253. 


Jort 11, 1832.] 


OF DEBATES 
i The Bank Veto. 


1254 


[Szxarz. 


IN CONGRESS. 


Bernas mnrenreennahrae renters Seni Snes eee ares Sa z — 
and itis hardly a fair presumption that the States will so 
far abuse their information, that the merely telling them 
the secret will sap the liberties-and destroy the prosperity 
of the commonwealth. ` ~ 
But, sir, the right of the’ States to tax the stock held in 
this bank by persons residing within their limits, has never 
been’ doubted. Many of the States have exercised. it, 


and all have the power to doit, and:to-compel the stock? 


holder, by various modes, generally. that. of arbitrary 
assessment, to-disclose-under oath the amount of stock 
which he owns. But the ninth section of this charter 
obviates that necessity, ànd it does nothing more. So 
much for the effect of this provision, which is said to be 
fraught with principles of such dangerous tendency, But 
a word moreas to the principles which it does not recog- 
nise, but which, nevertheless, do exist in law. $ 
I have said that the States have an undoubted right to 
tax the stockholders residing within their limits for all the 
stock which they hold in the Bank of the United States. 
The right of taxation, as to debts, contracts, stocks, every 
thing which is ofuntangible nature, (not issuing out of real 
seite) andis, therefore, of no place, is determined by the 
domici 
taxed at all, it isin the State or kingdom in which its owner 
resides, Take, for example, the case of a man resident 
in Virginia, loaning money to a citizen. of Ohio. Could 
Ohio tax the lender in consequence of the loan? Certainly 
not. But the money in the hands of the borrower, dispose 
of it however-he might--whether-he retained it on hand, 
or converted it into property, or loaned it again~~would 
become at once a subject of taxation in Ohio. It is. the 
same between kingdoms.as States; a long established prin- 


ciple of international law; never departed from ‘in times of 
peace and amity: and even: in war, confiscation, or the. 


suspension of the rights of the creditor, and not taxation, 
is the usual resort against the credits of the alien enemy. 


But a word as to the justice of this principle, as applied 
to the Bank of the United States, and the policy of per- 


mitting the stock to be owned by foreigners. 


The bonus of three millions of dollars, and the several 
burdens imposed by the bill, was the price which it was 


proposed should be paid by the bank for its privilege to 
exist, and loan money as a corporation. This was the 
medium sum in the judgment of those who had reflected 
onthe subject; and every thing considered was about a 
just equivalent. ‘his matter, however, I do not intend 
to discuss——suflice it that it was the price proposed for the 
privilege of the charter. The individual stockholders, 
then, must, in this bonus, pay an equivalent for vesting 
their money in the corporate joint stock concern; and, 
having done so, they ought to standin every other respect 
upon precisely the same footing with individual money 
lenders—-no better and no worse. If an individual-resid- 
ing in Boston send a hundred thousand dollars to his 
agent at Cincinnati, who lends it for him and in his name, 
the State of Ohio cannot, as I have already explained, tax 
the Bostonian on account of theloan. The State of Mas- 
sachusetts may, but Ohio cannot, for the debt is drawn to 
the domicil of the lender, and is property thcre, and not 
in Ohio. So, if the lender resides in England, and loans 
his money in the United States, the same principle applies; 
we cannot tax him forthe loan, but his own Government 
can. ‘These are principles which we cannot alter, and 
keep within those rules which are respected by all civilized 
nations. Now, the same principles apply, in all their 
force, to stockholders in the Bank of the United States. 
They stand in the situation of lenders, and, having paid 
for the privilege of a corporate existence, are, all beyond 
the peculiar privilege so purchased, in effect, private 
money lenders, to the amount of their stock; and where ‘is 
the hardship: of all this? Ought we to complain’ that 
foreigners come here and lend their money or invest their 
capital? Does Pennsylvania complain that her canal stock 


jis purchased in England? k 
lher stock is owned. in New York, Philadelphia, and in 


of the owner; it is supposed to exist there, and, if 


Or does Ohio: feel grieved that 


London? i. No such thing. © It is, of all others, that which 


advances. our? prosperity. They have capital which we 
‘want. | We-have industry, enterprise, and. the means of 


applying capital, which they do not possess. It is, there- 
‘ore, for the common: benefit'that ‘the transfer should be 

ade. Itis:true it would be better if we:had this:capital 
of our own, without paying interest; but; -as we have -it 
not, it is well that we can obtain it où favorable terms 
from other States, or from foreign nations. - No one ever 
heard ofany nation probibiting its citizens from borrowing 
money of foreigners; and it would be equally absurd. in 
us to prohibit ours from:selling them stocks in our banks, 
or our public works. ~ i 

-Capital is, indeed, the great desideratumin our country; 
it is the want of it which disables us from competing with 
foreigners in many articles of manufacture, and all the 
capital which we have received, or shall: receive, from 
England, or elsewhere abroad, and all the interest we pay 
them, is saved thrice told, in the products of our home 
industry, which it creates and sustains. 

There is another clause in. the third page of the mes- 
sage, to which I now ask the attention of the Senate.” 

“<1t has been urged as.an argument. in favor of rechat- 
tering the present bank, that the calling in its loans will 
produce great embarrassment and distress. The time 
allowed to close its concerns is ample; and if it has been 
well managed, its pressure will be light, and heavy only 
in case its management has been bad. If, therefore, it 
shall produce distress, the fault will be its own; and it 
would furnish a reason against renewing: a power which 
has‘been’’so obviously abused.: But will there ever bea 
time when this'reason will be less powerful? «To acknow- 
ledge its force, is to admit that the bank ought to be per- 
petual; and, as a consequence, the present stockholders, 
and those inheriting their rights as successors, be establish- 
ed a privileged order, clothed both with great political 
power, and enjoying immense pecuniary advantages, from 
their connexion with the Government.” 

This whole clause is assumption, without argument. or 
proof to sustain it. The question whether-the. time to 
close the concern of the bank is or is not ample, is one 
which depends upon a variety of circumstances, of: which 
the most important are the amount of its loans, and ability 
of the individuals and of the country to pay’those. loans 
without serious\pressure upon business, and consequent 
individual and public distress; but the message avers that 
if the management of the bank has been good, the pres- 
sure, on the withdrawal of its loans, will be light, and 
heavy only-in case its management has been bad. It 
would seem, therefore, according to the ideas conveyed in 
the message, that the bank ought to have made no ‘loans 
except to individuals who were full handed and always 
ready to pay; and that they should not have been liberal 
of their loans in any portion of the country where money 
was scarce, and the business and the enterprise: of ‘the 
people dependent on their capital toput it in-motion. ‘In 
other words, it were, according to the message, ‘good 
management to loan to thé ‘rich who are’ full of capital, 
and can always pay, and to refuse to’ the poorer and more 
enterprising sections and citizens of. our country, who 
borrow to create capital from the proceeds of their indus- 
try, aided by their loans. In this I differ from the message 
tothe whole extent. This bank was little needed in that 
portion of our country where capital has been accurhu- 
lating for ages, and therefore abounds. Ft was not wanted 
in Boston--they could do well enough without it in New 
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore—but ‘in the West, the 
younger sisters of our confederacy, Ohio, Kentucky, In- 


‘diana, Hlinois; and Missouri, where the whole wealth of 
the people: has sprung from small savings of the industry 


and enterprise of the present generation, who themselves 
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entered and subjugated the wilderness, whieh they have 
covered with fruitful fields and flourishing villages. In 
these sections of our country, capital—accumulated capi- 
tal—does not, and; in the very nature of things, cannot, 
exist; and there, of all places else, is there need of capital 
to sustain the enterprise and aid the industry of the people. 

‘Ifthe Bank of the United States was designed to confer 
all. the ‘benefit, in a national point of view, of which it 
was capable, this is exactly the portion of the country to 
which its liberal loans would have effected that object. 
By lending freely in this youthful section of our country, 
to the industrious, the honest, and the enterprising, who 
could apply the loans advantageously, so as to pay the 
interest.and accumulate capital out of the residue of the 
profits, those who managed the concerns of this institu- 
tion not only did wisely for the interest of the concern, 
but well for the general benefit of the nation. But these 
are, of all others, the loans which itis the most difficult to 
withdraw, without the pressure being severely felt; pre- 
cisely for the reason that they were the loans, of all others, 
the most needed when made. It does not, therefore, 
appear to me to be true in fact, that if the bank cannot 
withdraw. its business without injury to the country, it 
affords evidence of its mismanagement; but, on the con- 
trary, it proves that it now ministers to the actual wants 
of the country; and when those wants cease to be supplied, 
and the fund is withdrawn, it will produce misery and 
distress, I, sit, am not: the eulogist. of the Bank of the 
United. States, nor in any respect its especial friend. I 
am not, and have not been, itssupporter, except so far as 
Ihave seen and felt its existence blended with the interests 
of my country, and more especially for the time being, 
with the vital interests of that portion of the country 
which I in part represent, and whose welfare I most espe- 
cially regard; and I cannot look forward to the crisis 
which awaits that country without feelings of anxiety and 
alarm... If this institution is really to be prostrated, if it 
have now received its death blow, and is but to await and 
prepare for its final fall, the distress and ruin which it 
will occasion, rests not with the wealthy money holder, 
whose funds have found an investment in its stocks; if it 
did; and this were all, for him I would care little; but it 
must come with fatal and unbroken force upon the indus- 
try, the enterprise, the public prosperity, and the private 
comfort of the whole extended West. 

I have already said that in that section of the Union we 
are without capital. The Bank of the United States, in 
pursuing its own interest, has done what motives of public 
spirit would have prompted. It loaned extensively where 
it found capital deficient, and the means of employing it 
abundant—and at this time we have in the valley of the 
Mississippi thirty millions of its funds invested and em- 
ployed. 

That the employment of that fund has-brought with it 

` public improvement and general prosperity, no one who 
has watched the progress of that section of the Union 
since the first establishment. of the branches of this bank 
within its limits, can for a moment doubt. How steady 
and how rapid has been our advance, by the aid of this 
institution, and other concurring causes, from a state of 
financial and commercial depression, to ane of almost un- 
rivalled prosperity. 

But, sir, the scene is now to be changed. If the days 
of this institution be numbered, every principle of self- 
protection. must constrain it at once to prepare for its final 
termination. The capital of the stockholders, now in- 
vested in this bank, must be withdrawn, in order to seek 
another investment.’ Those who have its direction, must, 
therefore, as a matter of duty to their employers, call in 
their loans and issues, and prepare for its final withdrawal; 
‘and I now ask the attention of the Senate to its operation 
upon my .own section of the Union, not with the. hope of 
changing the: opinion, or the course of any portion of that 


of my duty towards them. 

Sir, of the whole thirty millions loaned in the Western 
States, but one hundred and forty thousand two hundred 
dollars is owned as stock in that section of the country. 
All besides of the whole thirty millions must be, within 
the coming five years, collected and withdrawn from our 
circulation. But-this is notall: there is owned by foreign- 
ers something more than eight millions of the stock of the 
bank. This sum can find, at this time, no othdp safe in- 
vestment in our country. That eight millions must be 
shipped from our seaboard in gold and silver to the capi- 
talists of Europe. : 

The withdrawal of that sum from the actual specie ca- 
pital of our country must of itself cause a sensible pres- 
sure in the money market; and that pressure, though 
striking first on the commercial cities, will be felt through- 
out the Union, especially in the West, which has always 
maintained with them a constant and close connexion: for, 
sir, scarcely less quickly do the nerves in the animal 
frame carry sensation between the extremities and the 
brain, their common centre, than do the rapid lines of 
commercial intercourse bear the vibrations of money capi- 
tal, the relation of demand and supply in the commercial 
world, from our cities, the centre and emporium of that 
commerce, to the extreme points of our Union. What 
man of business who has heard of a sudden claim on one 
of the commercial cities for a few millions of dollars, but 
has felt at once the extended pressure upon the remote 
point which he may have occupied? The transportation 
of this eight millions of specie, if it stood alone, and with 
the Bank of the United. States to aid us, and break the 
force of the shock, we should feel, and sensibly feel, even 
to the farthest West. 

But sensibly as this would be felt in common times, and 
under ordinary circumstances, it will be lost in the magni- 
tude of the fiscaland commercial evils of which it must be 
but an attendant. In the first place, the issues of the 
Bank of the United States must cease. The man of busi- 
ness, whether engaged in the transportation of the pro- 
duce of the country—-the building and equipping of steam- 
boats for the navigation of our waters—the improvement 
of our cities—the trade to Santa Fe--or the fur trade on 
the heads of the Mississippi, or the Northwest coast, finds 
at once the resources on which he relied to aid his enter- 
prise, cut off--the fountain dried up at its very source. 
Next, in the whole extent of business, those to whom 
these funds, in the hands of the first adventurers, had 
furnished employment as laborers and artisans, or the 
farmers to whom it had supplied a cash market for the 
surplus produce of their fields, are thrown out of em- 
ployment, and their products left on their hands, or sold 
for credit to the exporter, with all the vexations of delay 
in payment, and the risk of loss. 

But the bank must not only cease its issues, it must 
withdraw its paper from circulation, and compel the pay- 
ment of its loans; the thirty millions which we owe it in 
the West must be called in. All the paper of the Bank 
of the United States in circulation among us will make 
but a mere pittance of that sum. That must be, in the 
first place, all withdrawn; and how is the void to be filled’ 
‘The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Wurre] has said the 
State banks may increase their issues; but never was 
there a more egregious error. The State banks must, 
in self-defence, cease their loans and withdraw their issues 
also. Look for a moment at its operation: there is not, 
including the whole circulating medium--United States 
paper, the paper of the State banks, and specie--an 
amount large enough in the Western States to pay the 
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debt which we owe that bank. All the embryo riches of |}when- his farm, his stock, his household goods, are, one 
the earth we have—every thing which constitutes the after the other, passing from his hands, and hardly pro- 
erm of great future wealth.. It is inherent in our soil|ducing the.cost of sale, few can withstand the temptation 
and populatjon; but it requires time and. means to deve-|to fictitious sales, transfers fraudulent in law, and. evasions 
Jop and call it into being. But, sir, of money, gold and generally leading on to high legal crime, ending at last in 
silver, and. that which will at once command them, we |disgrace as ‘well as ruin. Such are the scenes which we 
have not in the whole country an amount sufficient to pay once have witnessed; with such are we again threatened: 
this debt. If the State banks enlarge their issues, to tHittheir second coming, may Heaven in its mercies.avert! ` 
supply the pressing wants of the community, their paper, | ° But, on the supposition that the: evils which have been 
either at once, ov after going a few short rounds of trade, |anticipated*must flow from the present destruction of the 
must fall into the hands of the debtors of the Bank of the | United States’ Bank, the Presidentin this message inquires, 
United States; they pay it in, in liquidatign of their debts, | «will there ever be a time when this reason will be less 
and it is returned to the State banks, and specie drawn | powerful?” and adds, ‘that to acknowledge its force is to 
from their vaults, and exported from the country. Is not }admit that the bank ought to be perpetual.” : 
this, sir, the natural and necessary course of things?| Now, sir, I must confess I cannot see any clear and co- 
Surely it is; and it will be understood at once by the State | gent reason why we should, at this day, look forward with 
institutions, which are solvent and wish to continue so; and |anxiety to see the final destruction of this bank, any more 
they, too, must and will lock their counters against their | than to see the ruin of any other of the institutions of our 
customers, and withdraw their issues. Then follows a|country. 1f advantages are enjoyed by.the stockholders, 
scene of calamity and suffering which we have once ex-{and their possession of these advantages. confer an equal 
perienced in that section of the country, and with which benefit on the people, why should we wish to deprive 
Thad hoped in God we should never have again been; them of a benefit from which the Government and the 
visited. I allude to the commercial revulsions which fol- | pegple all derive their share. of blessing? And is it wise 
lowed the close of the late war, the consequences of which} to hasten to do evil to them, with the perfect assurance 
were so heavily felt, and are still fresh in the recollection [before us that the evil will recoil with double force upon 
of us all. F us who inflict it?. I can answef for it, that the nation has 
The Bank of the United States must, then, withdraw | no feeling of envy against the bank or its stockholders, or 
its issues and call in its loans, or as much of them as the|any desire to mar their prosperity. 
amount of money in the country will meet. - As this me-) But if it be essential that the bank should one day be 
dium disappears from among us, the property. of every | put down, and that we should hazard our own prosperity 
individual--land, houses, stock—the fruits of the earth-~| for the purpose of destroying it, does wisdom dictate. that 
the labor of the farmer, the mechanic, and all the pro-|the present time should be chosen, when it is certainly in 
ducts of their labor, must go down, almost to nothing: our power to postpone the mischief to a distant day? 
still, for years, this debt will press heavier and heavier | Shall we rush at once upon a national calamity, because, 
upon our resources. The man who owes the bank will|perchance, it must hereafter come? This, sir, is not the 
have his debtors, and must press them in order to cast off | principle by which we are governed in the affairs of com- 
the burden from himself. Suits, sales of property under}mon hfe, where plain, unsophisticated reason teaches us 
the hammer by the officers of the law, come next in the |to grasp the good, and put far off the evil which is before 
progress of events—and this, sir, not upon the rich and{us. Why, we know even now, while in the enjoyment 
purse-proud, the monopolist and the aristocratic son of] of life, and health, and vigor, that sickness, and pain, and 
fortune, to whom the President seems to think the bank is}death necessarily await. us; but it were folly and mad- 
alone of importance, but upon the industrious farmer and [ness in us, or those who would counsel us, to wilfully 
mechanic, the bone and sinew of our republic, they who j| waste at once our health, or destroy our being, because 
support the Government by their honcst industry, and} we cannot enjoy life and health forever.. We know, too, 
whom the rulers of our land ought, in all things, most |if we reason from analogies of the past, that, our rising re- 
carefully to guard. In this state of things the industrious | public, with all that gives it energy and grace—its power, 
poor would be in effect delivered over, bound hand and lits happiness, the freedom of its institutions, at some fu- 
foot, to the voracious moneyed speculator, He who could | ture day, far distant, I trust, must sink, too, into ruin, 
come into the country in the midst of a scene like thatjand share the fate of the empires and republics which 
which we once witnessed, and which is again at hand, |have gone before-it—for nothing human is made to endure 
armed with a few thousands of ready cash, might, if he | forever. : 
had the hardness of heart to do it, buy himself a dukedom Debemur morti nos, nostraque, 
out of the farms of our industrious but ruined yeomanry. {But should we, therefore, with rash impatience and a 
But this is not all. You sap the morals at the same |reckless hand, hurry our country and its institutions to its 
time you thus rudely shake the prosperity of a people. destruction? Sir, an argument like this is unworthy the 
Their first resort will be to legislative aid, and relief laws |high source from which it has emanated. 
follow, or, in other words, laws to prevent the collection of] 1n casting my eyes over the message, I find much more 
debts, (for what Legislature can withstand the appeals ofa jon which I would wish to comment; but all else has been 
whole people suffering under a general visitation?) or if |touched by other hands, and time admonishes, me that I 
not that, the creation of a host of banks with fictitious should have done. I have addressed you, sir, not in be- 
capital, which may seem for a time to suspend the blow, {half of this institution; for, as such, and in the abstract, it 
but will make it fall the heavierat last. And thea, instead | bas no special regard of mine, and none of my sympa- 
of the safe and sound currency which we now enjoy, we thies; but in behalf of my country, over whose interests, 
shall again have a depreciated and worthless mass of trash, | while here, I am bound to watch as an honest and faithful 
which will pass into the hands of the people, and there sink | sentinel, and whose destinies are now so. deeply involved 
into nothing, leaving them to bear the loss. And at last, |in the fate of this institution, 1 have felt that without. this 
when the pressure becomes intolerable; when the father jlast effort to avert the evil which I foresee, or give warn- 
ofa family who, but a brief space before, thought himself ing of its approach, my duty would not have been per- 
prosperous, rising in the world by his industry to a happy | formed. t ` 
competence, and able to rear and educate and settle his} Mr. CLAYTON rose, he said, for the purpose of add- 
children, sees at once, without any fault of his, his whole jing to what had been suggested by gentlemen who 
property stripped from him to pay a small debt, which, | had gone before him in the debate, his own views of the 
when it was contracted, was entirely within his means— | true issue tendered by the President to the country inthe | 
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message under consideration. . It was not merely the ques- 
tion whether the present Bank of the United States should 
be rechartered, but whether any bank whatever should 
be, established by the Government after the expiration of] 
the act of Congress incorporating that institution. 
>This message contains, said Mr. C., two sentences 
which I will venture to predict will be artfully quoted.in 
the coming contest, to prove the very reverse of the po: 
sition which I have laid down, and to delude the people 
who are to decide this question as to the real opinions of 
the President in reference to the whole subject. We 
shall be told, sir, that, in the very first page of this do- 
cument, the President has admitted that ‘¢a Bank of the 
United States is, in many respects, convenient for the 
Government, and useful to the people;” and that, on the 
twelfth page of the same paper, he has said ‘* thata Bank 
of the United States, competent to all the duties which 
may be required by the Government, might be so organ- 
ized as not to infringe on our own delegated powers, or 
the reserved rights of the States, I do not entertain a 
doubt.” Without stopping to inquire for what purpose 
these declarations have been introduced into the message, 
we cannot but anticipate the uses to be made of them 
hereafter; and as it is of importance to the whole country 
that no false coloring should be given to the Executive 
opinion, by the use of these isolated passages, 1 will con- 
sume so much of your time as may be necessary to dispel 
the illusion they are calculated to create. 
I repeat, then, sir, that, from the opinions of the Presi- 


fatal to all charters by which private individuals are per- 
mitted. to hold stock, could be obviated only by a grant 
of charters for banking purposes te all who ask them—<a 
mode of avoiding the constitutional objection, not to be 
supposed: to have entered into the imagination of him 
who informed us, in his message of 1829, that even the 
present bank had entirely failed in the great object of es- 
tablishing a sound and uniform currency. 

What manner of a national bank is that, sir, in which 
the people of our country are to be prohibited from hold- 
ing stock? Another important feature of this project is 
disclosed on the ninth page of the message: 

“The Government is the only ‘proper’ judge where 
its agents should reside and keep their offices, because it 
best knows where their:presence will be ‘necessary.’ It 
cannot, therefore, be ‘ necessary’ or ¢ proper’ [that is, itis 
unconstitutional] to authorize the bank to locate branches 
where it pleases to perform the public service, without 
consulting the Government, and contrary to its will.” 

The inference is then distinctly drawn, that a bank, 
which can locate branches where it pleases, must ‘be a 
bank ‘for other than public purposes”--or, in other 
words, that the power to establish two branches in any 
| State, “‘ without the injunction or request of the Govern- 
| ment,” is unconstitutional, because it is not necessary to 
j the due execution of the powers delegated to Congress. 

ifany thing were. wanted to demonstrate that the only 
bank to the existence of which the President will ever 
yield his assent, is that **Government bank founded on 


dent, as fully developed in this paper, it is not to be ex-| the revenues of the country,” recommended in his former 
pected that during his administration, and while these sen- messages to Congress, we have it here. For it is in effect 
timents remain unchanged, any bank whatever can be} held by him that no bank can be constitutionally created 
established by this Government; and to show it, I willj over which the Executive is not to exercise absolute con- 
content myself by referring to a few paragraphs in that|trol. The <«Government” must have the power at all 
part of his argument which labors to prove the presenti times to locate branches where it pleases; and as the 
bank charter unconstitutional. . power to establish or create involves the power to destroy 

‘£ On two subjects only does the constitution recognise| or remove, it must, of necessity, exercise the authority to 
in Congress the power to grant exclusive privileges or! withdraw those branches whenever, in the exercise of its 
monopolies. It deelares that ‘ Congress shall have power discretion, such branches shall appear not ‘ necessary” 
to promote the progress of science and useful arts, by se-| or * proper.” By the word ‘ Goyernment,” as here 
curing, for limited times, to authors and inventors, the] used, is meant the Executive alone, and by the Executive 
exclusive right to their respective writings and discove-| is meant the President. That is apparent from the whole 
ries.’ Out of this express delegation of power have|context: Congress not being generally in session half the 
grown our laws of patents and copyrights. As the con-| year, could not be alluded to as that «€ Government,” 
stitution expressly delegates to Congress the power to] without the injunction or request of which no branch 
grant exclusive priveleges, in these cases, as the means of| bank ought to be established in the opinion of the Presi- 
executing the substantive power ‘to promote the pro-jdent. It could not exercise the power. The fiscal con- 
gress of science and useful arts,’ it is consistent with the! cerns of the Government are entrusted to the Executive, 
fair rules of construction to conclude that such a power/ in the absence of Congress, which is a body too unwieldy 
was not intended to be granted as a means of accomplish-| to manage their details, when it is in session, and (with 
ing any other end. On every other subject which comes] deference to our dignity be it spoken) too ignorant of the 
within the scope of congressional power, there is an ever-| practical science of banking to decide properly on the ten 
living discretion in the use of proper means, which can-/ thousand questions which would enter into such a sub- 
not be restricted or abolished without an amendment of} ject, were it divested of every political or party induce- 
the constitution. Every act of Congress, therefore, which] ment to act improperly when its members shall be con- 
attempts, by grants of monopolies, or sale of exclusive} verted into bankers and bank directors. ‘The plan dis- 
privileges for a limited time, or a time without limit, toj closed as the only constitutional scheme is, to establish a 
restrict or extinguish its own discretion in the choice of] bank as a “branch of the Treasury Department”--that 
means to execute its delegated powers, is equivalent to aj department whose head or Secretary is, by constitutional 
legislative amendment of the constitution, and palpably}construction, removable by the President alone at his 


unconstitutional.” 

` Here, and elsewhere throughout the document, the grant 
of a charter to individuals for banking purposes is de- 
nounced as the ‘grant of a monopoly”’—the ‘sale of 
exclusive privileges” —the ‘* grant of exclusive privileges 


pleasure. In this bank or ‘*branch of the treasury,” 
the funds of the nation-~all the revenues of the Govern- 
ment, are to be kept by the Secretary, who, being a quasi 
president and cashier of the bank, can never ‘locate 
branches” or withdraw them, without the will of the 


or monopolies,” “* equivalent to a legislative amendment: President; and who, while in perfect subservience to the 
of the constitution, and palpably unconstitutional.” If} same will, is to check the issues of all the State banks, by 
a grant to one incorporated company be a monopoly, | refusing to take their notes in deposite and for exchange, 
we must also consider as monopolies several grants to} or by accepting them at pleasure. i 

several such companies. Twenty such grants to twenty; In order that the views expressed in the passages cited 
such companies are as much sales of exclusive privileges! may be more distinctly understood, I quote the messages 
to them, as that which is the peculiar and present sub-| of the President for the years 1829 and 1830, which fur- 
ject: of the “President’s animadversion. This objection, | nish the soundest commentaries on that before us, and 
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exhibit to.us fully that plan of a bank which, as we have 
already seen, can have no stockholders, lest. exclusive pri- 
vileges should be granted, and-the’branches of which are 
to be located when and where the Executive may direct. 

In the message of 1829, the President thus introduces 
the subject to Congress: : one 

‘©The charter of the Bank of the United States’ ex- 
pires in 1836, and its stockholders will most probably’ 
apply for.a renewal of their privileges. - In order to avoid 
the evils resulting from precipitancy in a measure involv- 
ing such important principles, and such deep pecuniary 
interests, I feel that I cannot, in justice to the parties in- 
terested, too soon present it to the deliberate considera- 
tion of the Legislature and the people. Both the con- 
stitutionality and the expediency of the law creating this 
bank are well questioned by a large portion of our fel- 
low-citizens; and it must be admitted by all-that it has 
failed in the great end of establishing a uniform and sound 
currency. 

‘Under these circumstances, if such an institution is 
deemed essential to the fiscal concerns of the Govern- 
ment, I submit to the wisdom of the Legislature whether 
a national one, founded upon the credit of the Govern- 
ment and its revenues, might not be devised, which would 
avoid all constitutional difficulties, and, at the same time, 
secure all the advantages to the Government and country 
that were expected to result from the present bank.” 

In this message, the favorite, and, to the view of the 
President, the only constitutional project of a Govern- 
ment bank is very respectfully submitted to the wisdom 
of Congress, although, in the veto message under con- 
sideration, Congress is lectured because it did not submit 
the matter to the Executive before it dared to act. In 
the message of 1829, the Government bank is suggested 
as one that would avoid all constitutional difficulties. In 
the veto message of 1832, all other banks are pronounced 
to be unconstitutional: first, because they have stock- 
holders, and therefore are grants of exclusive privileges; 
and, secondly, because they are not under the sole guid- 
ance and control of the Executive. 

‘The President, in his message of 1830, is still more ex- 
plicit. 

“The importance of the principles involved in the in- 
quiry whether it will be proper to recharter the Bank 
of the United States, requires that [ should again call the 
attention of Congress to the subject. Nothing has oc- 
curred to lessen in any degree the dangers which many 
of our citizens apprehend from that institution, as at pre- 
sent organized. In the spirit of improvement and com- 
promise which distinguishes our country and its institu- 
tions, it becomes us to inquire whether it be not possible 
to secure the advantages alforded by the present bank, 
through the agency of a Bank of the United States, so 
modified in its principles and structure as to obviate con- 
stitutional and other objections. lt is thought practica- 
ble to organize such a bank, with the necessary officers, 
as a branch of the Treasury Department, based on the 
public and individual deposites, without power to make 
loans or purchase property, which shall remit the funds 
of the Government, and the expenses of which may be 
paid, if thought advisable, by allowing its officers to sell 
bills of exchange to private individuals at a moderate pre- 
mium. Not being a corporate body, having no stock- 
holders, debtors, or property, and but few officers, it 
would not be obnoxious to the constitutional objections 
which are urged against the present bank; and having no 
means to operate on the hopes, fears, or interests of large 
masses of the community, it would be shorn of the in- 
fluence which makes that bank formidable. The States 
would be strengthened by having in their hands the means 
of furnishing the local paper currency through their own 
banks; while the Bank of the United States, though issu- 
ing no paper, would check the issues of the State banks, 


so long as they continue to be redeemed with specie. | 
times of. public emergency, the capacities of such an in- 
stitution might be enlarged by legislative provisions.” 


vi 


by taking their notes in depasite- and for exchange; only 
In 


We see, then, why all.other banks except this Go- 
ernment bank are held to be unconstitutional. The rea- 
gis. for which the Government bank is considered as 
‘only constitutional compromise to which the Presi- 


dént can accede, are, 


First, because it is not to be a corporate body. Of 
course it is not liable before any court, should it violate 
its duties, trample the State laws under foot, and pros- 
titute itself to every political and ambitious design. of the 
President, who would hold it in his power as absolutely 
as the very pen with which he signed this message. Wield- 
ing the immense revenues of the whole country, more 
than twenty millions annually, and vested with all the ad- 
ditional power which the whole credit of the nation could 
confer, it would, at the same time, stand above every law 
to the enforcement of which a judicial tribunal should be 
requisite. 

Secondly, because it is to have no stockholders; of 
course, no countervailing check to Executive influence is 
to be suffered to exist in the patriotism or interest of the. 
people. ` 

Thirdly, because it is to have no debtors; and conse- 
quently it is no part of its design to relieve the commer- 
cial embarrassments of the country during any of those 
fluctuations in trade which will often occur in any com- 
munity. It is to furnish no relief to distress under any 
circumstances, and still it is to be a benefit to the poor. 

Fourthly, because it is to have no property. By this is 
meant that it shall hold nothing but money. The same 
idea is thus enforced in the veto message: 

‘The Government of the United ‘States have no con- 
stitutional power to purchase lands within the States, ex- 
cept ‘for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock 
yards, and other needful buildings; and even for these 
objects only ‘by the consent of the Legislature of the 
State in which the same shall be.’ By making themselves 
stockholders in the bank, and granting to the corporation 
the power to purchase lands for other purposes, they as- 
sume a power not granted in the constitution, and grant 
to others what they do not themselves possess. It is not 
necessary to the receiving, safe keeping, or transmission 
of the funds of the Government, that the bank should 
possess this power; and it is not proper that Congress 
should thus enlarge the powers delegated to them in the 
constitution.” 

Of course, if it receives the notes of a State bank in 
payment of the revenue, which should become insolvent, 
or whose paper should depreciate, it can take no land or 
other property in compromise of the debt. 

Another feature of this Government bank is, that it is 
to have no loans, and issue no paper. Yet it is toaccom- 
plish what it is said by the President eyen the present bank 
has failed to achieve—the establishment of a uniform and 
sound currency. A thousand State banks, emitting a 
thousand different kinds of paper, in different parts of the 
whole country, with different degrees of credit attached to 
them, are thus to ‘furnish the local paper currency,” 
which is to be uniform. Stock, note, and paper banks, 
springing up as they did in 1812, and after the expiration 
of the charter of the old Bank of the United States, in 
every part of our immense territory, are to form for usa 
sound currency. Such have been the views of the Presi- 
dent, since December, 1829, to this day, of a Bank of the 
United States. At every period, under any and all cir- 
cumstances, he holds no bank to be. constitutional, but 
such as I have described. ‘Thus, in his message at the 
commencement of the present session, he maintains the 
same views, and puts himself upon the country fora verdict 
in his favor while he expresses them: 
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“ Entertaining the opinions herétofore expressed in 
relation to the Bank: ofthe United States as-at present or- 
ganized, I felt it my-duty, in my former messages, frank- 
ly. to disclose them, in order that the attention of the 
Legislature and the people should be seasonably directed 
to that important subject, and that it might be consider- 
ed and finally disposed of in a manner best calculated:to. 
promote the ends of the constitution, and subserve tife 
public interests. Having thus conscientiously discharged 
a constitutional duty, I deem it proper, on this occasion, 
without a more particular reference to the views of the 
subject then expressed, to leave it for the present to the 
investigation of an enlightened people and their represen- 
tatives.”’ : 

I put it solemnly, now, to honorable men of all parties 
and opinions, tobe answered in candor at this crisis in 
our affairs, what is this scheme, this only constitutional 


to the farmer, 
loss. ; 

The depreciation of the paper thus operates as a tax 
on. the farmer, the mechanic, and all the consumers of 
merchandise, to its whole amount. The loss of confi- 
dence among men, the total derangement of that admi- 
rable system of exchanges which is now acknowledged 
to be better than exists in any other country on the globe, 
overtrading and speculation on false capital in every part 
of the country, that rapid fluctuation in the standard of 
value for money, which, like the unseen pestilence, with- 
ers all the efforts of industry, while the sufferer is in 
utter ignorance of the cause of his destruction; bankrupt- 
cies and ruin, at the anticipation of which the heart sick- 
ens, must follow in the long train of evils which are as- 
suredly before us. Where, then--where, then, I demand 
to know, sir, is the remedy to save us? Ina Government 


of twenty per cent. to save himself from 


scheme of a national bank? What were the features of|bank--a branch of the treasury—without stockholders or 
that bank, than which there is no other which can obtain | property-—without the power to issue a dollar of: paper, 
the Executive sanction? It is, sir, that plan of a Govern-jor to loan a dollar of any kind—without the ability to deal 
ment bank which has been denounced by every other in- jin exchanges, except so far as may be necessary to pay its 
telligent mani, of every political party, in cvery part of the | officers for standing behind the counter-—controlling the 
country. No one—not the most zealous political parti-|State bank emissions of unsound currency only by refusing 
gan-~not evena single ribald editor, seeking office, hasever | to take their notes in payment of the custom-house bonds 
yet dared to stand up in the face of the country, and pro-|when the Executive may think them about to prove re- 
claim the opinion that such a bank could be tolerated in /fractory at an election. 
a free country. Both in and out of these Halls sucha} To such a bank no Congress ever did nor ever will con- 
scheme has been ridiculed by men of all parties. The|sent while we remain free men. I say, then, sir, that 
Committee of Ways and Means of the other House, com- | while these remain the opinions of the President, this Go- 
posed of his strongest political friends, in the first year of |vernment can establish no bank whatever. 
his administration, in their report on this part of the Pre-| The veto message before us does also prescribe, as an 
sident’s message of 1829, speaking of the ‘‘ corrupting | indispensable requisite to the formation of a constitutional 
influence which such an institution would exercise over | bank, the insertion of a clause in any act for its establish- 
the elections of the country,” declared it to be ‘*irresis-|ment, granting to the States the right to tax the branches. 
tible,” and added, «‘ No matter by what means an adminis- All around me know, and the President well knew when 
tration might get into power, with such a tremendous he signed this, that Congress will never give their assent 
engine in their hands, it would be almost impossible tojto such a principle--a principle by which the people of 
displace them without some miraculous interposition of} States which have no branches are to be taxed by States 
Providence.” having branches. For that reason, also, I repeat, we can 
I ask, what is to be done for the country? All think-|have no bank. Let the country understand it. 
ing men must now admit that, as the present bank must} The President complains of us as if we had really in- 
close its concerns in less than four years, the pecuniary |vaded his privileges in omitting to ask his opinion, be- 
distress, the commercial embarrassments, consequent fore we dared to act on this subject. He not only claims 
upon its destruction, must exceed any thing which has |the right to reject our bill when passed, but tells us round- 
ever been known in our history, unless some other bank |ly that had the Executive been called upon to furnish the 
can be established to relieve us. Eight and a half mil-|project of a bank, he does not doubt but he could have 
lions of the bank capital, belonging to foreigners, must jdirected us how to make a constitutional bank; and he 
be drawn from us to Europe. Seven millions of the ¢a- {adds this duty would have been cheerfully performed 
pital must be paid to the Government, not to be loaned | by him.” What duty? The duty of prescribing the 
again, but to remain, as the President proposes, deposit- | whole course of our legislation, while he reserves the right 
ed in a branch of the treasury, to check the issues of the ito reject it, when we have done it. When we wished to 
local banks. The immense available resources of the jask him the reasons for the removal of public officers, we 
present institution, amounting, as appears by the report {were told that our demand on him would be a mere bru- 
in the other House, to $82,057,483, are to be used for Zum fulmen which he would disregard. When we desir- 
banking no longer, and nearly fifty millions of dollars in}ed to know even of one of the heads of department why 
notes discounted, on personal and other security, must he had removed a thousand faithful public servants, his 
be paid to the bank. ‘The State banks must pay over all | fpjends suppressed all inquiry into his conduct, lest it might 
their debts to the expiring institution, and curtail their | disclose impeachable mutter. When we knock, we find 
` discounts to do so, or resort, for the relief.of their debt-|the doors locked; when we fal to knock, we are censur- 
ors, to the old plan of emitting more paper, to be bought ed for neglect of duty. Sir, we did put this question to 
up by speculators at a heavy discount. ‘The prediction | the President in the mode prescribed by the constitution, 
ot Mr. Lowndes in 1819 must be fulfilled, ** That the de- land in no other. We passed a bill Fable to no objection 
struction of the United States? Bank would be followed | from constitutional scruples, as we thought; we restrict- 
by the establishment of paper money, he firmly believed; ed the powers of the present bank in every provision of 
he mightralso say he knew. It was an extremity, he said, ithe bill, diminished the term of its charter from twenty 
from which the House would recoil.” The farmer must |to fifteen years, while we increased the amount of tax upon 
again sell his grain to the country merchant for State bank jit from a million and a half (the former bonus) to three 
paper at a discount of from ten to twenty, or even thirty | millions of dollars. We complied, as we thought, with 
per cent. in the nearest commercial city. ‘The merchant (every proper suggestion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
must receive from the farmer the same paper in exchange ithe Executive othcer, and the only officer whose duty it 
for all the ‘merchandise he consumes. The merchantiwas by law to advise us on the subject, and who at the 
with his. money must purchase other merchandise in the beginning of this session told us how important it was to 
cities, and must often sell it, at an advance on that price, ‘recharter this very bank to enable him to collect the reve- 
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nue and conduct the fiscal concerns of the Government. 
Yet we are gravely taxed for notasking *‘ the Executive” 
what we should have done, and are reminded that it was 
his duty not only to reject our doings, but to, legislate in 
advance of us—thus leaving us. only to register his re- 
scripts and submitto his will. If this doctrine be sound, it 
was idle to speak of «submitting this measure to the wis- 
dom of Congress” three years ago. The President had 
need only to have declared to us sic volo, sic jubeo, sie veto, 
and we might at once have returned to our homes. Sir, 
it would have been an infinitely more unimportant usurpa- 
tion of power had the Senate, at the commencement of 
the present session, claimed it as their duty to inform the 
President what officers he should nominate for their ad- 
vice and consent. 

I should not have prolonged this. debate at this late 
hour, by any remarks of mine, had I not felt the necéssity 
of calling the attention of the Senate and the country to 
‘the true issue now tendered for our acceptance. The 
question once understood—whether we shall have any 
bank to regulate our currency and relieve our-distresses, 
{ cannot doubt--E will not suffer myself to doubt—what 
will be the verdict of that country on the issue joined. 

Mr. CLAY next took the floor, but, it being late, he 
moved an adjournment, and, at eight o’clock, the Senate 
adjourned. 


Tuunspir, Jury 12, 
THE BANK VETO. 
The Senate. having resumed the consideration of the 
veto message of the President, 


Mr. CLAY rose. He said he had some observations to 
submit on this question, which he would not trespass on 


The Bank Veto. 


[SENATE: 


thatin England it has grown obsolete, not having. been 
used for upwards of a century. At the commencement 
of the French revolution, in discussing the principles. of 
their constitution, in the National Convention, the veto 
held a conspicuous figure. The gay, laughing population 
of Paris bestowed.on the King the appellation of Monsieur 
Veto, andon the Queen thatof Madame Veto. The conven- 
tion finally decreed that if a:measure rejected by.the King 
should obtain the sanction of the two.concurring -Legisla- 
tures, it should be a law, notwithstanding. the veto. In 
the constitution of Kentucky, and perhaps in. some other 
of the State constitutions, it is provided that if, after the 
rejection of a bill by the Governor, it shall be passed bya 
majority of all the members elected to both Houses, it 
shall become a law, notwithstanding the Governor’s objec- 
tions. Asa co-ordinate branch of the Government, the 
Chief Magistrate has great weight. If, after a respectful 
consideration of his objections urged against a bill, a ma- 
jority of all the members elected to the Legislature shall 
still pass it, notwithstanding his official influence and the’ 
force of his reasons, ought it not to become a law? Ought 
the opinion of one man to overrule that of a legislative 
body twice deliberately expressed? 

lt cannot be imagined that the convention contemplated 
the application of the veto to a question which has been 
so long, so often, and so thoroughly scrutinized, as that of 
the Bank of the United States, by every department of 
the Government, in almost every stage of its existence, 
and by the people, and by the State Legislatures. Of all 
the controverted questions which have sprung up under 
our Government, not one has been so fully investigated as 
that of its power to establish a Bank of the United States. . . 
More than seventeen years ago, in January, 1815, Mr. 
Madison then said in a message tothe Senate of the United 


the Senate in offering, but that it had some command of|States: ‘Waiving the question of the constitutional au- 


leisure, in consequence of the conference which had been 
agreed upon in respect to the tariff, 

A bill to recharter the bank had recently passed Con- 
gress, after much deliberation. In this body, we know 
that there are members enough, who entertain no consti- 
tutional scruples, to make, with the vote by which the bill 
was passed, a majority of two-thirds. In the House of 
Representatives, ulso, it is believed there is a like majori- 
ty in favor of the bill. Notwithstanding this state of things, 
the President has rejected the bill, and transmitted to 
the Senate an elaborate message, communicating at large 
his objections, The constitution requires that we should 
reconsider the bill, and that the question of its passage, 
the Presidcot’s objections notwithstanding, shall be taken 
by yeas and nays. Respect to him, as wellas the injunc- 
tions of the constitution, require that we should deliberate- 
ly examine lis reasons, and reconsider the question. 

‘Lhe veto is an extraordinary power, which, though 
tolerated by the constitution, was not expected by the 
convention to be used in ordinary cases. It was designed 
for instances of precipitate legislation, in unguarded mo- 
ments. Thus restricted, and it had been thus restricted 
by all former Presidents, it might not be mischievous. 
During Mr. Madison’s administration of cight years, there 
had occurred but two or three cases of its exercise. Du- 
ring the last administration, I do not now recollect that 
it was once. Ina period little upwards of three years, 
the present Chief Magistrate has employed the veto four 
times. We now hear quite frequently, in the progress of 
measures through Congress, the statement that the Presi- 
dent will veto them, urged as an objection to their pas- 
sage. 


thority of the Legislature to establish an. incorporated 
bank, as being precluded, in my judgment, by repeated 
recognitions, under varied circumstances, of the validity 
of such an institution, in acts of the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial branches of the Government, accom- 
panied by indications, in different modes, of a concur- 
rence of the general will of the nation.” Mr. Madison, 
himself opposed to the first Bank of the United States, 
yielded his own convictions to those of the nation, and all 
the departments of the Government thus often expressed. 
Subsequent to this true, but strong statementof. the case, 
the present Bank of the United States was established, 
and numerous other acts of all the departments of the 
Government, manifesting their settled sense of the power, 
have been added to those which-existed prior to the date 
of Mr. Madison’s message. 3 

No question has been more generally discussed, within 
the last two years, by the people at large, and in State 
Legislatures, than that of the bank; and this considera- 
tion of it has been prompted by the Presidenthimself. In . 
his first message to Congress, (in December, 1829,) he 
brought the subject to the view of that body and the na- 
tion, and expressly declared that it could not, for the inte- 
rests of all concerned, be ‘‘too soon” settled.. . Ih-each of 
his subsequent annual messages, in 1829 . and. in 1831, he 
again invited the attention of Congress tothe: subject. 
Thus, after an interval-of two years, and after ‘the inter- 
vention of the election of a new Congress, the President - 
deliberately renews his recommendation to consider the 
question of the renewal of the charter of the Bank of the 
United States.. And yet his friends now declare the agita- 
tion of the question to be premature! : It was not prema- 


‘The veto is hardly reconcilable with the genius of|ture in 1829 to present the question, but it is premature 
representative Government. It is totally irreconcilable | in 1832 to consider and decide it! 


with it, if itis to be frequently employed in respect to 


the expediency of measures, as well as their constitutions; 


ality. It is a feature of our Government borrowed from 


a prerogative of the British King. And itis remarkable | 


Vou. VIH.--80 


After the President had directed public attention to this 
question, it became not only a topic of popular conversa- 
tion, but was discussed in the press, and employed as a 
theme in popular elections. I was myself interrogated on 
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more occasions than one, to make a public expression of} In regard to the Congress of 1815, so far from their 
my sentiments; anda friend of mine, in Kentucky, a can-| having entertained any scruples in respect to the power 


didate for the State Legislature, told me, near two years 
ago, that he was'surprised, in an obscure part of his coun- 
ty, (the hills of Benson, } where there was but little occa- 
sion for banks, to find himself questioned on the stump as 
to the recharter of the Bank of the United States. It 
seemed as if a sort of general order had gone out from 
head quarters to the partisans of the administration every 
where, to agitate and make the most of the question. 
They have done so: and their condition now reminds me 
of the fable invented by Dr. Franklin of the Eagle and 
the Cat, to demonstrate that Æsop had not exhausted 
invention, in the construction of his memorable fables. 
The eagle, you know, Mr. President, pounced, from his 
lofty flight in the air, upon a eat, taking it to be a pig. 
Having borne off his prize, he quickly felt most painfully 
the paws of the cat thrust deeply into his sides and body. 
Whilst flying, he held a parley with the supposed pig, and} 
proposed to let go his hold, if the other would let him 
alone. No, says puss, you brought me from yonder earth 


to establish a bank, they actually passed a bank bill, and 
thereby affirmed the power. It is true that, by the cast- 
ing vote of the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
(Mr. Cheves,) they rejected another bank bill, not on 
grounds of want of power, but upon considerations of ex- 
pediency in the particular structure of that bank. 

Both the adverse precedents, therefore, relied upon in 
the message, operate directly against the argument which 
they were brought forward to maintain. Congress, by 
various other acts, in relation to the Bank of the United 
States, has again and again sanctioned the power. And 
I believe it may be truly affirmed that, from the com- 
mencement of the Government to this day, there has not 
been a Congress opposed to the Bank of the United States 
upon the distinct ground of a want of power to establish it. 

And here, Mr. President, I must request the indulgence 
of the Senate, whilst I express a few words in relation to 
myself. 

I voted, in 1811, against the old Bank of the United 


below, and I will hold fast to you until you carry me back; | States, and I delivered on the occasiona speech, in which, 


a condition to which the eagle readily assented. 
The friends of the President, who have been for near 
three years agitating this question, now turn round upon 
their opponents who have supposed the President quite 
serious and in earnest, in presenting it for public conside- 
ration, and charge them with prematurely agitating it. 
And that for electioncering purposes! The other side un- 
derstands perfectly the policy of preferring an unjust 
charge in order to avoid a well founded accusation. 

If there be an electioneering motive in the matter, who 
have been actuated by it? Those who have taken the 
President at his word, and deliberated on a measure which 
he has repeatedly recommended to their consideration; 
or those who have resorted to all sorts of means to elude 
the question? By alternately coaxing and threatening 
the bank; by an extraordinary investigation into the ad- 
ministration of the bank; and by every species of post- 
ponement and procrastination, during the progress of the 
bill. 

Notwithstanding all these dilatory expedients, a majo- 
rity of Congress, prompted by the will and the best inte- 
rests of the nation, passed the bill. And I shall now 
proceed, with great respect and deference, to examine 
some of the objections to its becoming a law, contained in 
the President’s message, avoiding, as much as I can, a repe- 
tition of what gentlemen have said who preceded me. 

The President thinks that the precedents, drawn from 
the proceedings of Congress, as to the constitutional power 
to establish a bank, are neutralized, by there being two 
for and two against the authority. He supposes that one 
Congress in 1811, and another in 1815, decided against 
the power. Let us examine both of these cases. The 
House of Representatives, in 1811, passed the bill to re- 
charter the bank, and, consequently, affirmed the power. 
The Senate during the same year were divided, 17 and 17, 
and the Vice President gave the casting vote. Of the 17 
who voted against the bank, we know, from the declaration 
of the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Surrn,} now present, 
thst he entertained no doubt whatever of the constitutional 
power of Congress to establish a bank, and that he voted 
on totally distinct ground. Taking away his vote, and add- 
ing it to the 17 who voted for the bank, the number would 
have stood 18 for, and 16 against the power. But we 
know, further, that Mr. Gaillard, Mr. Anderson, and Mr. 
Robinson, madea part of that 16; and that in 1815 all three 
of them voted for the bank. Take those three votes from 
the 16, and add them to the 18, and the vote of 1811, as to 
the question of the constitutional power, would have been 
Qland-33.. And of these thirteen, there might have been 
others‘stil} who were not governed in their votes by any 
doubts of the power. - 


among other reasons, J assigned that of its being unconsti- 
tutional. My speech has been read to the Senate during 
the progress of this bill, but the reading of it excited no 
other regret than that it was read in sucha wretched, bung- 
ling, mangling manner.* During a long public life, (E 
mention the fact not as claiming any merit for it,) the 
only great question in which I have ever changed my 
opinion, is that of the Bank of the United States. If the 
researches of the Senator had carried him a little further, 
he would, by turning over a few more Icayes of the same 
book from which he read my speech, have found that which 
I made in 1816, in support of the present bank. By the 
reasons assigned in it for the change of my opinion, I am 
ready to abide in the judgment of the present generation 
and of posterity. In 1816, being Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, it was perfectly in my power to have 
said nothing and done nothing, and thus have concealed the 
change of opinion which my mind had undergone. But T 
did not choose to remain silent and escape respensibility. 
I chose publicly to avow my actual conversion. ‘The war, 
and the fatal experience of its disastrous events, had chang- 
ed me. Mr. Madison, Governor Pleasants, and almost all 
the public men around me, my political friends, had chang- 
ed their opinions from the same causes. 

The power to establish a bank is deduced from that 
clause of the constitution which confers on Congress alk 
powers necessary and proper to carry into effect the enu- 
merated powers. In 1811, I believed a Bank of the United 
States not necessary, and that a safe reliance might be 
placed on the local banks, in the administration of the fis- 
cal affairs of the Government. The war taught us many 
lessons; and, among others, demonstrated the necessity of 
a Bank of the United States to the successful operations 
of the Government. I will not trouble the Senate witha 
perusal of my speech in 1816, but ask its permission to. 
read a few extracts: ; 

& But how stood the case in 1816, when he was called 
upon again to examine the powers of the General Govern- 
ment to incorporate a nationsl bank? A total change of 
circumstances was presented--events of the utmost mag- 
nitude had intervened. 

“ A general suspension of specie payments had taken 
place, aud this had led to a train of consequences of the 
most alarming nature. He beheld, dispersed over the 
immense extent of the United States, about three hundred 
banking institutions, enjoying, in different degrees, the 
confidence of the public, shaken as to them all, under no 
direct control of the General Government, and subject to 
no actual responsibility to the State authorities. These 


* it is understead to have heen read by Mr. HILL.-- Editors, 
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institutions were emitting the actual currency of the Unit- 
ed States-~a currency consisting of paper, on which they 
neither paid interest nor principal, whilst it was exchang- 
ed for the paper of the community, on which both were 
paid. We saw these institutions, in fact, exercising what 
had been considered, at all times, and in all countries, one 
of the highest attributes of sovereignty--the regulation 
of the current medium of the country. They were no 
longer competent to assist the treasury in cither of the 
great operations of collection, deposite, or distribution of 
the public revenues. In fact, the paper which they emit- 
ted, and which the treasury, from the force of events, 
found itself constrained to receive, wasconstantly obstruct- 
ing the operations of that department; for it would accu- 
mulate where it was not wanted, and could not be used 
where it was wanted, for the purposes of Government, 
without a ruinous and arbitrary brokerage. Every man 
who paid to or received from the Government, paid or re- 
ceived as much less than he ought to have done, as was 
the difference between the medium in which thepayment 
was effected and specie. Taxes were no longer uniform. 
in New England, where specie payments had not been 
suspended, the people were called upon to pay larger 
contributions than where they were suspended. In Ken- 
tucky as much more was paid by the people in their taxes, 
than was paid, for example, in the State of Ohio, as Ken- 
tucky paper was worth more than Ohio paper. * * > 

« Considering, then, that the state of the currency was 
such that no thinking man could contemplate it without 
the most serious alarm; that it threatened general dis- 
tress, if it did not ultimately lead to convulsion and sub- 
version of the Government, it appeared to him to be the 
duty of Congress to apply a remedy, if a remedy could be 
devised. A national bank, with other auxiliary measures, 
was proposed as that remedy. 


safest course to him, if he pursued a cold, calculating pru- 
dence, was to adhere to that opinion, right or wrong. He 
was perfectly aware that, if he changed, or seemed to 
change it, he should expose himself to some censure; but, 
looking at the subject with the light shed upon it by 
events happening since the commencement of the war, he 
could no longer doubt. i ° s He pre- 
ferred, to the suggestions of the pride of consistency, the 
evident interests of the community, and determined to 
throw himself upon their justice and candor.” 

The interest which foreigners hold in the existing Bank 
of the United States is dwelt upon in the message as a se- 
rious objection to the recharter. But this interest is the 
result of the assignable nature of the stock; and if the ob- 
jection be well founded, it applies to Government stock, 
to the stock in local banks, in canal and other companies, 


created for internal improvements, and every species of 


money or moveables in which foreigners may acquire an 
interest, ‘The assignable character of the stock is a qua- 
lity conferred, not for the benefit of foreigners, but for 
that of our own citizens. And the fact of its being trans- 
ferred to them is the effect of the balance of trade being 
against us--an evil, if it be one, which the American sys- 
tem will correct. All Governments wanting capital resort 
to foreign nations possessing it in superabundance, to ob- 
tain it. Sometimes the resort is even made by one to an- 
other belligerent nation. During our revolutionary war 
we obtained foreign capital (Dutch and French) to aid us. 
During the late war American stock was sent to Europe 
to sell; and, if fam not misinformed, to Liverpool. The 
question does not. depend upon the place whence the capi- 
tal is obtained, but the advantageous use of it. The con- 
fidence ov foreigners in our stocks is a proof ofthe solidity 
of our credit. Foreigners have no voice in the adminis- 
tration of this bank; and if they buy its stock, they are 
obliged to submit to citizens of the United States to ma- 


Mr. Cray said he deter- 
mined to examine the question with as little prejudice as 
possible arising from his former opinions he knew that the 


nage it. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Warre] asks 
what would have been the condition of this country, if, 
during the late war, this bank had existed, with such an 
interest in it as foreigners now hold? Iwill tellhim. We 
should have avoided many of the disasters of that war; 
perhaps those of Detroit, and at this place. 
ment would have possessed ample means for its vigorous 
prosecution; and the interest of foreigners (British sub- 
jects especially) would have operated ‘upon them, not 


The Govern- 


upon us. Will it not be a serious evil to be obliged to 


remit in specie to foreigners the eight millions which they 


now have in this bank, instead of retaining that capi- 


tal within the country to stimulate its industry and enter- 


prise? ; 

The President assigns in his message a conspicuous 
place to the alleged injurious operation of the bank on 
the interests of the Western people. They ought to be 
much indebted to him for his kindness manifested to- 
wards them; although I think they have much reason to 
deprecate it. The people of all the West owe to this 
bank about thirty millions, which have been borrowed 
from it; and the President thinks that the payments for 
the interest, and other facilities which they derive from 
the operation of this bank, are so onerous as to produce 
‘s a drain of their currency, which no country can bear 
without inconvenience and occasional distress.” His re- 
medy is to compel them to pay the whole of the debt 
which they have contracted in a period short of four years. 
Now, Mr. President, if they cannot pay the interest with- 
out distress, how are they to pay the principal? If they 
cannot pay a part, how are they to pay the whole? Whe- 
ther the payment of the interest be or be not a burden to 
them, is a question for themselves to decide, respecting 
which they might be disposed to dispense with the kind- 
ness of the President. If, instead of borrowing thirty 
millions from the bank, they had borrowed a like sum 
from a Girard, John Jacob Astor, or any other banker, 
what would they think of one who should come to them 
and say—‘* Gentlemen of the West, it will ruin you to pay 
the interest on that debt, and therefore I will oblige you 
to pay the whole of the principal in less than four years.” 
Would they not reply-—-‘* We know what we are about; 
mind your own business; we are satisfied that in ours we 
can make not only the interest on what we loan, but a fair 
profit besides.” 

A great mistake exists about the Western operation of 
the bank. It is‘not the bank, but the business, the com- 
merce of the West, and the operations of Government, 
that occasions the transfer annually of money from the 
West to the Atlantic States. What is the actual course 
of things? The business and commerce of the West are 
carried on with New Orleans, with the Southern and 
Southwestern States, and with the Atlantic cities. We 
transport our dead or inanimate produce to New Orleans, 
and receive in return checks or drafts of the Bank of the 
United States, at a premium of a half per cent. We send, 
by our drovers, our live stock to the South and South- 
west, and receive similar checks in return: With these 
drafts or checks our merchants proceed to the: Atlantic 
cities, and purchase domestic or foreign goods for West- 
ern consumption. ‘Fhe lead and fur trade of Missouri and 
Ulinois is also carried on principally through the agency 
of the Bank of the United States. The Government also 
transfers to places where it is wanted, through that bank, 
the sums accumulated at the different land offices for pur. 
chases of the public lands. 

Now, all these varied operations must. go on--all these 
remittances must be made, Bank of the United States or 
no bank. The bank does not create, but it facilitates 
them. The bank isa mere vehicle; just as much so as 
the steamboat is the vehicle which transports our produce 
to the great mart of New Orleans, and not the grower of 
that produce. It is to confound cause and effect, to attri. 
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bute to the bank the transfer of money from the West to 
the East. Annihilate the bank to-morrow, and similar 
transfers of capital, the same description of pecuniary 
operations, must-be continued; not-so well, it is true, but 


performed they must be, ill or well, under any state of|his approval or rejection. 


circumstances. 

The true questions are, how are they now performed? 
how were they conducted prior to the existence of the 
bank? how would they be after it.ceased? I can tell you 
what was our condition before the bank was established; 
and, as I reason from past to future experience, under 
analogous circumstances, I can venture to predict what it 
will probably be withoutthe bank. 

Before the establishment of the Bank of the United 
States, the exchange business of the West was carried on 
by a premium, which was generally paid on all remit- 
tances to the East of two and a-half per cent. The ag- 
gregate amount of all remittances, throughout the whole 
circle of the year, was very great; and, instead of the sum 
then paid, we now pay half per cent. or nothing, if notes 
of the Bank of the United States be used. Prior to the 
bank we were without the capital of the thirty millions 
which that institution now supplies, stimulating our indus- 
try and invigorating our enterprise. In Kentucky we 
have no specie-paying bank, scarcely any currency other 
than that of paper of the Bank of the United States and 
its branches. 

How is the West to pay this enormous debt of thirty 
millions.of dollars?. It is impossible. It cannot be done. 
General distress, certain, wide-spread, inevitable ruin, 
must be the consequences of an attempt to enforce the 
payment. Depression in the value of all property, she- 
riff’s sales and sacrifices--bankruptcy, must necessarily 
ensue; and, with them, relief laws, paper money, a pros- 
tration of the courts of justice, evils from which we have 
just emerged, must again, with all their train of afflictions, 
revisit our country. But it is argued by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Warre] that similar predictions 


infringe on our own delegated powers, or the reserved 
rights of the States. The President is a co-ordinate branch 
of the legislative department. As such, bills which have 
passed both Houses of Congress, are presented to him for 
The idea of going to the 
President for the project of a law, is totally new in the 
practice, and utterly contrary to the theory of the Go- 
vernment. What should we think of the Senate calling 
upon the House, or the House upon the Senate, for the 
project of a law? 

In France, the King possessed the initiative of all laws, 
and none could pass without its having been previously 
presented to one of the Chambers by the Crown, through 
the ministers. Does the President wish to introduce the 
initiative here? Are the powers of recommendation, and 
that of veto, not sufficient? Must all legislation, in its 
commencement and in its termination, concentrate in the 
President?) When we shall have reached that state of 
things, the election and annual sessions of Congress will 
be a useless charge upon the people, and the whole busi- 
ness of Government may be economically conducted by 
ukases and decrees. 

Congress does sometimes receive the suggestions and 
opinions of the heads of departments, as to new laws. 
And, at the commencement of this session, in his annual 
report, the Secretary of the Treasury stated his reasons 
at large, not merely in favor of a bank, but in support of 
the renewal of the charter of the existing bank. Who 
could have believed that that responsible officer was com- 
municating to Congress opinions directly adverse to those 
entertained by the President himself? When before has 
it happened that the head of a department recommend- 
ed the passage of a law, which, being accordingly passed 
and presented to the President, is subjected to his veto? 
What sort of a bank it is, with a project of which the 
President would have deigned to furnish Congress, if they 
had applied to him, he has not stated. In the absence of 
such statement, we can only conjecture that it is his famous 


were made, without being realized, from the downfall of| treasury bank, formerly recommended by him, from 


the old Bank of the United States. It is, however, to be 
recollected that the old bank did not possess one-third of 
the capital of the present; that it had but one office west 
of the mountains, whilst the present has nine; and that it 
had little or no debt due to it in that quarter, whilst the 
present bank has thirty millions. The war, too, which 
shortly followed the downfall of the old bank, and the sus- 
pension of specie payments which soon followed the war, 
prevented the injury apprehended from the discontinu- 
ance of the old bank. 


which the people have recoiled with the instinctive horror 
excited by the approach of the cholera. 

The message states that “an investigation unwillingly 
conceded, and so restricted in time as necessarily to make 
it incomplete and unsatisfactory, discloses enough to ex- 
cite suspicion and alarm.” As there is no prospectof the 
passage of this bill, the President’s objections notwith- 


| standing, by a constitutional majority of two-thirds, it can 


never reach the House of Representatives. The mem- 
bers of that House, and especially its distinguished chair- 


The same gentleman further argues that the day of pay-j man of the Committee of Ways and Means, who reported 


ment must come; and he asks when, better than now? Isi the bill, are therefore cut off from all opportunity of de- 
it to be indefinitely postponed; is the charter of the pre-| fending themselves. Under these circumstances, allow 
sent bank to be perpetual? Why, Mr. President, all! me to ask how the President has ascertained that the in- 
things--Governments, republics, empires, laws, buman| vestigation was unwillingly conceded? I have understood 
life-—doubtless are to have an end; but shall we therefore] directly the contrary; and that the chairman already re- 
accelerate their termination? The West is now young, ferred to, as well as other members in favor of the re- 
wants capital, and its vast resources needing nourishment| newal of the charter, promptly consented to and voted 
are daily developing. By and by, it will accumulate| for the investigation. And we all know that those in sup- 
wealth, from its industry and enterprise, and possess its; port of the renewal could have prevented the investiga- 
surplus capital. The charter is not made perpetual, be-| tion, and that they did not. But suspicion and alarm have 
cause it is wrong to bind posterity perpetually. At the| been excited. Suspicion and alarm! Against whom is 
end of the term limited for its renewal, posterity will have{ this suspicion? The House, or the bank, or both? 
the power of determining for itself whether the bank! Mr. President, L protest against the right of any Chief 
shall thenbe wound up, or prolonged another term. And: Magistrate to come into either House of Congress, and 
that question may be decided, as it now ought to be, by a| scrutinize the motives of its members; to examine whether 
consideration of the interests of all parts of the Union, |a measure has been passed with promptitude or repug- 
the West among the rest. Sufficient for the day is the! nance; and to pronounce upon the willingness or unwil- 
evil thereof. lingness with which it has been adopted or rejected. It 
The- President tells us that, if the Executive had been| is an interference in concerns which partake of a domestic 
called-upon to furnish the project of a bank, the duty)/nature. The official and constitutional relations between 
would have been cheerfully performed; and he states that) the President and the two Houses of Congress subsist 
a bank, competent to all the duties which may be requir-| with them as organized bodies. His action is confined to 
ed by.the Government, might be so organized as not to! their consummated proceedings, and does not extend to 
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measures in theirincipient stages, during their progress| restricted by the constitution to the forts and other build- 


through the Houses, nor to the motives by which they are 
actuated. 

There are some parts of this message that ought to ex- 
cite deep alarm; and that especially in which the Presi- 
dent announces that each public officer may interpret the 
constitution as he pleases. His language is: «* Each public 
officer, who takes an oath to support the constitution, 
awears that he willsupport it as he understands it, and not 
as it is understood by others.” * * * «The opinion 
of the judges has no more authority over Congress than 
the opinion of Congress has over the judges; and, on that 
point, the President is independent of both.” Now, Mr. 
President, { conceive, with great deference, that the Pre- 
sident has mistaken the purport of the oath to support the 
constitution of the United States. No one swears to sup- 
port it as he understands it, but to support it simply as it 
isin truth, All men are bound to obey the laws, of which 
the constitution is the supreme; but must they obey them 
as they are, or as they understand them? If the obliga- 
tion of obedience is limited and controlled by the measure 
of information; in other words, if the party is bound to 
obey the constitution only as he understands it, what 
would be the consequence? The judge of an inferior 
court would disobey the mandate of a superior tribunal, 
because it was not in conformity to the constitution, as he 
understands it; a custom-house officer would disobey a 
circular from the Treasury Department, because contrary 
to the constitution, as he understands it; an American 
minister would disregard an instruction from the Presi- 
dent, communicated through the Department of State, 
because not agreeable to the constitution, as he under- 
stands it; and a subordinate officer in the army or. navy 
would violate the orders of his superior, because they 
were not in accordance with the constitution, as he under- 
stands it, We should have nothing settled, nothing stable, 
nothing fixed. There would be general disorder and con- 
fusion throughout every branch of administration, from 
the highest to the lowest oflicers—universal nullification. 
For what is the doctrine of the President but that of 
South Carolina applied throughout the Union? The Pre- 
sident independent both of Congress and the Supreme 
Court! Ouly bound to execute the laws of the one and 
the decisions of the otheras far as they conform to the 
constitution of the United States, as he understands it! 
Then it should be the duty of every President, on his in- 
stallation into office, to carefully examine all the acts in 
the statute book, approved by his predecessors, and mark 
out those which he was resolved not to execute, and to 
which he meant to apply this new species of veto, because 
they were repugnant to the const.tution, as he under- 
stands it, And, after the expiration of every term of the 
Supreme Court, he should send for the record of its de- 
cisions, and discriminate between those which he would, 
and those which he would not, execute, because they 
were or were not agreeable to the constitution, as he 
understands it. 

There is another constitutional doctrine contained in 
the message, which is entirely new to me. It asserts that 
“the Government of the United States have no constitu- 
tional power to purchase lands within the States,” except 
“for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals,dock yards, 
and other needful buildings;” and even for these objects 
only “by the consent of the Legislature of the State in 
which the same shall be.” Now, sir, I had supposed that 
the right of Congress to purchase lands in any State was 
incontestable: and, in point of fact, it probably, at this 
moment, owns lands in every State of the Union, pur- 
chased for taxes, or as a judgment or mortgage creditor. 
And there are various acts of Congress which regulate the 
purchase and transfer of such lands. The advisers of the 
President have confounded the faculty of purchasing 
lands with the exercise of exclusive jurisdiction, which is 


ings described. 

The message presents some striking instances of dis- 
crepancy. Ist. It contests the right to establish one bank, 
and objects to the bill that it limits and restrains the pow- 
er of Congress to establish several. 2d. It urges that the 
bill doesnot recognise the power of State taxation gene- 
rally; and complains that facilities are afforded ‘to the 
exercise of that power, in respect to the stock held by 
individuals. 3d. It objects that any bonus is taken, and 
insists that not enough is demanded. And, 4th. It. com- 
plains that foreigners have too much influence; and that 
stock transferred loses the privilege of representation in 
the elections of the bank, which, if it were retained, 
would give them more. é 

Mr. President, we are about to close one of the longest 
and most arduous sessions of Congress under the present 
constitution; and, when we return among our constituents, 
what account of the operations of their Government shall 
we be bound to communicate? We shall be compelled 
to say that the Supreme Court is paralyzed, and the mis- 
sionaries retained in prison ip contempt of its authority, 
and in defiance of numerous treaties and laws of the Unit- 
ed States; that the Executive, through the Secretary of 
the Treasury, sent to Congress a tariff bill which would 
have destroyed numerous branches of our domestic indus- 
try, and led to the final destruction of all; that the veto 
has been applied to the Bank of the United States, our 
only reliance for a sound and uniform currency; that the 
Senate has been violently attacked for the exercise of a 
clear constitutional power; that the House of Representa- 
tives has been unnecessarily assailed; and that the Presi- 
dent has promulgated a rule of action for those who have 
taken the oath to support the constitution of the United 
States, that must, if there be practical conformity to it, 
introduce general nullification, and end in the absolute sub- 
version of the Government. . 

Mr. BENTON succeeded, and occupied the floor until 
the hour of three; when the Senate, in pursuance of their 
previous order, took a recess. 

EVENING SESSION, | 

The Senate was called to order at five o’clock. 

THE TARIFF. wy 

Mr. WILKINS, [with the consent of Mr. Bexrox, who 
was entitled to the floor,] from the committee appointed 
on the part of the Senate to confer with the committee of 
the House of Representatives, in relation to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill ‘to alter and amend the 
several acts imposing duties on imports,”? which amend- 
ments were disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
made a report, as follows: The committee recommend 
that the Senate recede from all the amendments disagreed 
to by the House, and adhere to the amendments concur- 
red in by the House. 

Mr. BELL moved that the bill and amendments be in- 
definitely postponed. It was, he said, with great reluc- 
tance that he rose to make this motion. He had hoped 
that the bill from the House would have undergone such 
modifications as would have rendered it acceptable to the 
friends of domestic industry. He had hoped that amend- 
ments would have been adopted, by which the great inte- 
rests of the country might have been preserved. But he 
did not believe that the bill, in its present form, would 
preserve those interests, and he did not believe that the 
bill would be acceptable tothe people. -At this stage of 
the session, he would not argue the question. He would 
express the opinion that the effects of the bill would be 
disastrous to the country generally, and particularly so to 
some sections of it. It would create greater and more 
general dissatisfaction than had, atany time, existed inthis 
country. He would not consent to take any part of the 
responsibility of the passage of this bill. He therefore 
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moved to postpone it indefinitely;and upon that motion 
he asked the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that he had reluctantly assented 
to the report of the committee. As long as there was a 
hope of. doing any thing, he did not cease to make exer- 
tions. He felt desirous that the amendments of the Se- 
nate should prevail, and he was also desirous that the bill 
should pass. But he had found that, unless the Senate 
yielded, it would be impossible to get the bill through. 
He had urged upon the committee the necessity of adopt- 

„ing the amendments; and he had stated it as his- belief, 
that, unless they were adopted, the friends of tht protec- 
tive system would postpone the bill indefinitely. He was 
free to confess that the bill was not what it ought to be; 
but, for one, he would rather pass it than go away with- 
out doing any thing. He was aware that many of the 
amendments of the Senate were of vital importance to the 


protection of some branches ofindustry. The increase of 


the duty on duck was highly desirable. A large duck 
manufactory had been established in New Jersey, which 
this bill will entirely destroy. He was willing to allow that 
justice had not been done to woollens; still he thought 
it would be better to pass the bill as it was, than to pass 
no bill. _ He was sorry that the motion for indefinite post- 
ponement had been made, and he should vote against it. 

Mr. CLAY would be glad.to Know, he said, how this 
vote for receding from the amendments of the Senate had 
been obtained. . He did not cast any reflections on the 
Chair for constituting the committee as he had done. The 
Chair had, in this respect, doubtless done its duty; but the 
majority of the committee was composed of two gentle- 
men representing two States which were especially and 
principally interested in the iron duty. I desire, said 
Mr. C., that the country should know how this matter 
rests. Kentucky is selected for one of the victims, and 
Louisiana for another. Cotton bagging and sugar were 
given up. The manufacturers of woollens, together with 
all who were concerned in the protection of the raw ma- 
terial, were also sacrificed. He wished to know, and he 
wished the country to know, who have concurred ina 
measure so destructive to the great interests of the coun- 
try. When the scheme of the Secretary of the Treasury 
was produced, it was easy to sec that it was intended to 
sacrifice and destroy the woollens interest, in both of its 
branches, and that iron was to be spared. The cotton 
interest, too, was to be spared; but the interests of Ken- 

,tucky and Louisiana were to be sacrificed. Whatever 
might be his vote on the motion for indefinite postpone- 
ment, he wished the country to know why, how, and by 
whom some interests had been destroyed, and others 
spared, tô be sacrificed at some future day. He had been 
in hopes that, in respect to Kentucky, the Secretary would 
have been content, and that Congress would have been 
content, to strike out one-third of the price of. the agri- 
cultural product of Kentucky. But that, it seemed, had 
not been deemed sufficient. . He had, he must say, been 
unexpectedly disappointed: in the result of the confer- 
ence. But he had risen to ask what was the majority, and 
who composed it, by which these interests were singled 
out for sacrifice. 

Mr. WILKINS said, I concurred in the report of the 
committee. Is the gentleman from Kentucky now satis- 
fied? Lam convinced that the principles on which I assent- 
ed to the report are correct, and I still adhere to them. 
Is the gentleman from Kentucky satisfied now? [No, said 
Mr. CLAY; Ishall never be satisfied.] Never? continued 
Mr. Wiixrins. Then I am perfectly content that the 
gentleman should never be satisfied with any political act 
of mine. If the gentleman is disappointed, I apprehend 
that it is not the last time he will be disappointed. Tap- 
prehend that there are some other results to which he 

Andulges.expectations, in which he will be disappointed. 


for the vote which I have given in this business. My 
friendship for the protective system is as firm and settled 
as that of the gentleman from Kentucky, though I have 
not spoken so frequently and loudly in its support, be- 
cause I had no other object in view but the good of the 
country. After it was found that the committee of the 
House was averse to any compromise, great efforts were 
made to secure some of the amendments of the Senate. If 
he was asked what was most deeply agitated in the com- 
mittee, he would say that it was the additional duty of 
seven per cent. on woollens. For the information of the 
gentleman from Kentucky,.he would go on further, and 
state he was very anxious, for the purpose of compro- 
mise, to give up articles of minor importance, in order to 
gain something on woollens. The amendment adding 
seven per cent. to the duty of fifty per cent. on woollens, 
came up in course. I voted, said Mr. W., against reced- 
ing from that amendment of the Senate. But the commit- 
tee of the House, with only one dissenting voice, voted to 
adhere to the disagreement of the House to this amend- 
ment. This question was then passed over. The other 
amendments having been receded from, on my motion, 
the vote on the amendment adding seven per ceitt. to the 
duty on woollens was reconsidered. The committee of 
the House, however, showed a manifest determination not 
to yield, and I came to the conclusion that it was better 
to give it up than to incur the risk of losing the bill en- 
tirely. But, in the hope of a compromise, I moved fifty- 
five per cent., which was rejected. The Senator from 
New Jersey moved fifty-three and a half per cent., which 
was also refused. 1 then moved fifty-two per cent., and 
that was rejected. We were then reduced to the alter- 
jeetive of yielding the seven per cent. altogether, or of 
abandoning the bill. 1 thought, and the Senator from 
New Jersey agreed with me, that the difference of seven 
per cent. in this duty was too inconsiderable to keep this 
country in a state of agitation a single month or hour longer. 
As to the principle of protecting the domestic manufac- 
tures of the country, he supported it as firmly as any man. 
He was aware that this bill does not continue so much pro- 
tection to manufactures as might, in good policy, be 
afforded; but it goes to that degree of protection with 
which Congress appears to be satisfied, and with which 
the country would, he believed, be satisfied. He did not 
think that the duty on sugar and on cotton bagging had 
undergone a disproportionate share of reduction. It had 
not been brought down to a Jower proportionate scale than 
the duty on iron. He would remark, however, the sub- 
ject of the iron duty was not one of those which came 
before the committee ‘of conference; and there was no 
opportunity, even if there had been a wish, for the com- 
mittee to exhibit any partiality to the iron interest. 

Mr. CLAY said it was with some regret, and no little 
surprise, that he discovered a manifestation of feeling on 
the part of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which he 
had neither expected nor contributed to produce. He 
had not been accurately informed as to the proceedings 
of the committee, having been all day otherwise engaged. 
He was, therefore, taken by surprise with the informa- 
tion that the committee had agreed to recede, not in part, 
but altogether, from the amendments of the Senate. He 
had asked for information as to the manner in which this 
result, so unexpected and mortifying, had been obtained. 
The Senate, he contended, had a right to this informa- 
tion. If we appoint a committee to treat with the other 
House, to represent our views and wishes in a confer- 
ence, he apprehended that, before we ratified their treaty, 
we had aright to see their protocol—to see their negotia- 
tion in all its stages, as well as inits results. The cbair- 
man of the committee had not given this information. I 

irose, said Mr. C., and asked it. How does the gentle- 
man treat the call? The gentleman replies that he is ac- 


Tam responsible to my constituents and to the country jtuated by the public good, and insinuates that T am actu- 
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ated by motives other than the public good. 
entleman to explain whether this is what he meant or not. 


I wish the |whose general deportment here is strictly correct, will 
now keep to the even tenor of his way, and suffer me to 


Mr. WILKINS said he had no objection to explain his| proceed without further interruption. 


meaning. 1 meant to say that, as to myself, I was actuated 
by the public good. I believe the gentleman has an object 
in view which is identified with the course he has taken 
in regard to the tariff, and which Ihave no doubt is, in 
his opinion, likely to promote the public good. He was 
convinced that the gentleman had no objects which, in his 
own opinion, were inconsistent with the public. good. 

Mr. CLAY. I only say that if the gentleman insinuates 
that Lam actuated by any other motive than the public 
good, he has said that which is untrue. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. interposed, and said, the 
Chair understands the Senator from Pennsylvania to ex- 
plain that he did not impeach the motives of the Senator 
from Kentucky. : 

Mr. CLAY. No, sir, he has not thus explained his 
meaning. Uf he has, I take back the reply. 

Mr. CLAY continued. The Senator intimates that I 
have other objects as to which I may be disappointed. 
Whether he rightly predicts future events, I do not 
know, nor whether he may-himself add to the list of the 
disappointed. Ihave no objects, in my support of the 
protective policy, other than the public benefit; and 
Pennsylvania, whose Senators were instructed by the 
unanimous voice of her Legislature to maintain that policy 
unimpaired, is the last State in the Union from which the 
insinuation should come that I am actuated by selfish mo- 
tives. ‘The gentleman tells us that, as a member of the 
committee of conference, he held out for a compromise. 
How much did he yield for the sake of compromise? He 
tells us that he yiclded the whole. Mr. C. insisted that 
the duties on sugar and cotton bagging were reduced in 
a greater proportion than the duties on iron. The duty 
on iron ig reduced, but the reduction has an equivalent, 
or nearly an equivalent, in the prevention of fraudulent 
evasion of the duty. Louisiana never had but half a cent 
on sugar as a protective duty, which was given her in 
1816. ‘Phe rest was imposed and continued for revenue. 
The Senator, in yielding the half cent, yielded the whole 
of the protective duty on sugar; on woollens, too, he had 
yielded all that was in controversy. 

Mr. MANGUM here rose to order. 
ther the discussion was in order. 

Mr. KING said the discussion was improper in its com- 
mencement, 

Mr. CLAY would bow, he said, to the decision of the 
Chair, but he must insist on his right to reply to the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania. 

The Chair has no doubt, said the Presipenr pro tem., 
that it was irregular originally to demand the state of the 
vote in the committee, or to comment on the course taken 
by members of the committee. But, as the chairman of 
the committee had responded to the inquiry, and made 
explanations, it was now in order for the Senator from 
Kentucky to make his comments on those explanations. 

Mr. MANGUM said, I call the Senator to order for al- 
luding toa member of the committee., 

Mr. EWING required that the words to which the Sc- 
nator from North Carolina took exception, should be com- 
mitted to writing, 

Mr. MANGUM wrote as follows: The Senator from 
Kentucky, speaking in reference to the duty on sugar, 
said that the Senator from Pennsylvania had yielded all 
the protection on sugar, &c. 

Mr. CLAY admitted the words to be taken down cor- 
rectly, and said that he had repeated them as the words 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania himself, who said that 
he had yielded all, but had intended to yield but little. 

ae CHAIR decided that the words were not ont of 
order. 

Mr, CLAY. I hope the Senator from North Carolina, 


He submitted whe- 


suffer me. 
certain principles on which I have acted uniformly for 
sixteen years past, and I am not now to be instructed as 
to my course of conduct in reference to the interests of 
this country. . These principles inculcate upon me the im- 


had previously refused to make it larger. 


Mr. MANGUM. No one shall dictate to me my course. 
Mr. CLAY. The Senator may then pursue any course 


that pleases him. 


The CHAIR said the Senator from Kentucky will proceed. 
Mr. CLAY. I will proceed when the gentleman will 
I have, sir, continued. Mr. C., entértained 


propriety of preserving one interest to the sacrifice of an- 


other—of preserving it, too, only that it may be reserved 


for sacrifice at a future time. On this ground, I am op- 
posed to any reduction which may injure any interest that 
ought to be sustained. E have no more to say as to the 
proposition to postpone the bill indefinitely. I will not 
say how I shall vote upon that. I reserve to myself the 
right to vote on each individual motion to recede or concur. 

Mr. DICKERSON said that he agreed with the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Bexr] that the woollens were 
not adequately protected—tbat, in fact, they were more 
neglected than any of the great interests which this bill 
proposed to protect. He had made his best efforts to in- 
crease the duties upon woollens, and would continue to 
do so, if there was the slightest prospect of success. He 
had proof that admitted of no doubt in his mind, that 
there would not be a majority in the Senate that would 
insist and adhere to the amendment by which the duties 
upon woollens were fixed at fifty-seven per cent. He 
had no hope of success but by a compromise in the com: 
mittee of conference, by which an intermediate rate of 
duty between fifty and fifty-seven per cent. might be re- 
commended to both Houses, This was found to be im- 
practicable. ‘There were some of the interests‘embraced 
m the Senate’s amendments which it would be very im- 
portant to support, but which met with the same difficul- 
ties that have decided the action of the committee of 
conference on the woollens. lt now remains to decide 
whether it would be better to defeat the bill in conses 
quence of its failure to give the entire amount of protec- 
tion which it should give, or pass it, with a hope hereaf. 
ter to make further provision for those interests which 
the bill neglected to protect. After the great labor be- 
stowed on this bill, and the anxiety expressed by the peo- 
ple in every part of the United States that some tariff 
bill should pass at this session of Congress, he was in favor 
of its passage. 

Mr. WEBSTER said one of the interests surrendered 
by this bill was so important to those who sent him here, 
that he should not properly do his duty, unless he exe 
pressed his entire dissatisfaction at the manner in which 
this whole business, from the beginning to theend, had 
been managed. When a gentleman, who was not a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Manufactures, and who had not 
aken a prominent part in the debates on the bill, made a 
motion for the appointment of a committee of confer- 
ence, which, by courtesy, necessarily placed him at the 
head of the committee, he was somewhat surprised, but 
he gave his assent to the appointment of the committee, 
thinking that he was voting for the appointment of corn- 
missioners to treat with the House, and to represent, in 
the negotiation, the views of the majority of the Senate. 
Had he supposed that he was giving a power of attorney, 
signed, sealed, and ready to be delivered, giving up every 
thing for which the Senate had contended, he would not 
have'voted for the proposition. ' The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania says that, when he came to the woollens duty, 
he surrendered it, because it was but a little matter. 
True, it was little, and it was little because the Senator 
He expressed 
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his deep dissent, as lasting as it was deep; with the whole 
proceeding of the committee. It appeared to him that 
the committee was not appointed nor empowered to yield 
every thing to the House. If they disagreed from the 
House committee, they might have said so, and so re- 
ported, leaving it to the Senate to determine upon the 
propriety of receding from their amendments. He al- 
luded to the results of the conference, not to the motives 
of the conferees; and he would say that they had surren- 
dered and sacrificed the interests of his constituents. He 
knew the importance of tranquillizing the country—-the 
importance of passing some bill at this session. There 
was much in this bill to commend—much to render him 
desirous of passing it intoa law. But surely, in settling 
„the details and principles of a measure of such vast and 
general importance, the Senate had a right to exercise 
some influence, to take some part. He had no doubt— 
from the first he was confident-—that the Senate, by stand- 
ing firm to their amendments, with a steady and decisive 
majority, would have sustained them. The course of the 
committee had defeated that expectation. Whatever might 
be the vote of the Senate now, we could expect nothing. 
He condemned the whole procedure, and much regretted 
that the honorable Senator from New Jersey had lent it 
his countenance. 

Mr. DICKERSON said he owed it to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to say that, although he differed from him 
as toa number of the amendments submitted to the com- 
mittee, he had assented to the report as made, and, there- 
fore, felt himself responsible for that report, as much as if 
he had agreed with his two colleagues as to the several 
questions decided upon by the committee. The subjects 
upon which he felt the most anxiety, were the wooullens, 
cotton bagging, and sail duck, upon all which I urged a 
compromise, but in vain. I regret extremely, said Mr. 
D., that I can be supposed to have abandoned any of those 
interests while there was a possibility of preserving them, 
and the more so, as the motive suggested is that, as the 
iron was provided for, I was ready to acquiesce in provi- 
sions which left other interests without adequate protec- 
tion. The manufacture of sail duck is of great import- 
ance to New Jersey, and I consider it abandoned by the 
bill. Senators should recollect that, by the bill, there 
was a heavy reduction upon iron. He had made no effort 
to amend the bill of the House by increasing the duty 
upon that article. Had such an amendment been adopted 
by the Senate, it would, no doubt, have been disagreed 
to by the House, and in the committee of conference 
would have shared the same fate with the other amend- 
ments, I should have acquiesced in the surrender of 
such an amendment, as I have done in the other cases 
where nothing clse could be done. I have, said Mr. D., 
abandoned no interest that could be sustained. He would 
not be made an instrument in defeating the bill, and A 
was anxious that it should pass in its present form, if it: 
could: not be put into.a better. He was anxious to have 
the question settled, for he wished it to be at rest. 

Mr. HAYNE said that as he. happened, though very 
much out of place, to be a member of this committee of 
conference, it was incumbent on him to make some ex- 
planations as to his course in the conference. Nothing 
surprised him so much as the views that were taken of the 
consequences of the rejection of those amendments. The 
smallest of all small questions ever brought into a legisla- 
tive body, appeared to him to bethese questions, whether 
the duty on woollens should be fifty or fifty-seven per 
cent.; whether the duty on sugar should be two and a 
half or three cents a pound; and whether the duty on cot- 
ton bagging should be half a cent a yard more or less. 
Mr. H, went on, at. some length, to show that, by the 
change-in the valuation of the pound sterling, and by the 
diminution of credits on duties, the duties on those articles! 
were carried beyond the tariff of 1824, and but little short! 


| 


| 


t 


of that of 1828. As to iron, he believed that the duties 
on that article were increased, the reduction being more 
than compensated by other equivalents. But, really, when 
gentlemen, in settling this great question, hang so perti- 
naciously on pins and particles, is it not a proof that there 
is a determination not to surrender a single hair of the 
protective system, to hold on upon every thing which 
in the least affects the protected interests? The whole 
conference presented this appalling fact, that when a duty 
was spoken of, it was mentioned only in reference to the 
interest of the manufacturer of the article taxed. As to 
the woollens, out of seven members of the committee, 
five were of the opinion that they were adequately protett- 
ed by the bill as it passed the House. One member pro- 
duced the authority of one of the first manufacturers 
in the country, for the opinion that the bill was more 
favorable to woollens than the bill of 1828. He had him- 
self examined the subject very closely, and had found that 
woollens paid a higher tax under this bill than under that 
of 1828. Perhaps the duty was not so good to the manu- 
facturer, but it was more oppressive upon the consumers. 
Here let me allude, said Mr. H., to the erroneous supposi- 
tion that the Senator from New Jersey exhibited any dis- 
position to surrender any thing in the conference. He 
agreed to yieldevery thing butthree, viz. woollens, sugar, 
and cotton bagging, upon which he insisted. 1, on every 
amendment, moved to recede; sometimes I carried with 
me the Senator, from New Jersey, and sometimes thé Se- 
nator from Pennsylvania, and, in that way, I got along 
through all the amendments, 

[Mr. DICKERSON prompted the Senator from South 
Carolina, reminding him of japanned harness. and other 
articles, upon which he wished toadhere to. the Senate’s 
amendments. } A 

It is possible, said Mr. H., Imay be wrong. I recollect 
as to the harness. It was said that the manufacture of 
japanned harness had been commenced by a person in 
New Jersey, and that was urged as a reason why the peo- 
ple of the United States should not have their harncss 
cheap. But, after some inquiry, it was found that the 
reduction of duty did not affect the manufacturer, his being 
a different article, and the amendment was abandoned. 
The committee at length agreed to recede from all but 
the woollens, and upon that they hung. They worked 
hard for fifty-five per cent., for fifty-three and a half, and 
forfifty-two. But the House committee would not assent 
even to the addition of two per cent. They were about 
going off, to report an irreconcilable disagreement, when 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, being satisfied the bill 
was a very advantageous one to him, and that woollens 
were adequately protected under it, agreed to recede from 
the amendment. Mr. H. repeated that the bill was worse 
than the existing system, so far as it concerned the interest 
of consumers. It introduced several new and dangerous 
principles, put an inquisitorial power into the hands of the 
appraisers, and, taking item by item, renders the protec- 
tive duties higher than they now are. Under these cir- 
cumstances, he should oppose the passage of the bill. He 
should vote against the pending motion for indefinite post- 
ponement, with the intention to move a recommitment of 
the bill, with instructions for its modification. If that at- 
tempt failed, he should renew the motion for the indefinite 

ostponement of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMES thought it would be so; nay, he had no 
doubt of it; nullification is abroad. 

Mr. HAYNE. I did not mention nullification in the 
whole course of this debate. Ihave cautiously avoided 
that topic, as every Senator will bear me witness. But I 
now say that, if any gentleman wishes to go into the dis- 
cussion of nullification, I am prepared for it. 

Mr. HOLMES resumed. I undertake to say that the 
doctrine of nullification, and the doctrine of the unconsti- 
tutionality of the protective system, are identical. 
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Mr. MOORE called the Senator from Maine to order. | troverted, and that the tranquillity so much needed by 
The CHAIR said that the Senator must recollect that| the country would be fully restored. Henceforward hè 

the question was on the indefinite postponement of the| hoped.that the only question would be about the proper 

bill, ` application of the power, giving it efficiency when more 

Mr. HOLMES. | New England is sacrificed. efficiency is required, and moderating its operation where 
Mr. KING called the Senator to order. the pressure of it may be unduly severe. There was 
Mr. HOLMES continued. ; another consideration which ‘reconciled hini to the pas- 
The CHAIR pronounced that he was out of order. sige of the bill. Tt contained «clear recognition of the 
Mr. HOLMES. T'he Senator from South Carolina tells! principle which he had contended for. at the commence- 

us that he appealed to New Jersey for the surrender of| ment of the session, that the reduction‘of duties necessa- 

one interest, and fo Pennsylvania for: the surrender of| ry to adapt the revenue of the ‘country to the wants of 
another interest, and, with the assistance of the one or the} Government should: be thrown principally on the unpro- 
other of his colledgues, he always found himself in the| tected class, comprehending articles not produced within 
inajority. í the country. That discrimination had been strenuously, 

The CHAIR again interrupted Mr, Homses. opposed in the early part of the session. It had been op- 

Mr. HOLMES. Itis proper for me to reply, or it was] posed with ridicule and derision, and a long list of trifling, 
improper for the Senator from South Carolia to. make} and some of tiem laughable, articles, had been held up 
the remarks. The Senator from Pennsylvania suggests] for the amusementof Congress. It had been argued that 
that the Senator from Kentucky may be disappointed in] articles of luxury, used only by the rich, would be exempt- 
the sume important events. = aes ed from taxation, whilst articles essential fo the comfort 

The CHAIR here interposed; and declared that, unless| of the poor were heavily burdened. In the progress of 
the Senator confined himself to the question, he should be| the session, we have seen these objections abandoned by 
under the necessity of requesting hun to take his seat. . | many of those who urged them, and who, finally, voted. 

Mi: CLAY remarked that the motion for indefinite post-| for the discrimination... And, in regard to the -article of 
ponement opened the entire subject for debate as wide as] silks, the House had adopted ten per cent. ad valorem as 
possible. the duty upon Chinese and French silks. The Committee 

Mr. HOLMES proceeded to say that this was the first] on Manufactures of the Senate, in consequence of an es- 
time it was cver declared to be out of order to comment! tablished usage, proposed to make the duty on French 
en or reply to remarks which were in order. If one se-| s'Iks lower than on those of China, and recommended six 
nator stepped out of the way to make a remark, and was} per cent. for the former. Not content with that measure 
not called to order, it was too late to call another Senatori of reduction, a Senator from. Virginia (Mr. Tazewett] 
to order for stepping out of thd way to meet him. Why fhad proposed further to reduce it to five per cent., and his 
should the Senator from Pennsylvania remark that any of] proposition had been adopted with the concurring votes of 
us may be disappointed in our expectations? ‘There was! most of the Southern Senators. Now, if the oBject had 
more than one of us who had favorite objects in view, and] been simply to preserve the distinetion between the silks 
more than one of us might be disappointed. It may be] of the two countries, that object ‘might have been ac- 
that he who predicts disappointment to others, wil be him-| complished by putting China silks at thirty or twenty per 
self sorely disappointed. cent., and French at fifteen or ten per cent. The Secre- 

Mr. H. went on to speak of the surrender by the com-| tary of the Treasury had recommended the retention of a 
mittee of the interests of New England. What did New] duty of one për cent. on teas, and a half per cent. on cof- 

Enghud get? New England had no candidate for the] fee., Believing that the expense incident to weighing, 

Presidency, and never would have, and therefore the inte-| marking, and cullifying, would absorb the duty, and unne- 

rests of New England should be protected. The farmer} cessarily keep up a host- of officers, the Committee on 

had a duty to protect his wool, but as the woollen manu-] Manufactares of the Senate had proposed to-rénder those 
facture was destroyed, he had no purchaser for his wool. | articles entirely free, and their amendment to that effect 

However, in spite of the bill and every thing else, I be-| had also been concurred in by most of the Southern Sena- 

lieve we in New England will live all the days of our lives, | tors. Whilst he rejoiced in the passage of the bill, for 

Though we expect to be hewers of wood and drawers of| the reasons assigned, he could not vote: for receding from 

water to the South, yet we do not intend to bew their wood] the amendments as recommended’ by the committee of 

and draw water for nothing. conference. He believed those amendments necessary 

The question was then taken, and decided as follows: | tothe interests which they were. intended to protect. 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Clayton, Foot, Holmes, Knight, | And if the bill should pass without them, as it will not go 
Naudin, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Waggaman.-~10. | into operation until after the next session, he hoped, ifthen 
© NAYS.-~Messrs, Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Cham-] ascertained to be indispensable, they would be enacted 
bers, Clay, Dallas, D.ckerson, Dudley, Ells, Ewing, For-| into a law. And he also hoped that, if there should be 
syth, Frelingauysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, | discovered any other omissions or errors in the bill, they 

Johnston, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore,| will then becorrected. He was aware that in-voting against 

Poindexter, Prentiss, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, | receding, as he should do, that the passage of the bill was 

Tazewell, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Tyler, Webster,; not endangered. For he could not be ignorant of what 

White, Wilkins. --38. he saw around him, that there was a majority, he would 
_ Mr. CLAY said that he had voted against the proposi-| not say, as had been said on another occasion, an organiz- 
tion for the indefinite postponement of the bill for various! ed majority, to defeat those amendments. And now, Mr: 
reasons, the first of which was that the bill contained a} President, said Mr. C., 1 hope we shall all go home in 
clear, distinct, and indisputable admission of the great) better temper, and resolve to explain to’our constituents, 
prine.ple of protection. That principle, coeval with the} fully and fairly, the operation of this established po.icy of 
commencement of the Government, and which has been] the country, and with a firm: determination’ to spare no 
continued. ever since, in peace and in war, now that thej efforts to reconcile them to it. Re ne mee oe 

nation may be regarded out of debt, is again solemnly|. Mr. MANGUM said he had voted against indefinite post- 
sanctioned, and by the concurrence of many votes from} ponement, because he wished to vote to. recede fram every 
that quarter of the Union which has most complained ofl amendment. He repudiated, for himself and his constitu- 
the exercise of the power. ` They have sanctioned it by| ents, any thing in common with the American’ system, 
voting against the: indefinite postponement of the bill. | which originated in cupidity.” `” pag pe Es 


Henceforward he hoped that the power would not be con- 
Vor. VIN. —81 


Mr. WEBSTER said there could be ‘tio commitment of 
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the bill which had passed, and the only question now was 
on concurrence in the disagreement of the House.. The 
gentleman: from: South Carolina had given a practical illus- 
tration of the art of dividing and conquering; and he had 
most skilfully contrived to carry his points with two to one 
against him. 
Mr. HAYNE made some remarks in reply. He con- 
sidered the motion to recommit as in order at any stage; 
and if the Senate would give him charge of the bill, he 
would undertake to bring it into the Senate to-morrow 
morning, in the form in which it ought to pass. He would 
make the motion whenever he could have the opportunity; 
and if that should fail, he would then move the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. He charged the Senator from 
Kentucky with a desire to drive the South from the sup- 
port of the bill. 
- Mr. CLAY replied, and repelled the idea that he in- 
tended to drive any from the support of the bill. It was 
impossible for a motion for indefinite postponement to be 
entertained, now that amendments had been made by both 
Houses. . The bill,-as far as amendments were agreed to, 
was unchangeable. We must take the question on the 
amendments separately, and if we recede, the bill will 
only want the approval of the President to make it a law. 
He expressed his hope that the gentlemen from the South, 
who considered this a bill of abominations, would each 
come out.and say so, that the country may understand it, 
and hear it from them. : 
Mr. DICKERSON said that, in his opinion, the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. Hayne] had claimed a little 
more credit than he merited, for his address in managing 
his colleagues on the committee, and that the Senator 
from Massachusetts had given him a little more credit than 
he claimed. The Senator must have managed us very 
adroitly indeed, when we had no suspicion that there was 
any management in the case. I have only to say that the 
exhibition the Senator made in the committee, and that 
which he has just made in describing what took place in 
the committee, are very different things. He was by no 
means so clever there as here. It was there all solemn 
matter. of fact—here nota little of fancy. The Senator 
is mistaken when he supposes that he induced one of his 
colleagues to yield upon one point, and the other upon 
another, and so on, alternately, till he carried all his points. 
Now, said Mr. D,, there was no instance in which the Se- 
nator from Pennsylvania insisted upon any amendment, in 
which I did not agree with'him. Itis true that I yielded 
upon some points that I thought of minor importance, in 
order that I might have a better chance of succeeding 
upon those which I deemed of more importance, in all 
which I can assure the gentleman from South Carolina, 
his management had no influence. The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr..Cray] seems to think that we haye made 
a Concession to the South by our report. So far as it re- 
4 elf, T-suspect I gain no credit with the Senator 
x Carolina for such @ concession, and certainly 

deserve none: for I conceded nothing which, in. my opi- 
nion, could, bave been sustained without a moral certainty 
of losing the bill. i l l = 

Mr. HAYNE. acquitted the Senator from New: Jersey 
of ever having shown any disposition to make the slightest 
concession to the: South. : 

. . Mr. MULEER said, in reference. to his vote against an 
indefinite postponement, if the vote of the Senate did not 
_ allow of a modification, he had voted in error: for, other- 
_wise, he would have voted forits indefinite postponement. 
` But he conceived the bill was still open to the last... Ac- 
ording to. the eleventh rule of their proceedings, the 
stions, ay ong others, were still open ‘to lay on the 
: stpone indefinitely;”? ‘sto. commit,” and 
i his in. view, hehad voted against the 
i ‘amendments would come before them; but 
. he wauld oppose the: pill in every stage. 


| Mr. WEBSTER said it was plain the bill itself could 
not again come before them; it had been read a third 
time, and was agreed to by both Houses. But the amend- 
ments were within their power, anda motion to recommit 
them would be in order; but he conceived the best course 
for them to pursue would be to take the question of con- 
currence on each amendment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, believing that. the bill would go 
to establish the principle of protection, could never 
give it his vote, in any shape: The principle of the pre- 
sent act was not that of Hamilton; what he recommended, 
looked in its object to revenue. - Protection for any other 
purpose, he would have repudiated. If, in the present 
stage of the question, the opponents of the bill were in 
any dilemma, he [Mr. P.] would take care, if there were 
no other available mode, to renew his motion for indefinite 
postponement. . 

Mr. HAYNE said he should allow the question of con- 
currence to be taken on the several amendments, up to 
the last, which wag a mere verbal one; but it was his in- 
tention then, before they should go beyond his reach, to 
move a recommitment of the whole measure. 

Mr. DALLAS said, having anxiously consulted with se- 
veral gentlemen around me, much better acquainted with 
the rules of order than myself, I am satisfied that the ques- 
tion now propounded for my suffrage is the final one on 
this bill. It came from the House of Representatives; it 
underwent many amendments in the Senate: those amend- 
ments haye not all been concurred in by the House: and 
we are now called upon to say whether we will recede 
from those of our amendments which have been disagreed 
to. Should we recede, the law is complete, and already 
passed by both Houses of Congress. We cannot now re- 
commit: we cannot alter what both the Senate and the 
House have approvec: we may prolong altercation and 
difficulty by refusing to recede, or leave the matter un- 
finished and indefinitely postponed; but if we are to have 
any Jaw enacted at thissession, we must determine to have 
one by our present concluding vote. At this point of an 
arduous and interesting discussion, when even a committee 
of cenference-have exhausted their efforts, I cannot con- 
sent to give a silent vote. Always prepared heretofore, 
and resolved to be always prepared to assume any respon- 
sibility which may seem appropriate to the discharge of 
my public duties, I am now, and hereafter shall be, ready 
to meet my constituents upon this question, to tell them 
frankly and fully my motives and reason of action, and 
most cheerfully to abide by any conclusion of their judg- 
ment. Iam only solicitous that my course on this final 
question in effect, and obviously a question of this bill or 
no bill, should be distinctly recorded and understood. 
Sir, at an early period of the session I announced the 
principles upon which I was governed in the labor of ac- 
commodating a new tariff of duties to the existing position 
of the country, to the reduced want of revenue, and. to 
the payment.of the public debt. Fully convinced of the 
wisdom of.the great principle of protecting domestic in- 
dustry; having imbibed a settled belief that it is essential 
to the maintenance of the best interests of the nation, and 
peculiarly important to the happiness and prosperity of 
my native State, I have uniformly taken my part in every 
exertion so to arrange the duties as to afford adequate and 
ample security to the manufacturers. My first rule of 
proceeding was, and invariably has been, to give to do- 
mestic manufactures, if possible, the whole aid of the 
whole revenue; to reserve all duties from imported articles 
which do not enter into competition with our own pro- 
duce or fabric, and to make their entry free. In the bill 
under consideration, this principle is fully embodied and 
enforced. To that extent, therefore, it meets my unquali- 
fied approbation, and has been sanctioned by both Houses 
of Congress. Another rule of proceeding, early enun- 
ciated by my colleague, and readily embraced by many on 
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custom-houses for duties, and the justly augmented value 
of the pound sterling from four dollars and forty-four 


cents to four dollars and eighty-eight cents. The opera- 
tions of these two provisions have undergone sufficient 
comment, and cannot now be mistaken by the Senate. 
The bill, Mr. President, has, in all its parts, engaged my 
most earnest and devoted study. To my mind, unaffected 
by the heats of this day, or of any former days, adequate 
protection is secured by this bill to all the great interests 
of the country, in the Union. I may be mistaken: my lights 
on this complicated matter may not be as extensive or accu- 
rate as are enjoyed by others, My information, my views, my 
convictions, ure not derived from any thing heard on this 
floor from any speaker; nor have Lregulated my votes or 
controlled my real sentiments under extraneous influence. 
I believe, firmly and sincerely believe, that if a few arti- 
cles undergo a diminution, in the amount of protection 
heretofore given them by law--a diminution somewhat 
disproportionate to that which characterizes the general 
scalethe difference is not of substantial importance, and 
cannot seriously or permanently affect them. Sir, there 
is not an absolute sacrifice of any one interest which has 
been before us. Louisiana cannot--cannot consistently 
with the unvarying tenor of every inquiry L have made— 
complain of the reduction of one half cent. upon sugar. 
Kentucky, as to the cent on cotton bagging, it will be re- 
collected, was equally divided in the Senate; and the in- 
crouse we made upon that article, as compared with the 
bill from the Mouse, after having first been rejected, was 
finally adopted by a majority of one vote only. It was 
impossible to be wholly insensible to the discordant opi- 
nions of the two Kentucky Senators upon this subject; 
and although I voted before, and would willingly now 
vote, to make assurance doubly sure, to give the addi- 
tional cent of duty, L cannot pretend, in this divided state 
of the best opinions, to have a deep and positive convic- 
tion one way or the other. The only really equivocal 
point is that which relates to woollens. | We added to the 
fifty per cent. in the bill of the House, seven per cent. ad 
valorem. ‘This addition has not been concurred in. It 
had my decided approbation; and could I secure it by any 
course of action consistent with a discharge of the gene- 
ral sum of my duties here, I would do so. ‘The report of 
the committee of conference, however, precludes all 
prospects of that kind; and I cannot avoid entertaining 
the hope that, after all, this seven per cent., which some 
of its most ardent advocates would agree to make five per 
cent, cannot be absolutely and vitally necessary to the 
safety of those who are engaged in the manufacture. Sir, 
although determined to act upon the suggestion of my 
own independent mind and conscience, 1 must say; that if 
there be on this topic of the tariff’ a gentleman upon 
Whose intelligence, sagacity, principles, and perseverance, 
1 would pin my faith as to controverted facts about the 
efficiency or inefliciency of a given amount of protection; 
that gentleman is the chairman of the Senate’s Committee 
on Manufactures, {Mr. Dicxerson.] He has devoted 
Many years actively and ardently to the encouragement 
system und effectual protection of all brancltes and de- 
partments of domestic industry. He is here: the official 
and selected guardian of the manufacturing interests; and 
we all know the unflinching fidelity with which his task is 
performed. Now, sir, that esteemed gentleman recom- 
mends us to forego our additional duty of seven per cent., 


and to be satisfied with the fifty per cent. ad valorem, ap- 


proved by the House of Representatives. I go.with him: 
I cannot be far out of the way when in his company; and 
I yield to the chairman of the Committee on Manufactures 
when he requestsme to recede. Allusion has been made 
to the sentiments upon this great subject unanimously ex- 
pressed, within the last month, by the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania.. The resolutions of that highly respécted body 
are now open before me. They manifest’a complimenta- 
ry reliance upon the discretion and: fidelity of: their Sena- 
tors, which is appreciated with sensibility, and- has not: 
been, and shall not be, forgotten or disappointed, although 
couched in language which does not import they have 
all the force and efficacy of pointed instructions; and we 
have rigidly conformed to them, being both inclined to do 
so, and fully recognising the right of the General Assem-. 
bly to direct our representative conduct. The present 
predicament of the subject may, indeed, seem to be one 
to which the resolutions do not apply, and to exact from 
myself and my colleague a course of proceeding which, 
in our judgments, will most strictly conform. to this spirit 
and design. Sir, in determining to recede, I shall deeply 
regret if the manufacturing interests to which I have re- 
ferred, or any others, shall experience any the least in- 
jury. Infallible legislation cannot: be hoped for; we are 
‘as liable to error and mistake as other men; but as I sin- 
cerely believe that all with whom I have the honor to be 
associated are actuated by pure and patriotic motives, I 
cannot but expect a general readiness to remedy hereaf- 
ter, by special legislation, any mischiefs which experience 
may prove to result from the defects or omissions of our 
presentact. The country is just now anxiously, feverishly 
waiting the close of this protracted and most interesting 
session. The excitements.of congressional debate have 
gradually spread through the whole people... ‘We are im- 
peratively called upon to end our deliberations, and. to 
‘present to our constituents the great work upon which we 
have been engaged. Let us submit this bill to their scru- 
tiny and operation. Should it prove unsatisfactory or de- 
structive in any part, I have only to express my readiness, 
if Providence, the people, and my own free will permit 
me again to participate in your proceedings, to supply 
what may be wanting, or to rectify what may be wrong. 
Mr. CLAY said, one of his chief objections to the course 
of the committee was, that they had given way before it was... 
necessary. The Senate could have insisted, and then, if the: 
House had determined.also to insist, the Senate'‘could then 
have determined either to recede or adhere. He stated 
that much stress was-laid on the change in the value of 
the pound sterling, while it was‘certain that sugar, sail 
duck, and other articles, came from quarters where.the 
pound sterling was not the basis of calculation. He called 
for a division of the question. 
The question was then taken on receding from the 
amendment inserting after the words ‘ Kendal cottons,” 
the words ‘‘the latter weighing not less than sixteen 
ounces to the square yard,” and determined in the affir- 
mative—yeas 38, nays 10, us follows: P AD 
YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, 
Johnston, Kane, King, Mangtim, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup,. Tyler, Webster, 
White, Wilkins.—38. K T : 
NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Ewing, Foot, Knight, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Waggaman.—10, _ 
The question then was on receding from the amend. 
ment raising the duty on silver and plated wire from five 
to twenty-five per cent., which was agreed to. ; 
` The Senate then receded from their next amendment, 
raising thé-duty on japanned saddlery from ten to twenty- 
five per cent., without a division. i 
The Senate then receded from their next amendment; 
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changing the-duty on sait 
lows: iy eae 

YEAS:—Messrs. Benton; Bibb, Brown; Buckner, Dal- 
las, D.ckerson, Dudicy, ‘Ellis, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuy- 
sên, Grundy, “Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Johnston, Kane, 
King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindex- 
ter, Robinson,-Silshee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Tom- 
linson, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.——34. 

“NAYS.—Messrs. Belt, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
Holmes, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Smith, Waggaman, Webster.—14. - . 

‘The question was. next taken on receding from the 
amendment increasing the duty on cotton bagging to four 
cents instead of three and a. half per square yard, and 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAN.--Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dal- 
las, D-ckerson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Fazewell, 
Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins. —29. 

NAYS.—=Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
Foot, ‘Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Nau- 
dain, “Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Sprague, 
‘Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster.--19. 

‘The question was then taken on receding from the 
amendment increasing the duty on-brown sugar from two 
anda half to three cents per potind, and: decided in the 
affirmative--yeas 33, nays 15, as follows: i 
~ YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, 
Chambers, Dallas, D.ckerson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, 
Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindex- 
ter, Robbins, S Isbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, 
Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.—33. 

NAYS.—Bell, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Foot, Holmes, 
Johnston, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Tomlinson; Waggaman, Webster.—-15. 

The, Senaté then receded from the amendment increas- 
ing the duty on slates from twenty-five to thirty-five per 
cent. ad valorem, by the following vote: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Bénton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, 
Chambers, Clayton, Dallas, Dckerson, Dudley, Ells, 
Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen,’ Grundy, Hayne, 
Hendricks, H.N, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Knight, 
Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Nauda n, Poindexter, 
Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.--41. 

NAYS.-~-Messrs. Clay, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Wageaman, Webster.--7. 

The Senate then agreed to the amendment of the House 
to its amendment with respect to carpeting, by inserting 
the word ‘* common.” 

Mr. WILKINS hcre made some remarks in further ex- 
planation of his course. He said, when he moved the 
conference, some dissatisfaction was expressed that the 
motion should bé made by any but a member of the com- 
mittee. He didnot make'the,motion with any view to put 
himself forward, or to become a member of the com- 
mittee of conference. He believed the Senate would do 
him the justice to admit that, since he had been amember 
of this body, he had exhibited no desire to thrust himself 
forward init. Some. of the remarks of the gentleman 
fromm Massachusetts seemed to be intended as sarcastic. 
That gentleman had expressed surprise that the interests 
of manufacturers should be entrusted. to one who had 
taken no prominent partin the debate, and. wasnot a mem- 
ber of the committee which had the charge of the subject. 
But, at. this stage of the business, all the principles had 
been settled, the votes had been declared, and in every 
case an opinion had been formed and expressed. There 
take oceasion to say to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that Ihave been uniform in my support of manufactures, 


duck=-yeas 34, nays 14, as fol: 


and I never varied in my course in regard to them: This| writer 


bill had passed the House of Representatives by the un- 
paralleled vote of one hundred and thirty-two to sixty-five, 
in which the adversaries and friends of. the protective sys- 
tem had united. The friends of the system, he believed, 
by attempting to obtain a more advantageous bill, incur- 
red the hazard of losing the bill entirely. This state of 
things he had not lost sight of. To show that there was 
no ground for sarcasm, and no ground for the amusement | 
which the gentleman from Maine, in his usual idle strain, 
had indulged in, he would state that, after the appointment 


|of the committee, he met the Senator from South Carolina 


in the committee roor, and, in conversation, told him that, 
for his guidance in this business, he had chalked out a 
course, from which he should not depart—a course not 
governed by any particular incident, but settled in refer- 
ence to the existing state of the question. He might have 
been wrong, but he entered upon the duties of the com- 
mittee determined to do the best he could to settle this 
question. The country called for an adjustment of the 
question, and, to procure it, he had determined to yield 
every thing but the woollens. So faras the Senate had 
gone with the amendments, they had sanctioned his 
course, by agreeing to recede. The report of the 
committee, so far, had been fully sustained. As long as 
there was any chance to get the additional duty on wool- 
Jens, Eheld out for it. In no case did [vote to adhere, 
except in regard to woollens. ‘The Senator from South 
Carolina moved to recede, and k went with him. The 
Senator from New Jersey did not, at first, but ultimately 
he yielded. Thé House, by an unparalleled majority, 
had agreed to fix the duty on woollens at fifty per 
cent. When the bill was in the Senate, I voted with the 
Committce on Manufactures to increase the duty on wool- 
lens. 1 voted for. the minimum, and for the sixty per 
cent., and I voted for the fifty-seven per cent. It was 
but a little increase, as he had before said, but, for vot- 
ing for this little, I have been denounced in language 
which I never wish to hear in the Senate. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Manufactures was willing to 
split the differenee, and take three and a half per cent, 
But even that could not be obtained, nor could fifty-two 
per cent. be got. When nothing was to be gained by 
holding out, when we had gone to the very verge, 1) ield- 
ed. “itis now for the Senate to say whether I was right 
lor wrong. Before I determined to give up this amende 
ment, 1 consulted the Senator from New Jersey, who as- 
Isented to its abandonment. If f have gone wrong, {have 
gone in good company. Mr. W. went on to show that 
the prompt pay of duties, the valuation of the pound 
sterling, and other provisions of the bill, afforded some 
equivalent for the reduction of the woollen. duty. The 
bill afforded, he thought, a reasonable protection to the 
woollens manufacturer. He put th’s case: an English 
manufacturer sends one hundred yards of cloth, worth 
one hundred dollars, to New York, ata considerable ex- 
pense for freight, insurance, &e. The American Manu- 
facturer meets it there with one hundred yards of his 
cloth, worth also one hundred dollars. Before they go 
into the market for purchasers, the Government interferes, 
and takes, ky way of protecting the American manufac- 
turer, fifty yards of the cloth belonging to the English 
manufacturers. Was this a sufficient amount of protec: 
tion? He did not pretend to say that it was. But it was 
lali that could be got now. After the conference was 
over, I remarked to the Senator from South Carolina, 
that we died hard. We had endeavored to get all we 
could; and I mentioned that 1 was the more content with 
the duty on woollens fixed by the bill, inasmuch as a 
gentleman of great experience in the woollen manufac- 
ture had informed me, by letter received that day, that, in 
his opinion, fifty per cent. was an adequate protection, 
taken together with the other provisions of the bill, The 
of this letter is a citizen of Pennsylvania, who 
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thoroughly understood the subject, and 


was formerly the} Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 


chairman of the Committee on Manufactures in the other! Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.--29 


House. The Senate will recollect that there was no 
amendment as to iron adopted here, and that the iron 


duties did not come under the notice of the committee of‘ tiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee 
conference. Though. the duty on that article. was’ con-|linson, Waggaman, Webster.--19. 


NAYS.—Messts. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
: Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, Naudain, Pren- 
; Sprague, Tom- 


siderably reduced, he acquiesced in its reduction. Ithad} - The amendments having beén gone through, 


been asked, in a reproachful tone, why sugar had been 
selected as one of the subjects of surrender. He would 
submit it to the’ Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jouxsron] 
whether that interest was sacrificed by the bill.» The 
committee had no-hostility to that interest, but they could 
not have preserved the amendment, without losing the 
bill. wer 

Mr. HOLMES said he had not any idol that he knew of. 
Almost every man, though, had his idol. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania might have an idol in the office for 
which he was a candidate, and to that idol he might have 
sacrificed the woollens interest. 
wherewith to amuse the Senate, and he had only alluded 
to the amusing description given by the Senator from 
South Carol na of the course of his colleagues in the com- 
mittee. The Senator from Pennsylvania supported the 
woollens duty with all his might, and gave it up. He 
confessed he disliked the composition of this committee. 
One member was ultra-anti-tariff; another was a candidate 
for the Vice Presidency; and the third was an old bache- 
lor, who cared nothing for posterity, whereas we, sir, are 
legislating for posterity. 


sylvania must have desired to be a member of the com- 
mittee of conference, ashe could net have expected to 
be treated with so much extraordinary disrespect-as not 
to be put on the committee raised on his own motion. 
When he came into the Senate chamber, he found that 
the motion had been made. He said it was an extraor- 
dinary motion for a gentleman to make, who, during the 
progress of the bill, had taken no interest in it. But l 
concurred in the appointment of the committee, suppos- 
ing that they would, in conference, act as the advocates 
of the views of the Senate. As said before, if t had sup- 
posed Iwass'gning a power of attorney to authorize the 
surrender of the points contended for by the Senate, I 
would have withheld my vote. Ifthe Senator from Penn- 
sylvania had said to us, as he now says, that it was ‘his in- 
tention to give up nineteen of the twenty amendments of 
the Senate, and die hard in giving up the twentieth, the 
Senate would not have accredited him as their negotiator. 
The Senator now says that his course is sanctioned by the 
votes of the Senate. Cana balanced Senate oppose the 
report of the committee of conference? Why are the 
Senate’s amendments receded from? Because they have 
no longer the aid of the gentleman’s vote. if fifty-seven 
per cent. was little to receive, it was Lttle to part with, 
argues the gentleman. Non sequitur. if fifty per cent. 
brings it to a balance, the addition of seven per cent. will 
turn the scale. The Senator had spoken of the unparallel- 
ed vote by which the House passed the bill, buthe thought 
nothing of the vote by which the amendments passed the 
Senate. The bill, as amended, passed the Senate by a 
vote of 32 to 16. The whole majority in the other House, 
against the additional duty on woollens of seven per cent. 
was, ashe had been informed, only six or seven votes. 
Still the Senator says he died hard. I will not say it was 
a dishonorable death, but I do say it was a bloodless one. 
Mr. HAYNE said this was a small matter. A different 
course would have led to an irreconcilable disagreement. 
The Senate then receded from their amendment, in- 
creasing the duty on woollens from fifty to fifty-seven per 
cent.—yeas 29, nays 19, as follows: s 
YEAS. —Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dal. 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Gruady, Hayne, 
Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, 


Mr. WEBSTER remarked that the Senator from : 


| Mr. HAYNE moved to recommit the bill, with Instruc- 
tions so to amend it, as to provide for a system of ad vald- 


wants of the country. 

The PRESIDENT decided that such. a motion conld’ 
not be received, as the Senate must now. be-confined to 
its action on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. POINDEXTER then rose. It was not his inten- 
tion, he said, to-go into any details, but to renew the mo- 
tion for indefinite postponement. He felt that if he were 
to vote for the bill, he would be eonceding & power to 


: duties, so arranged as to ‘reduce. the revenue to the 


He bad nothing himself] Congress to lay taxes on the country. for other purposes. 


than revenue—-a power which he denied they possessed, 
other thap that for the payment’ of their debts. Were he 
to vote for the bill, he should consider himself committed 
to the principle, though other gentlemen had expressed 
a different opinion: But what was this bill? It kept up 
the duties on the protected articles; was oppressive in the 
extreme on the raw material. [The CHAIR requested the 
Senator would confine himself to the question. ]. It was his 
intention, Mr. P. resumed, to record his opinion of the 
measure at a prior stage, but no fitting opportunity had 
presented itself, and he would merely now say that he 
considered the present ball, from the inequality of ‘its 
operation, worse than the. bill of abominations of 1828, 
He would conform to the wish of. the Chair, and would 
now move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. HAYNE asked for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FORSYTH said he would vote against the metion, 
and so far sanction the. present bill, but it was necessary 
for him ‘to state the grounds of His vote. Although the 
principle of protection was embraced in this. bill for which 
he was about to vote, yet is he hereafter to be committed 
in favor of the principle? He hoped not. Defeat the 
present bill, and what would be the consequence? We 
would have the existing tariff, without any reduction. 
The present measure was a mod:fication of it, so far as it 
| went; and he would vote for getting rid of so much of the 
abominable bill of 1828. It was not a question of protec- 
tion, but of reduction of the burdens of the people; and 
‘he would continue the uncompromising, incessant enemy 
of the system, till it was totally abrogated by Congress. 

Mr. FOOT said he had once voted for the -indefinite 
postponement of this bill, on the motion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Bztz;] but since we are call- 
ed to record our votes again on a smilar motion, and his 
vote would-now be recorded against it, he felt it due to 
himself to explain the reasons which induced him to give 
a different vote at this time. Sir, said Mr. F., there is 
not a-Senator on this floor more disposed than myself to 
ke any reasonable sacrifice for the preservation: of the 
and harmony of this confederacy; ‘to relieve any 
portion from unreasonable or unequal burdens; to endea- 
vor to allay any unfertunate excitement produced even 
by mistaken notions of inequality in the operation uf any 
of our laws. On this ground, and on this alone, was my 
vote recorded in favor of the bill as amended by the Se- 
pate. And after the repeated declaration of the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Hazxz,] and the Senator from 
‘Alabama, [Mr. Kene,] and others, that this bill would af- 
ford no relief, but was more obnoxious than even the act 
of 1828, so often called the “ bill of abominations,” 1.was 


| 
| 


ima 
peace 
i 


[disposed to unite with them in rejecting it. But, sir, in 


this vote they did not unite. 
To me this bill has no charms. 
single State in this Union which 


Perhaps there is nota 
will be more, if as much, 
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affected by its passage as‘my own. More manufactures | Mr. KING said, but for the remarks 


of various descriptions. are springing up under the pro- 
tection of your laws in the State of Connecticut, than in 
any other portion of the Union. Many of them are in 
their infancy, and must be seriously affected, if not to- 
tally prostrated by this bill. The committee of confer- 
ence had proposed to surrender every amendment made 
in the Senate, in which our smaller manufacturers were 
particularly interested, and some of which amendments 
had been made at my suggestion, from letters and infor- 
mation laid before the Committee on Manufactures by me. 
These were all to be surrendered without a struggle; 
without an effort to save them. The committee knew 
full well our convictions of the blighting effects of the bill 
on the Eastern States, and particularly in the State which 
has honored me with a seat on this floor, without the 
amendment of the Senate, for I had stated them in the dis- 
cussion of those amendments, and produced the proof. 
1 have this day received another letter from an intelligent 
farmer, who has made great exertions to improve the qua- 
lity of the wool in this country, who says “ the hopes of 
the, wool growers are destroyed, and even the Saxony 
sheep must be resigned up to the butcher.” á 

The question is now presented under circumstances 
somewhat different. The Senate have acted on the 
amendments. My votes have been in favor of the amend- 
ments of the Senate; but as, in all cases, minorities must 
submit, in this case it becomes my duty. The chairman of 
the committee has stated his determination that if, at the 
next session, it shall be ascertained that any infant manu- 
facture will be seriously injured, he will unite in any fur- 
ther amendment in favor of necessary protection; and as 
the bill will not go into operation until another session in- 
tervenes, [am disposed to withdraw my opposition, and 
permit the bill to pass, not by an affirmative vote, but by 
one which will be equally effective; by voting against the 
motion for indefinite postponement: Another reason 
which will induce me to vote against the present motion 
is, that it is made avowedly on the ground that “the prin- 
ciple of protection to our manufactures is recognised in 
it?” and Senators have declared this to be good ground for 
its rejection. Sir, against this doctrine I enter my solemn 
protest! It saps the foundation ofall Government! What 
is the first duty of Government? Protection! Will you 
confine this obligation to the protection of the lives of 
your citizens alone? Will you not-extend it to their pro- 
perty? And is this to be confined to protection of pro- 
perty only against lawless pirates and robbers? Is it not 
equally the duty of the Government to protect the proper- 
ty of its citizens from damage or injury arising from the 
legislation of foreign nations,.by countervailing legislation 
or restriction, and to encourage and protect their industry? 
This has been the policy of this Government from the 
commencement of its existence! 
Congress, after the adoption of the constitution, recognises 
this:principle, and admits this to be its duty. It has had 
the sanction of forty years, and- Senators. may rest assured 
it will not-be abandoned. ° It cannot be abandoned while 
the Government has àn existence. ‘Without this principle 
of protection, no Government would he worth preserving, 
nor. deserve the name. Nor will my vote be given. on any 
question, to. sanction for a moment, or to countenance, 
any doctrine so fatal in its tendency. 

Mr. MANGUM said he would vote for the indefinite 
postponement. “It was not enough that the revenue was 
reduced, for’ the bill carried out the odious principle of 


The very first act of|had so loudly complained. 


SSS cena] 


that had been made, 
it was not his intention to have trespassed on the attention 
of the Senate: The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crary] 
had observed that the Southern gentlemen, by their 
former vote, had conceded their opinions in‘ favor of the 
Present measure. Such was not the case; for himself, he 
would never be in favor of a measure which preserved 
the present inequality. He had said, on a former occa- 
sion, that he would vote, though reluctantly, for the bill 
as it came from the House; but it had undergone such 
changes here for the worse, that he voted against it as 
amended. He had voted against the act of 1824; he had 
also voted against the bill of 1828. But all the appeals of 
the South had been heretofore disregarded. In the 
measure now introduced, the friends of protection had 
been induced to make some mitigation in lessening the 
public. burdens; on this ground, when the odious amend- 
ments were receded from, he would vote for the bill, 
though still with reluctance, and in hopes of further relief 
from the system. It was for the first time in his expe- 
rience, that he had heard such language of censure used 
to a committee of conference, as that which came from 
the Senator from Kentucky, and you yourself, Mr. Chair- 
man, said Mr. K., scarcely escaped for your appointment 
of the members of that committee. Who had ever heard 
of a committee of conference yielding nothing? It was 
for the very purpose of compromise that recourse was 
had to that mode. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. ° 
Wirxrns] had been denounced, but his firm and high 
character could not be affected by the assault. ‘The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky had congratulated himself in anti- 
cipation of having the future support of the gentlemen of 
the South; but he had reckoned without his host. As 
regarded the present bill, and the existing law, he would 
choose the lesser evil; yet he would not compromit his 
principles; and on a future occasion his friends would find 
him combating by their side. 

Mr. HAYNE said he had but one more word to say 
before the final question was taken. From the beginning 
of the session up to the present moment, he had, with the 
most perfect good faith, voted for every preposition, and 
used his utmost efforts to effect such a modification of the 
tariff as should remove existing difficulties, and do equal 
justice toall parts of the country. “The bill had been put 
into the form which the tariff majority in both Houses had 
thought proper to give it, and it now only remained for 
him, at this last stage of its progress, to record his senti- 
ments in relation to it. He had examined its provisions 
carefully. He was perfectly satisfied that it did not pro- 
pose to effect a reduction in the revenue of more than 
from three to four millions of dollars, and of this nearly 
the whole amount was on unprotected articles. So far, it 
aggravated the injusticeand inequality of which the South 
This bill recognises the pro- 
tecting system; it has been arranged throughout, on the 
single principle of taking care ‘of the interests of the 
manufacturers, and was now openly supported by the 
tariff party, on the ground that this protection was ade- 
quate to the object; and it had been openly avowed that, 
if it should, in any case, prove otherwise, further protec- 
tion was to be hereafter extended. The duties retained 
by this bill were most unreasonable and exorbitant—fifty- 
seven per cent. upon woollens, upwards of one hundred 
per cent. upon cottons and iron, and still higher upon salt 
and sugar, while articles of luxury, only because they did 
not come into competition with domestic manufactures, 


inequality; the rich would be indulged in their luxuries!were to be admitted duty free. He regarded this bill as 


without taxation, whilst the poor were heavily burdened. 


fixing the system upon the country furever, beyond hope 


He would ‘not sanction the bill, because he believed itj/of future relief. He should, therefore, vote for its indefi- 
would.go.to fix a settled system of the policy of protec-|nite postponement; and if the bill was to pass, he would 


tion. Its principle was to do evil, that good might result, 
but he would rely thata returning sense of justice would 
yet influence their councils, i 


leave the responsibility of a measure fraught with such 
fatal consequences to others. ‘ 
The yote being then taken, the postponement was lost. 


1293 


Juxx 13, 1832.] 


YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Hayne, Holmes, Mangum, 
Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins,. Ruggles, 
Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, Waggaman.--15.. 0 s Seii? 

NAYS.——Messrs. Benton, Brown, Chambers, Clay, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Toot, Forsyth; 
Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Johnston, Kane, 
King, Knight, Marcy, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, 
Sprague, Tipton, ‘Tomlinson, Webster, Whité, Wilkins. 

So the motion to postpone was lost; and the report of 
the committee of conference sustained. ~~ 


Fripay, Jury 13. 
THE BANK VETO. 


‘The Senate having again taken up this subject, , 
Mr. BENTON then resumed his observations, charging 


the bank with having applied its means for the purpose of. 


operating on public opinion, and influencing the votes of 
the people against General Jackson; and reiterating the 
arguments against the bank which he had used during the 
progress of the bill. He denied that the disasters of the 
late war were justly attributable to the want of a bank, 
such as that of the present institution; and asserted that 
the State bunks had impoverished themselves by their 
efforts to please the army. He expressed his hopes that 
the friends of General Jackson, who had supported the 
bank, would be convinced, by its conduct previous to the 
next November, that it was merely a political engine, em- 


ployed for the purpose of destroymg the clection of 


General Jackson. He invited members to read the pam- 
phlet of Sir Henry Parnell against the Bank of England, 
and recommending its subdivision, He asserted that the 


United States’ Bank had uniformly refused to establish a 
branch in Missouri, although repeatedly solicited by the 
merchants, until he had unmasked his opposition to the 
He then went on to quote the language of Sir 
William Pultency against the Bank of England, in order 
to justify, by his example, the use of the word ‘t mono- 
The policy of permitting fo- 
reipners to hold stock in the United States’ Bank, he 
asserted to be distinct from that of obtaining loans from 
foreigners for internal improvements; and declared it to 
be extremely dangerous for foreigners to be the bankers 
In the course of his remarks, he 


bank. 


poly” by the President. 


of the United States. 
had characterized the speech of Mr. ©. as wanting in 
courtesy, indecorous, and disrespectful to the Chief Ma- 
gistrate. 

Mr. CLAY rose to say a few words: in regard to the 
personal allusions made to himself by the Senator from 
Missouri. 


the Secretary of the Treasury, which had engaged. so 
much anxious deliberation in Congress during this session, 


originated from a resolution in that officer’s own hand- 


writing, presented to, and adopted by, the House of Re- 
presentatives. That fact was unaffected by any circum- 
stances which led to the draught of the resolution, and 


conclusively proves that the duty of preparing the bill, if 


not voluntanly sought, was not reluctantly assumed by the 
Secretary. 


The Senator from Missouri has adverted to the fact of 


crowded galleries. But if, impelled by curiosity, the 
galleries are occasionally filled, when it is understood 
some Senators are to speak, no member knows better than 
the honorable gentleman that, when some others rise, the 
galleries are quickly emptied, with whatever else the 
Senate chamber may then be filled. ‘The member ought 
not to be dissatisfied to-day with the presence of those 
who are around him; for among them is a lady of great 
literary eminence, [Alhiding to a noted female. of the 
name of Royal, who sat near Mr. B. 
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sentment. 


He would previously remark that the fact was 
now established by that Senator, that the famous tariff of 
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cused by the Senator from Missouri with a want of ‘cour- 
tesy and decorum towards the Chief Magistrate of the 
4 United States, in the comments which Ne had felt it his 
duty to make upon the President’s message accompanying 
his veto upon the bank bill. How had he rendered himself 
fidble to this accusation? 
passed the Senate, with the concurrence of his [Mr. C.’s] 
vote as one of the majority. The President disapproved 
it, andin an elaborate message states at large his objec- 
tions. . Now, what was the most respectful course in re- 
gard to this message? 
decide upon the objections? or to proceed to the recon- 
sideration of the bill, enjoined by the constitution, in 
silence? 
Senate, if he had not treated the President and his mes- 
sage with all the respect which was consistent with the 
occasion, and with the high responsibility under which 
every member of the body was bound to act. 


A bill to recharter the bank had 


To examine, weigh, discuss, and 


Mr. C. would appeal from the Senator to the 


In some 
past transactions, well known to the public, he [Mr.C] 
nad been furnished by the President with cause for re- 
But the indulgence of feelings of that de- 
scription was altogether improper in the discharge of 
official duties; and he was entirely unconscious of their 
operation upon his mind in fulfilling his public obligations 
therein. EED 

The Senator from Missouri had attributed to him {[Mr. 
C.}] a motive for his remarks, with respect to the conse- 
quences which would ensue in the Western country from 
the discontinuance of thebank. But had not the President ` 
given in his message the supposed operation of the bank in 
the West, a conspicuous place? Had he not emphatically . 
called the attention of the Senate to the injurious effects of 
this‘ institution on’ Western prosperity? The member 
from Missouri would bethe last to assign to tle President 
improper motives for'this part of his message; and why 
should he attribute them to another? 

Mr. President, said Mr. C., | cannot allow the member 
from Missouri to instruct me in etiquette and courtesy, 
and how 1 shall deport myself towards an exalted per- 
sonage. lcan take no instructions from such a source, 
E cannot, at this period of my life, go with the member 
from Missouri and his Indian blankets to Boon’s Lick, to be 
taught the rules and practice of politeness. If f could con- 
sent to receive him as my preceptor, I should be ata loss'to 
know to which of the opposite opinions he, at different pe- 
riods, has entertained of the President, I ought to con- 
form myself, Lnever had any personal rencontre with 
the President; I never promulgated a bulletin on any such 
rencontre; L never complained of the President beating a 
brother of mine after he was prostrated and lying appa- 
rently lifeless. The member from Missouri needs no more 
specilic indications of the transaction to which allusion is 
now made. Nor did I ever make such a prophecy of the 
events, which would ensue from the elevation of the 
President, as the public press ascribes to the honorable 
Senator from Missouri. ‘ 

Mr. C. concluded by observing that he did not mean to 
detain the Senate by any further notice of the observations 
of the Senator from Missouri. . He had now and forever 
discharged all obligations under which that Senator had 
placed him, and he had given him a full acquittance: 

Mr. BENTON said that it was true he and General 
Jackson‘had had a personal conflict; it was true he had 
feught with him; but he hoped they had fought as men. 
When that contest was over, so was their enmity; three 
months, after they were good friends; and at any time 
since, each would have assisted and.done any thing in his 
power for the other. They hada contest, it was truc, 
but there was no question of adjourned veracity between 
them—no adjourned veracity remaining on the public 
mind. No, sir, said Mr. B., if such were the case, there 
would have been a separation between us, wider than the 


Mr. ©. continued, and observed that he had been ac-! gulf which separates heaven from hell! 
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As regarded that famous placard put to his account,| Mr. POINDEXTER rose to explain. 

wherein it was asserted that members. of Congress, in a| “Mr. BENTON rose (Mr. P. on his feet) and said, an 

certain event, would. have to legislate armed, it was but] apology is due by me to the Senate: I was out of order. 

within a.few days that a St. Lows paper contained a card| Mr. CLAY said (Mr. P. still in possession of the eye of 
-from Colonel Lawless, in refutation of the charge re-| the Chair) to the same tribunal I take the same opportunity 

specting him, [Mr B.} as the author of the production. | to offer an apology; for the Senator from Missouri 1 have 

Yn that card, Colonel Lawless called for any one within thej none. 

State to come forward, who had ever heard him [Mr. B.]} Mr. POINDEXTER here explained: his words were 

make the assertion; but no one had cume forward, nor] not distinctly audible in the gallery; but we understood 

could any one. Colonel Lawless, who was well acquaimted| him to say that he had not conceived the debate irregular 

with the transactions of that day, denied, from nis. per-j at the period he vacated the chair. 

sonal knowledge of him, [Mr. B.] and from the intimate! Mr. P. having sat down, there was a general call of 

connexion subsisting between them at the period, that) * question,” “question.” 

such assertions were consonant with his (Mr. B.’s] sent-! The question was then put, ‘‘ whether the bill should 
ments, or that he had ever uttered them. But, though! become a law, the Pres.denv’s objections to the contrary 

the calumniator, who, in the dark, had affixed the favrs-| notwithstanding ;” and was decided in the negative, us 

cated placard to the lamp posts, had remained unseen, he | follows: (two-thirds being necessary to carry a measure 
[Mr B.] was no longer m doubt, in one respect at least, asf against the Executive veto.) 
regarded the responsible author im the Senate, who had] ~YEAS.—Messrs. Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
now given currency to the atrocious calumny; and such} Dallas, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, John- 
he. pronounced it. _ {ston, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Mr, CLAY, in reply, observed, thatas to the question | Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Weoster, 
oft adjourned veracity,” when the President lent the} Wilkins.—-22. 
sanction of his name to the charge, which he supposes the NAYS.--—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Fllis, 
member alluded 1o, he [Mr. C.] promptly and peremp-| Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
torily: dened the charge, and demanded the proof. Tuc) Marcy, Miller, Moore, ‘Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White, 
witness Was produced, and Mr. C. was willing to abide by | —19:; 

“the Judgment of the present generation and pusterty, as to The Senate acted on a large number of private and 
the testanony which he rendered, and he pronounced the} other bills, and then spent the remainder of the sitting in 
> charge, by whomsoever made, master or Man, destitute of executive business. 


all foundation, ‘hat witness las recenly gone to St. ` 
Petersburg, as the minister of the United states. (Mr. Sarunvay, Jury 14. 


-BEN LON, after a momentary conference with a Senator . 
near, suid aloud from his dente: the fisberes’?—** tae al FREE BRIDGE. 

eries.””] . As tu the prophecy in the public press, re-| The bill to alter the draw of the Potomac bridge was 
sumed Mr. C., the member from Missouri refers to Culonel returned trom the House, with an amendment, introducing 
Lawless’s demal of its truth, and says no man in Missouri] a provision to pay to the Washington Bridge Company 
had come forward te substantiate it. Mr. CLAY, pausing, | $29,000 for their right inthe bridge; and that, on the 
and looking at the member from Missouri, asked, Can tne] completion of such purchase, the Secretary of the Trea- 
Senator tnrow his eyes on me--willhe look in my face and | sury shall construct a new bridge, for which sixty thou- 
assert that he never used language similar to that nupated | sand dollars are appropriated. The bridge to be free. 
to him? [Mr. BENTON, after a pause, pomting us| Mr, CHAMBERS moved to concur, and stated, briefly, 
finger at Mr. Crax, indicating that he was so looking, | the deep and intense interest which was felt throughout 
sud, ‘the coulu”——*+he could.”] Mr. CLAY said, i re-| the Disinet, relative to the fate of this measure. He 
peat, can the Senator louk me sn the face and say ue did! stated that the citizens of Georgetown had opposed this 
not make use of such language out of the State of Missuurt?; matter, and had opposed every improvement of the old 
[Mr. BENTON reiterated his former answer.) Mr. CLAY. bridge. They thougbt it would be injurious to their in- 
l again ask, can that man presume to look menu the face! terests; but, should it be found so, he was ready to lend 
and deny it?) (Mr. BENTON. repeated his previous re-j his aid to relieve them. 

mark.] Mr. CLAY resumed his seat, and Mr. BUCKNER made ‘one or two remarks in opposition 

Mr. BENTON said he bad already pronounced it anjto the bill, and moved to lay it on the table. 

“ atrocivus calumny”—he had pointed out the author m| Mr. CHAMBERS again invoked the Senate to settle 
the senate--hé would pin it to ms sleeve; it would stick, | this vexed question, which had been before the Senate 
sick, stick there, and there he wished it to remain. |year after year. 

TM Y rosepand said he returned the caarge of)” Mr. FORSYTH said it would be time enough next year 
calauiny to Senator from Missouri. to build this bridge. 

Toe CHALICE (MY. TazewsLL)sad the debate could not) Mr. BUCKNER then adverted to the injury which 

longer be suffered; the Senator trom Kentucky must take] would be.done to Georgetown by the construction of this 


his. seat. : : | free bridge. 
Mr. CLAY. 1 wish to explain. . The question was then taken, and decided in the nega- 
‘The CHAIR. No further explanation will be heard itive, as follows: 

from the gentleman frum Kentucky. YEAS.—Messrs. Buckner, Dickerson, Forsyth, Fre- 
Mr. CLAY. 1 tell the President 1 must be heard; and I linghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hil, Mangum, Marcy, Ro- 

deniaud to know the point of order. binson, Smith, Tazewell, White.— 13. 


The CHAIR. The Senator was out of order in the} NAYS.—Messrs. Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
language used to the Senator from Missouri. : Dudiey, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Kane, Poindexter, Robbins, 

Mr. CLAY. Then I will make another point of order. Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wagga- 
Was iiot the language of the Senator from. Missouri out ofi man.—17. f ; 
order? se oa : Mr. MANGUM moved to postpone the bill indefinitely. 
-The CHAIR- The present incumbent was not in the] ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
chair-when the debate arose. : - Mr. CLAY asked if there was any provision in the bill 
` [Mi Pornpexren had then: temporarily occupied the to construct the bridge near the aqueduct, 
eham] o ee ; ‘ 2 Mr. CHAMBERS replied in the negative, and stated 
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that he had made several efforts to get up the bill rela- 
tive to the Georgetown bridge, but without effect. The 
construction of this bridge would not be productive of the 
interruption of the navigation, which was caused by the 
former bridge. 5. 

Mr. FORSYTH made some remarks in opposition. 

Mr. TYLER said that, in his opinion, Georgetown had 
no reason to complain. The subject had been sufficient- 
ly long before Congress for every gentleman to have 
made up his mind on the subject. He would therefore 
vote against postponement. He stated what were the dis- 
advantages under which the District now labored, and 
said there were no constitutional objections. 

Mr. CLAY said he felt no slight solicitude on the sub- 
ject of this bridge. It was the first subject on which he 
ever opened his mouth in this Senate. The Senator 
from Maryland and himself were the only Senators left 
of that body. It was then, after occupying the Senate 
three weeks, postponed till the next session, on the mo- 
tion of a Senator of Virginia, and at the next session it 
became a law. The destruction of that bridge had 
caused great inconvenience to the District, and to the 
transportation of the mail. He adverted to the guard} 
against any waste, which was provided by the language 
of the bill. ` 

Mr. SMITH said there had been no part of the District 
so anxious tobring the Government hither as Georgetown. 
There were some able men there, who exerted themselves 
to that effect. He considered Georgetown as a part of 
his charge, as a representative from Maryland, of which 
she had been a portion, and he would vote for the post- 
ponement. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said he should vote against the 
postponement, but he hoped Congress would pause be- 
fore they made this frec bridge. He preferred that the aid 
ee he given in the form in which it was given to Alex- 
andria, : 

The motion to postpone indefinitely was negatived— 
yeas 13, nays 19. 

The first amendment was concurred in—yeas 15, 
nays 13, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN moved to amend the second 
amendment, by substitutinga provision, that 60,000 dollars 


be appropriated and paid to the Washington Bridge Com- 
pany for the repair of the bridge. 

This motion was negatived, and 
other House were agreed to. 

The Senate then proceeded with other business, and 
continued, with the mtermission of a short recess, until 
nine o’clock at night, passing on a great variety of bills, 
and then x S ` 

Adjourned to 


the amendments of the 


Monday morning, 6 o’clock. 


Sj 


Monvay, Jury 16, 6 A. M. 


A messagè was received from the House of Representa- 
tives, communicating aresolution from that body, suspend- 
ing the joint rule which prevents the sending to the Presi- 
dent any bills for signature on the last day of the session, for 
the purpose of sending certain specified bills to the Presi- 
dent. a 

The joint resolution was then agreed to, and the rule 
was suspended. y : 

A message was received from the House, communicat- 
ing that a committee had been appointed on the part of 
the House to join such committee as might be appointed 
by the Senate, to wait on the President, and inform'him 
that the two Houses were now ready to adjourn; and Mr. 
Tyrer and Mr. Kine were appointed such committee.on 
the part of the Senate. ate 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive business, in 
order to enable him to submit a motion in executive session. 

At a quarter before eight the doors were reopened. 

Mr. TYLER, from the committee appointed to. wait on 
the President, reported that they had performed that duty, 
and had received for answer That the President had no 
further communication to make. 

On motion of Mr. BIBB, à message was sent to. the 
House of Representatives, to inform the House that the 
Senate was ready to adjourn. i 

A message was received from the House, stating that 
the House, having closed its business, was now ready to 
adjourn. , ` 

The Senate then a 


djourned to the first Monday in De- 
cember next. : 


(The following remarks of Mr. Haywe (on the question 


Fan outfit, &e. for a minister to France) were acciden- 


tally omitted in their proper place, at page 816, and are therefore inserted here.] 


Mr. HAYNE said that nothing could have been further 
from his intention than to provoke a discussion involving 
the relative merits of the last and present administration; 
nor had a word fallen from him having that bearing or 
tendency. On several occasions, of late, the Senate had 
witnessed controversies between the Senators from Mary- 
land and Connecticut, [Messrs. Sorry and Foor,] as to; 
the expenditures in different departments of the Govern- 
ment, during the administration of Mr, Adams and of 
General Jackson. It occurred to me, said Mr. H., that 
it might be advantageous to the country to look a little 
farther into this matter, in order to see whether the ex- 
penses of the Government had not, of late years, been 
increased in a most alarming manner; whether they were 
not still increasing; and how far they might be advanta- 
geously diminished. My object was not to attack any 
administration, but to endeavor to avert the downward 
course of this Government, and, if, possible, to introduce 
a system of economy and retrenchment. From the state- 
ment.which I have submitted—carefully prepared from 
the treasury reports, at my request, by an officer of this 
House—it appears that the average expenditures of the 
Government, for four years, from 1822 to 1825, (exclu- 
sive of the public debt,) was little over ten millions of dol- | 
lars per annum; while the average expendittire of the four 

Vou. VILI.--82 


last years, up to 1830 inclusive, (the latest period for 
which official returns have been received,) was upwards 
of thirteen millions; showing an increase in the public ex- 
penditure of three millions per annum. In this statement 
it will be perceived that the years I have selected: do not 
embrace the whole term of any administration. It is not 
my object to assail or defend any administration, but to 
attack the abuses of the Government, wherever they may 
be found to exist.” The chairman of the Committee on 
Finance [Mr. Sarrru] insists that the expenditures ‘of the 
first period, (embracing three years of the administration 
of Mr. Monroe, and one of Mr. Adams) do-not afford a 
fair test of the ordinary expenditures of the Government, 
inasmuch as the country was then in a state of financial 
embarrassment, which restricted, injuriously, the appro- 
priations for the public service, Yet, sir, do we not all 
recollect that the administration of Mr. Monroe was stig- 
matized as a prodigal administration? And I confess I am 
now, for the first time, informed that an injurious econo- 
my was the besetting sin of the party then in power. I 
confess I am, for my own part, unable to conceive of a 
single object of national expenditure which requires, at 
this time, a larger appropriation of money than was de- 
manded under Mr. Monroe’s administration. The pre- 
sent peaceful condition of the world, and the state of our 
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foreign intércourse; the progress made in our fortifica- 
tions; the conditión of our army and navy; and of internal 
improvements, and the general state of the country, seem 
certainly not to call for any increased expenditure; but, 
on the contrary, afford reasonable ground for expecting a 
considerable diminution. And yet, as we all now see, the 
public expenses have been greatly increased, and are con- 
stantly increasing. Sir, the causes of this state of things 
are worthy of grave inquiry, and at some other time I 
shall be disposed to enter fully into it; and when I do so, 
I shall certainly expect gentlemen on both sides of the 
House to redeem the pledges they have made this day of 
bringing down the public expenses to the lowest possible 
amount to which they can be reduced, without injury to 
the public service. 

But, waiving this inquiry for the present, there is one 
topic which has been introduced into this debate, and in 
relation to which some remarks have been made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, and others, both 
now and ona former occasion, which, coming from the 
friends of the present administration, 1 cannot consent to 
pass over in silence. The chairman of the committee has 
several times repeated that this administration has been 
*‘ag economical as their predecessors; and when remind- 
ed that Mr. Adams’s administration was held up, during 
the canvass which terminatcd in the election of General 
Jackson, as ‘the most extravagant with which this coun- 
tryhad ever been afflicted,” and that ‘f economy, RE- 
TRENCHMENT, AND REFORM” was the motto of the Jack- 
son party, inscribed on the banner under which they ral- 
lied and marched to victory—he has replied, in effect, 
€‘ that all this was little more than mere idle clamor; and 
that in truth there was, on this score, no well founded ob- 
jection to that administration; that there was no just ground 
for the abuses charged against them; and that, in point of 
fact, the affairs of the Government had always been very 
well managed.” Now, sir, whatever cause of triumph this 
apparently candid confession may give to our former op- 
ponents, [do most solemnly protest against this ground 
being now assumed by the present administration to justify 
a violation of their solemn pledges. And if any of their 
friends, here or elsewhere, are now disposed to abandon 
the principles which brought them into power, I shall not 
consent to follow them. Should I stand alone, I shall 
insist on a strict and faithful performance, by the men now 
in power, of all the promises which were held out to the 
people; and if they abandon their principles, and refuse 
to redeem their pledges, I, for one, even if there should 
be none to second me, will yet never cease to call up to 
their recollection these promises unperformed, and pledges 
unredeemed, so long as I shall have the honor of a seat on 
this floor. The gentleman told us that he did not join in 
these imputations on the late administration; and this may 
be a very good, excuse for him in taking that administra- 
tion ag a standard by which the merits of the present is to 
be tested. But, ‘sir, this will not do for those members 
of the Jackson party who, like myself, entered heart and | 
soul into that contest—who conscientiously believed, and} 
persuaded the people to believe, that there were abuses 
to be reformed—extrayagant expenditures to be retrench- 
ed—Executive patronage to be reduced; and that a radical 
change was necessary in the principles on which this Go- 
vernment was administered. Sir, it may be very conye- 
nient for a ‘party, after it has secured its ascendancy, and | 
got possession of the high places in the Government, to 
abandon the principles and forget the pledges which 
brought them into power. But whenever this shall be} 


against the present administration, their vindication is 
considered as complete, if it can be shown that they are 
not more extravagant than their predecessors? Sir, I can- 
not but fee] that sych a course of proceeding involves gross 
injustice to those who based their opposition to Mr. Adams 
on the very grounds now openly repudiated by some of 
the friends of the present administration. If the gentle- 
man from Maryland is now right, we who most zealously 
and faithfully supported General Jackson in the Presiden- 
tial canvass were all wrong. Sir, let me call to the re- 
collection of gentlemen the grounds then assumed by the 
original supporters of General Jackson, in order that we 
may clearly understand the principles which brought him 
into power, and the policy to which he and his party stand 
pledged. Ido not mean those of the party who, having 
taken no part in the contest, came in at the eleventh hour 
‘tto swell the triumph and partake the gale,” and who, 
of course, stand pledged to nothing but to support the men 
in power, in the hope of dividing among themselves “ the 
loaves and fishes;’’ but I allude to those who, like myself, 
espoused the éause of General Jackson from the very com- 
mencement of the contest, who were struggling for what 
they believed to be great principles, and who, in the course 
of the controversy, made every sacrifice short of a surren- 
der of their consciences, to secure his success. When I 
look back to that period, Mr. President, and remember 
the untiring zeal, the generous devotion, the energy, the 
talent, the perseverance, with which the battle was fought, 
i am indeed pained and mortified, and humbled in the dust, 
to think that it has turned out to have been a mere contest 
for men, involving hardly any principle, and that it has re- 
sulted in putting certain persons out of office, and putting 
certain others in. Let us now see what these principles 
were, in order that we may discover how far they have 
been recognised, or are now acted on, by the party in 
power. Sir, Mr. Adams was accused of an improper ex- 
tension of EXECUTIVE PATRONAGE, not only in the exercise 
of the appointing power, but especially in reference to 
the public press. Abuses of every kind were laid to his 
charge. Profusion and extravagance, in relation to every 
department of the Government, was imputed to his admi- 
nistration; and the press teemed with statements and cal- 
culations to show that the extravagant expenditures of all 
former administrations had been greatly surpassed by those 
of Mr. Adams’s administration. Sir, I appeal to the re- 
ports of the Committees on Retrenchment of the two 
Houses of Congress--of the latter of which I was myself 
a member; I appeal to the recollection of every one who 
now hears me, for the correctness of this statement. Well, 
sir, the Jackson party has now been more than three years 
in power; and I think no man will venture to say that Exe- 
cutive patronage, whether considered in reference to ap- 
pointments to Office, or to the public press, has been in 
any respect reduced. No one can point out a single instance 
of such reduction; no, nor hardly an effort to effect it. On 
the contrary, it is asserted and believed, and appears to 
me to be unquestionably true, that the patronage of the 
Executive, by removals from office and otherwise, has 
been greatly enlarged. As to the reformation of abuses, 
I believe it consists simply in this; that a few incompetent 


anda few worthless officers have been put out, and com- 
petent and worthy officers put in; while, on the other 
hand, some very worthy and competent officers have been 


turned out, and worthless ones put in their places. Ifthe 
balance of the account were fairly struck, I am unable to 
say, as far as the public interest is concerned, whether it 
would be in favor of profit or loss; but lam very sure there 


done by any party to which F am attached, I am resolved | would not be much to boastof. If some abuses have been 
it shall not. be done without having my testimony borne corrected, others have been introduced. But all this, it 
openly. against it. Isit possible, Mr. President, that it) may be said, is merely a matter of opinion, concerning 
has already come to this, that Mr. Adams and his admi- |which men may honestly differ. There can be no differ- 
nistration are actually to be held up as patterns for our imi- ence, however, as to the next point—cconomy and retrench- 
tation; and that, when a charge of extravagance is made menf. Here we have the public accounts to refer to, 
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The treasury reports are before us; and every one who 
will take the pains to examine them will see that, if there 
has been any economy, there has, been no retrenchment 
whatever. Here is the account of the expenditures for 
the last ten years. I submit it without a comment. It 
speaks for itself. 


my, retrenchment and reform.” Let us then examine 
these cases,-and see how far they bear out the inference 
the gentleman has attempted to draw from them. 

The first is the attempt of the Fourth Auditor of the 
Treasury to reform the pay of the officers of the marine 
corps, which the gentleman says Congress have counter- 
acted, by directing that these officers. shall; receive their 


Total expenditures, ex: 


TRARA clusive of publie debt, | pay as heretofore. Now, sir, as I understand the matter, 
1822, - - - $9,827,643 51 the Fourth Auditor discovered, or thought he had disco- 
1823, - +e - 9,784,154 59 vered, that the long established usage of the Government 
1824, “ - *15,333,144 71 which allowed officers of the marine corps the same pay 
1825, - - - 11,490,459. 94 and emoluments as officers of corresponding grade in the 
1826, - ~- Š 13,062,316 27 army, though obviously just and reasonable in itself, was 
1827, - - - 12,655,095 65 ` not sanctioned by the letter of the law, and he therefore 
1828, - - - 13,296,041 45 undertook to dock the allowance. Congress, in perfect 
1829, . . - 12,660,490 62 accordance, as I have always supposed, with the views of 
1830, - - - 13,229,533 33 the Navy Department, and certainly in accordance with 
1831, - - - 13,918,708 99 reason and justice, have unanimously passed a resolution, 


which. has also been approved of by the President, di- 
recting that these officers shall receive their pay as here- 
tofore till an act can be passed for the reorganization of the 


Sir, the gentlemen do not—they cannot, controvert these 
facts; but they have offered us various excuses for the fail- 


ùre of the administration to redeem its pledges, and meet 
the just expectations of the people with regard to economy 
and retrenchment, And, first, it is said that the expend- 
iturcs of the Government are the result of appropriations 
by Congress, and that this is a subject not under the con- 
trol of the President. But, sir, when General Jackson 
came into power, did he not bring with bhim an overwhelming 
Jackson majority in both Houses of Congress? And is itany 
excuse for the violation of pledges solemnly given by the 
Jackson party, that the UZxecutive cannot control the Con- 

ress? Are these pledges less violated because Congress 
is guilty of the violation? But, sir, I entirely concur with 
the Senators from Virginia [Mr. Vazewsrxt) and North 
Carolina (Mr. Maxaum] that the Executive, as the head of 
the party, is also responsible for the general policy of the 
Government; and that he is especially responsible for a 
want of economy in the public expenditures. In the first 
place, no act can be passed making an appropriation, 
without being súbmitted to him and receiving his sanction; 
and if he approve of it, he surely incurs his full share of 
the responsibility. But the gentleman from Gcorgia asks 
if we could expect the President to examine, much less 
put his veto on any private claim. Sir, I hold the Presi- 
dent strictly responsible for every act to which he gives 
his sanction, 'To give him time to make the necessary ex- 
amination, a rule has been adopted by the two Houses of 
Congress, which prevents any bill from being presented 
to him on the Inst day of the session. But it is not 
these private claims which swell the expenses of this 
Government to $13,000,000 per annum. No, sir, four- 
fifths of the amount annually appropriated relate to the 
army, navy, fortifications, the civil list, &c. &c., the ap- 
propriations for which are founded on estimates submitted 
by the departments, and, of course, liable to Executive 
control. So that, in every point of view, nothing can 
be more just or reasonable than to hold the Executive 
strictly responsible for general extravagance in the public 
expenditures; and that the party in power are responsible, 
no one can pretend to deny. And yet, how often have 
our appeals been made to the friends of the administration 
in both Houses in vain, to induce them to arrest the pro- 
gress of pension bills, and other measures involving enor- 
mous expenses, and wholly uncalled for by any public 
exigency. But, sir, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Forsyri] has discovered that Congress are not only them- 
selves guilty of all this extravagance, but he has adduced 
three cases to show that they have actually counteracted the 
Exccutive in his efforts to introduce the promised. ** econo- 


* Including $5,000,000 for Florida treaty. Making the average ex- 
penditures of the first period of four years, (exclusive of the purchase 
of Florida,) about ten millions annually; while the expenditures for the 
last four years have exceeded thirteen millions~showing an increase 
of the expenditures of three millions per annum, 


marine corps. This resolution has always, I believe, been 
passed, without a word of objection from the friends of 
the administration; and yet we ate now gravely told that 
in this the economical schemes of the administration have 
been counteracted by Congress. The next case relied on 
is still more extraordinary in its character. It seems that 
the navy commissioners, who are by law authorized to 
make contracts for the purchase of ship timber, and for 
other purposes connected. with the naval service, have 
been in the habit (in order to hold out an inducement to 
contractors to comply strictly with their contracts) of in- 
serting a proviso, that ten per cent. of the stipulated price 
shall be retained till the contract is complied with; and 
whenever such contract has been fulfilled to the satisfac- 
tion of the board, their invariable practice has been’ to 
give an order for the payment of the amount so withheld. 
It scems that a Mr. Grice, who had contracted with the 
board for a large quantity of ship timber, to be laid up at 
one of our navy yards to be seasoned, was prevented by 
unavoidable circumstances from delivering the timber by 
the time stipulated in the contract; but having delivered 
the same not long after, the commissionersnot only directed 
that itbe received, but, being satisfied with the reasons as- 
signed for the delay, and that it had occasioned no injury 
to the public, gave the usual order for the payment o the 
ten percent. But the Fourth Auditor had, it seems, ex- 
plored the hidden mysteries of the law, and he came to 
the conclusion that the navy commissioners had .no right 
to enlarge the time for the delivery of the timber, or 
to remit what he was pleased to consider asa forfeiture 
to the United States. Sir, it was in vain that the navy 
commissioners relied on the invariable usage of the board, 
or the reason and justice of the case. The Auditor was 
inexorable. The Secretary of the Navy was appealed to. 
He concurred with the navy board; but the Auditor in- 
sisted, as I have understood, that he was a treasury officer. 
His new official superior—the Secretary of the Treasury, 
was, therefore, appealed to. He concurred with the Secreta- 
ry of the Navy; but all would not do. The Auditor, as a last 
resort, appealed ‘unto Cæsar,” and then the Attorney Ge- 
neral, being called in, discovered, to the surprise of every 
one, that Amos KENDALL, the Auditor, understood the true 
meaning of naval contracts better than. the navy commis- 
sioners, and, as a sounder lawyer than the learned Secreta- 
ries of the ‘Treasury and the Navy, and. Congress, had, 
therefore, to be appealed to to remove the difficulty. Sir, 
this application came before the Committee on Naval Af? 
fairs, of which I am the chairman, and at the special in- 
stance of the navy board, and of the Secretary himself, re- 
presenting to us that there were a number of contractors 
who would be ruined, or greatly injured, unless this pro- 
ceeding on the part of the Fourth Auditor could be in- 
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stantly corrected. I exerted my personal influence in lon the table by a Senator who has since been taken into 
this House, and obtained by unanimous consent the imme- | the cabinet, supported hy every member of the opposi- 
diate passage of a resolution, having it read three times] tion on this floor, denouncing in strong terms this daring 
in one day, directing that, in future, when naval con-| invasion of the rights of the Senate. . Sir, itis melancholy 
tracts have been: fulfilled to the satisfaction of the navy|to reflect that one among the first and most conspicuous 
commissioners, the contractors shall be paid the stipu-jacts of the present administration, was the institution of 
lated price.. To so reasonable a regulation no just objec-| the Turkish mission during the recess, and without the 
tion has been, or, as it seems to me, can be urged; and | advice and consent of the Senate; and when some of us 
sure I am that if Congress had not so promptly reformed who had committed ourselves on the former question, 
this reformation on the part of the Auditor, we should and could see no difference in principle between the two 
have Incurred heavy expenses in interest and damages, | cases, hesitated to sanction in General Jackson what we 
which we would have felt ourselves obliged to pay to} had condemned in Mr. Adams, we were openly denounced 
those whom we should thereby have deprived of the! for abandoning the administration, when, in fact, we 


compensation so unjustly withheld. But, sir, how comes 
it that we are now charged with thwarting the adminis- 
tration in this matter, when, in adopting the resolution in 
question, we were only complying with the earnest re- 
quest of the Navy Department? Are we to understand 
that the heads of departments are not the accredited organs 
of the Executive, avid that to oppose the views of a subor- 
dinate officer in one of the departments is to oppose the 
views of the administration? The last case relied on by the 
gentleman from Georgia is the bill which passed the Se- 
nate last year, but which failed in the other House, for 
the better organization of the navy, and which the gen- 
tleman insists, by adding a new grade, proposed an in- 
crease of the public expense, contrary to the views of the 
Executive. Now, sir, that bill came from the Navy De- 
partment itself, by which this new grade was expressly 
recommended, and the proposed increase in the compen- 
sation of some of the officers was also expressly recom- 
mended by the President himself. It is true that the Se- 


cretary, by a contemplated reduction of the number ofj 


the officers, designed to make up for the additional ex- 
penses provided for in the bill, and that he proposed to 
make this reduction by a ‘‘ judicious pruning,” that is to 
say, by striking a certain number of officers at once from 
the roll, ‘To this the committee could not, after ma- 
ture reflection, bring themselves to consent. They 
thought it might open a door to favoritism, and would 
have a tendency to shake the stability of the naval esta- 
blishment, and they, therefore, while agreeing in other 
respects to the recommendation of the Secretary, pro- 
vided that the proposed reduction should be gradually ef- 
fected ‘*by death, resignation, or removal,” whereby, 
had the bill become a law, a reduction of the expenses 
(quite inconsiderable in amount) would have been delayed 
for a few years. But the bill did not pass. Such, Mr. 
President, is a brief history of the three selected cases, 
relied onto show that the Executive has been counteracted 
in its. efforts at ‘economy and reform.” I wil not 
add 2: word.to the statement. 

But, sir, there were other great principles involved in 
the contest between -General Jackson and Mr. Adams, 
which seem‘now.to be entirely lost sight of. It was 
charged upon Mr. Adams that he was disposed to enlarge 
beyond constitutional bounds. the Executive prerogative 
and power, and that, in reference to his constitutional ad- 


were only standing up for the principles which brought 
them into power. In the course of the proceedings on 
the Panama mission, Mr. Adams had ventured to remark 
that he would ‘not inquire into the motives of the Se- 
nate.” Straightway this insinuation, as it was called, 
was denounced here as an unwarrantable assault by the 
Executive upon one of the co-ordinate departments of 
the Government, and it was held up to the public as an 
evidence of the tendency to an unwarrantable assumption 
of power and arbitrary rule on the part of the administra- 
tion. And yet have we not, within a short time past, seem 
a direct imputation on the motives of the Senate, under 
the sign manual of the President, going the rounds of the 
public papers, and, as far as I know, without one word of 
censure on the part of the'supporters of this administration? 
Sir, have we changed our principles, or were the objections 
formerly urged against Mr. Adams mere pretences intend- 
ed to delude the public mind, and having no other object 
than to bring General Jackson and his friends into power? 
Was that great contest which the people were taught to 
believe involved, in no small degree, the liberties and fu- 
turé destinies of this country, in deed and in truth, nota 
struggle for principles, but for place? Sir, 1 will recapitulate, 
in a few words, what were the leading principles which 
brought General Jackson into power, in order that. it may 
be seen how far they haye been secured by his election, 
and that gentlemen may clearly understand why it is that 
some of us, who now refuse to give up those principles, 
insist on holding the administration to their pledges, be- 
cause, of late, fallen under the high displeasure of the 
powers thatbe. I havc already said that the correction of 
anvses, and the introduction of ¢* economy, retrenchment, 
and reform” were among the leading objects for which Ge- 
neral Jackson was brought into power. The people were 
promised that the unlicensed action of the Federal Govern- 
ment was to be controlled and checked; that they were 
to be relieved from the burden of unnecessary taxations 
that all unnecessary objects of expenditure were to be cut 
off, and the most rigid economy introduced into every 
department; that the constitution was to be restored, and 
the administration of the Government brought back to 
the purity and simplicity whith distinguished the adminis- 
tration of Thomas Jefferson; power and patronage were 
to bestrictly limited and restrained, and the good old demo- 
cratic principles of 798 were to be brought once more into 


visers, the Senate, he claimed prerogatives: subversive of| practical operation inthe managementof our national affairs, 


their authority. -All this was to have been corrected by 


-General Jackson. Sir, can any gentleman who now bears| administration? 
which | followed in practice? 
andj questions if they can; but, for my own part, I must candid- 


‘me. possibly have forgotten the Panama mission, 
formed the rallying point for the opposition here, 
which contributed, I do verily believe, as largely as any 
„other. single cause, to the overthrow of the late adminis- 
tration? On that-occasion Mr. Adams 
‘a nomination of ministers to represent the United States 


“at.the Congress of the South American States, to be as- tinguished from their political opponents. 


sembled at: Panama, and unfortunately intimated in his 
message that,.though Ae believed he had the right to in- 
stitute ‘sucha mission:during the. recess, yet 
thought proper.to-exert it. Sir, no sooner ; 
of power been set-up, than it was met by a resolution, 


had this claim | or merely by a common attachment to 1 
laid | desire to keep power in certain hands, I know of no mo- 


Mr. President, are these the principles of the present 
Are they recognised in theory? are they 
Let other gentlemen answer these 


ly and most solemnly declare that I do not know what 
the true principles. of the present administration are, or 


made tothe Senate | whether there are any principles whatever by which the 


supporters of General Jackson, esa pariy, are to be dis- 
Sir, there can 
be no party in a free country worthy of the name, that 
have nocommon principles. Andif combinations of men 


he had notlare to be held together by the charm of a popular name, 


an individual, or a 
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tive that ought to induce a patriot to engage in such a 
miserable scramble for power and place. , 

Let us look for a moment at the leading questions of na- 
tional policy which now divide thiscountry, andsee how the 
administration stands affected towards them. And here the 
tariff presents itself as incomparably the most prominent, 
and atthe same time the most vitally important question 
which now exists, or has perhaps ever existed in this coun- 
try. Whatis the policy of the administration on this ques- 
tion? Canany gentleman tell us? They admit that after the 
payment of the public debt the duties must be reduced, by 
a “judicious revision of the tariff.” Now, so far all parties 
are agreed. But how, and to what extent, is this reduc- 
tion to be made? andon what articles? What isto be the 
standard of the necessary expenditures of the Government? 
Are minimums to be abolished? are ad valorem to be sub- 
stituted for specific duties? is the principle of protection 
to be distinctly recognised? or are the duties to be equal- 
ized?: I aver that, on all of these points, embracing, too, 
the whole merits of the question, the policy of this admi- 
nistration is altogether unknown, and its influence on this 
floor unfelt. I am thoroughly persuaded that if the ad- 
ministration had pursued on this subject the straightfor- 
ward, manly course which was due to the occasion, and 
impcriously demanded by the crisis; if, at the very com- 
mencement of the present session of Congress, they had 
used the influence which legitimately belongs to them, and 
had rallied their forces in the two Houses of Congress, this 
difficult question might have been satisfactorily adjusted. 
But, instend of taking this ground, it has suffered its friends 
to wander abroad on this question like sheep without a 
shepherd. No one knows what the precise views of the 
administration are: and those who support, as well as those 
who oppose, the proposition of the Senator from Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr. Cxay,] equally rely on the opinions of the Exe- 
cutive as favorable to their respective views. ‘Thus have 
some of the most devoted friends of the administration on 
this floor been suffered blindly to enlist themselves under 
the banner of the Senator from Kentucky on this import- 
ant question; and have, T fear, becn already committed 
too deeply to change their course now, even should the 
Executive, at a future period, come out openly in opposi- 
tion to that course. 

Sir, nearly five months have now elapsed since Con- 


gress met, and, up to this hour, we have notbeen furnish- 
ed with the scheme of the ‘Treasury Department for aj “charity which thinketh no evil.” 


support. 
one, by which the true friends of this administration may 
be distinguished, and that is to be found in their wnhesita- . 
ting support of all the Executive nominations to office. A 


brought forward here, the party may be rallied to their 
Yes, sir, there is oxe rest, and an infallible 


member of Congress may advocate any principles, and 


support or oppose any measures he pleases; he may repu- 


diate any doctrine which brought General Jackson. into 
power; he may rally as often as he pleases under the ban- 
ner of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crar;} he may 
be a federalist, a democrat, or any thing else, and no one 
charges him with disaffection to the men in power: but 
let any Senator dare to vote against an individual nominated 
to an office, and he is forthwith denounced as a deserter 
fromthe Jackson party. ‘Tray, Blanche, and Sweetheart” 
are seen barking at his heels; and a profligate and pension- 
ed press is heard denouncing him in deep and loud tones 
of indignation, as utterly unworthy of public confidence. 

Is it not, then, manifest that the principles which brought 
General Jackson into power have been discarded, or are 
forgotten, and that the whole affair has degenerated into 
an ignoble scramble for office-—a division of ‘the spoils?” 
The only question now seems to be, who shall come in for 
the loaves and fishes? And hence it is, that a support-of 
principles means nothing, and the support of men any 
thing. Hence it is, that ‘economy, retrenchment, and 
reform,” and the “correction of abuses,” have fallen into 
disfavor. The greater the abuses, and the larger the ap- 
propriations, the greater, surely, will be the proportion of 
the loaves and fishes which may fall to the share of each 
hungry expectant who is looking up to. Executive favor, 

Sir, in this vile scramble for power. and place, I will 
have nothing: to do. If the administration chooses to 
abandon-their principles, the principles which brought 
them into office, I will notabandon mine. T will hold them 
to their promises, and insist on their. pledges, and will 
never consent that they shall be tried by any other stand- 
ard than their recorded promises and unredeemed pledges. 
L will never consent tolook to Mr. Adams’s administration 
asa model for our imitation, however much that gentle- 
man may have come into favor in certain quarters. With 


| regard to. the late administration, my opinions have under. 
igone no material change. 


In the ardor of the contest, I 
may have done them, in some respects, injustice. I may 
not, on all occasions, have displayed towards them that 
But from the princi- 


reduction of duties. Surely, if therc cver was a period! ples avowed by that administration, and the leading mea- 


when the administration should have been prepared. be-: 


forehand, and been at all times in readiness to submit in 
detail their views in relation to a subject of paramount im- 
portance, that period was the present session of Congress, 
that subject the existing tariff. And yet, though this has 
been long expected, and even called for, we not only have 
not yet received it, but the views of the administration are 
so entirely unknown, that their carnest friends, when pur- 
suing diametrically opposite courses, have equally relied 
for their support on the authority of the Executive. 
Exactly the same thing may be said of the extravagant 
scheme of pensioning the great body of the people who 
lived during the revolution, (a scheme involving, I do ve- 
rily believe, the annual expenditure of millions,) and of 
the various schemes for the disposition of the public lands, 
and the distribution of the surplus revenue, relative to all 
of which, as indeed to every other measure now before 
Congress, or canvassed elsewhere, the friends of the Pre- 
sident may take any course they please, and still hold their 
fealty to the administration above all suspicion, Sir, as 
far as I know, there are no principles whatever, which 
are now regarded as party tests. ‘he doctrines of ’98 
are exploded, democracy is out of vogue, and economy 
out of fashion. “If there be any administration principles, 
1 should be rejuiced to learn what they are, in order that 
when those principles happen to be involved in questions 


sures of its policy, I have alwaysdissented, and shall forever 
dissent. 1 object to the claims of power set. up by. them. 
I object to their American system, in all its branches and 
bearings, to the assumption of unnecessary power, and of 
patronage, and of extravagant expenditures; and while 
these principles shall distinguish the remains of that party 
who now constitute the opposition here, there must be an 
impassable gulf between us. So far as gentlemen on the 
other side shall enter cordially and zealously into proper 
measures for checking the abuses and restraining the un- 
constitutional action, and restricting the expenses of the 
Government, I shall go cordially with them. But when 
they are found supporting mammoth. pension bills, high 
tariffs, magnificent schemes of internal improvements, and 
extravagant expenditures, I shall always, I trust, be found 
using my utmost efforts against them. Iam fully aware, 
sir, of the disadvantageous position in which we must be 
placed, in pursuing the course I have indicated. Standing 
between the opposing parties, we shall have to receive 
the fire of both. No situation, I am aware, can be so un- 
enviable as an armed neutrality in the presence of contend- 
ing armies; and to wage a perpetual and unsuccessful 
warfare against two powerful political parties, each strug- 
gling for power, can promise but a slender harvest of pro- 
fit or of honor. But, however great may be the danger 
or the difficulty of such a course, and be the consequen- 
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ces what they may, though we should be destined to be 
placed in the forlorn condition described by my colleague, 
with ‘our hands against every man, and every man’s 
hand against us,” yet will we not abandon the contest. We 
shall struggle: hard, and struggle long, to bring back this 
Government to sound principles; to arrest, if possible, its 
downward course. We shall strive to restore it to the sim- 
plicity and purity from which it has so widely, 1 had almost 
said so fatally, departed. Sir, the principles for which we 
shall thus struggle to the last, are those of Thomas Seffer- 
son. I know they have long been discarded from the pub- 
lic councils, and are now almost forgotten. 

Thus, sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dat- 
Las, ] while zealously supporting the proposition of the Se- 
nator from Kentucky, has appealed to General Jackson as 
an authority in favor of that proposition, strenuously insist- 
ing that he was proving himself a genuine Jackson man 
in supporting that proposition, while other equally zealous 
friends of the administration are at the same time insisting 
that General Jackson enters fully into the Southern views 
relative to this question.. Yes, sir, at the very moment that 
General Jacksonis openly claimed on this floor as favorable 
to the scheme of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cuax,] 
the party in my own State, whoclaim to be the exclusive 
friends of General Jackson there, have publicly proclaim- 
ed their determination to support his re-election, expressly 
on the ground ‘that he has arrested the mad career of 
internalimprovements,” and “*is with them in their efforts 
for a repeal of the tariff.” It is too clear, then, to admit 
of a question, that, so far as the tariff is concerned, the 
administration cannot be said to have any known or fixed 
principles; and no one will pretend to deny that a man 
may take any side of this great question; ay, he may en- 
list himself, heart and soul, m support of the views of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, without, in the smallest de- 
gree, shaking the confidence of the Executive, or losing 
the countenance and favor of the administration. 

Sir, are there any other great questions involving princi- 
pleson which the supporters of the administration here are 
foundacting asa party? If there be any, I challenge gentle- 
mento point them out. How is it withrespect to internal 
improvements? Now, Lapprove very highly, sir, of the Pre- 
sident’s veto on the Maysville road, and have only to regret 
that he has not carried out the principle of that decision to 
analogous cases, and that he hasnot, intruth, ‘$ arrested the 
mad career of internal improvements,” But, sir, even this 


limited and qualified opposition to internal improvements | 


forms no part of the principles of the party which supports 
the present administration. Witness the votes on this floor, 
-where some of the devoted partisans of the President are 
found constantly voting against the principles of the veto, 


without losing in any degree their high standing as devot- 
ed party men. Itis clear, therefore, that, in relation to 
internal.improvements, there is no principle sustained by 
the administration. And, even with regard to the admin- 
istration itself, is it not ridiculous for any man to pretend 
that it has any fixed principles in relation to internal im- 
provements? One bill is vefoed, and another approv- 
ed, embracing appropriations resting on the very same 
principles. To-day, we are told that it is unconstitutional to 
vote money to the Maysville road, and to-morrow a bill is 
passed giving away a million to the construction and im- 
provement of roads, rivers, and canals, in all quarters of the 
Union. While the good people of the South are solemnly 
l assured that General Jackson has actually arrested the 
mad career of internal improvements, and his claims to re- 
election are openly advocated on the ground that he has 
given a death blow to the American system, you cannot 
open a Western Jackson paper, without seeing blazoned 
forth his devotion to the tariff, and finding calculations 
submitted proving to demonstration that he has actually 
expended more money in internal improvements in two 
years than Mr. Adams did in four, aud on this ground 
claiming for Gencral Jackson the support of the West. 
How is this? Where are the principles of this administra- 
tion? 

But I have trespassed, sir, too long on the patience of 
the Senate, and, in conclusion, will merely recall to the re- 
collection of those gentlemen with whom I have generally 
acted, the principles which we have heretofore professed, 
and by which alone the party can, or ought to be held 
together. They are the principles of Tuomas JEFFERSON 
—of the great republican party of 1798. : 

| [Mr H. here read from the inaugural address of Mr. 
Jetferson his summary of what he considered as the vital 
principles of our system, freedom of trade, and freedom 
of couscience, peace, commerce, and honest friendship 
with all nations, entangling alliances with none; liberty of 
speech, of the press, and of the Aand, [unrestricted indus- 
try, ] economy of the public expense, that industry should 
be lightly burdened, and that ‘* we should not take from 
| the mouth of labor the bread it has earned;” and, lastly, 
| the preservation of the State Governments in all their 
rights, as the palladium of our liberties, and the only safe 
administrators of our domestic concerns; and the preser- 
i vation of the Federal Government in its constitutional 
| vigor. ] 

These, sir, said Mr. H., are the true coNSERVATIVE PRIN- 
creLes of this republic, and when they shall be banished 
from our councils without any hope of their speedy restoras 
tion, the light of liberty will be extinguished, and the sun 
of our glory will have set forever. 
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NOMINATION OF Mn. VAN BUREN. 
Extract’ from the Senate Journal. 
Decempen 7, 1831. 


A message was received from the President of the f 


United States, nominating Martin Van Buren, of New 
York, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States at the court of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 

The message was read. 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 27. > 


Ordered, ‘That the nomination of Martin Van Buren be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Turspay, Januany 10, 1832. 
Mr. TAZEWELL, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the nomination of Mar- 
tin Van Buren, reported. 


Tusspay, January 17. 


. The following motion, submitted by Mr. HOLMES, was 
taken up for consideration: 

Resolved, Vhat. the nomination of Martin Van Buren 
be recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and that said committee be instructed to investigate the 
causes which produced the removal of the late Secre- 
taries of the Treasury and the Navy Departments, and of 
the Attorney General of the United States, and also the re- 
signations of the Secretarics of the State and War De- 
partments; and report to the Senate whether the only 
causes of that novel and important political movement are 
given in the letters of the President of the United States, 
addressed on that occasion to the several officers above 
enumerated; and, if not, what were the causes to which 
these removals and resiguations ought to be ascribed. 
And, also, whether the said Martin Van Buren, then Se- 
cretary of State, participated in any practices disreputable 
to the national character, which were designed to operate 
on the mind of the President of the United States, and 
calculated to smooth the way to his appointment to the 
high office to which he has been nominated. 

Resolved, ‘Phat, for the purpose of carrying into effect 
the objects of the preceding resolution, the said commit- 
tee be further authorized to send for persons and papers, 
and to compel the attendance before them of such wit- 
Ness or witnesses as they may desire to examine on oath, 
touching the matter submitted to their investigation; and 
to report the same to the Senate, with their opinion there- 
on, together with the nomination aforesaid. 

A debate ensued; and, on motion of Mr. HOLMES, 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the nomination 
of Martin Van Buren. 

On motion that it lie on the table, 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 21, 
as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Chambers, Clay, Ewing, 
Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, 
Miller, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Tyler.—-21. k wg 

NAYS.——Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buckner, Dallas,’ 
Dickerson, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tip- 
ton, ‘Troup, White, Wikins.—21. 

‘The Senate being equally divided, the VICE PRESI- 
DENT determined the question in the affirmative. 


i 


Turspay, January 24. 


: On motion of Mr. MARCY, at 
The Senate resumed the consideration-of the nomina- 
tion of Martin Van Buren; and, after debate, 
The Senate adjourned. - 


v 
— 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 25. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the nomina- 
tion of Martin Van Buren; and, after debate, 

The question was taken, Will the Senate advise and con- 
sent to the appointment of Martin Van Buren? and was 
determined in the negative—yeas 23, nays 23, as follows: 

YEAS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buckner, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, Smith, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.—23. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ew- 
ing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Wagga- 
man, Webster.-~23. : 

The Senate being equally divided, the VICE PRESTI- 
DENT determined the question in the negative. 

So it was ; 

Resolved, That the Senate do not advise and consent to 
the appointment of Martin Van Buren. 


s 


THE DEBATE. 


[This debate took place mainly on the 24th and 25th of 
January, 1832, and, according to the rules of the Senate, 
in secret session. After the question was decided, the in- 
junction of secrecy was removed, by a vote of the Senate, 
from the debates as well as the proceedings in this case. 
In consequence of which, the following authentic sketches 
of speeches delivered in that debate were furnished by the 
respective speakers, and published in the Nationl Intelli- 
gencer and other papers. ] 


Mr. HOLMES said, in offering these resolutions [pro- 
posing an inquiry, &c.] Lam governed by the expectation 
that the inquiry proposed by them will lead to disclosures 
in regard to transactions which are still involved in con- 
siderable mystery. Public opinion is not yet settled down 
as to the true causes of the late explosion in the cabinet. 
That a cabinet of the President’s own selection, and whose 
official duties had, by his own admission, been performed 
to his entire satisfaction, should so soon be dispersed, is 
an event so extraordinary in the history of this country, 
that the public, and especially the Senate, have a right to 
be informed of the causes which led to, or operated in, 
producing such a strange result. The people, whose mo- 
ney has been squandered to derange and: reorganize this 
cabinet, are interested in this inquiry. | If the gentleman 
whose nomination is now the subject of consideration, has 
in any way contrived or contributed to bring about the 
event, it would go far to disqualify him for the office to 
which he has been nominated; and, if not, it is due to him 
that the inquiry should be had. - Suspicion rests heavy on 
him; and, when that is the case, it is always good ground 
for investigation. I did expect that his friends, instead of 
objecting, would have consented to, and insisted upon, 
the investigation proposed by the resolution. Is it because 
they fear the result? -They say not; but the inquiry pro- 
posed is notin terms what it should be. T, sir, have never 
insisted that the form of the resolution should be pre- 


served. If I can obtain the object,.J will put them in any 
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shape which may be agreeable toa majority of the Senate. 
That this must be an ex parte inquiry, and when Mr. Van 
Buren is absent, at such a distance that he cannot be in- 
formed of the investigations which affect his character, I 
can only say that, if a man will consent to take an appoint- 
ment in the recess, knowing that the Senate must pass 
upon him in’ his absence, he takes the hazard of an ex 
parte investigation, or is willing to trust his case in the care 
of his friends. Sir, if it be otherwise, the Senate is en- 
tirely precluded from any inquiry into his merits until 
he chooses to return, or the President is pleased to recall 
him. 

For myself, sir, I am opposed to this nomination on other 
grounds, and I propose this inquiry rather to satisfy others, 
although on this point I should prefer to be satisfied. I 
am against him, because he has humbled us in the eyes of 
foreign nations. He has surrendered the rights of this 
country to Great Britain, to sustain his party. It is the 
first time this country was ever thus disgraced; and I 
would it should be-the last. And, if I had no other rea- 
son, his appointment in the recess, to fill a vacancy created 
in the recess, is enough for me. I have always disapprov- 
ed sending off a minister in the recess of the Senate, 
without the most imperative reasons. 
the Senate to approve the appointment, or subject us to 
the loss of the outfit. I would, at that expense, break up 
the practice; it would be an essential saving. It is, more- 
over, evading that constitutional check which the Senate 
were designed to have in the appointment of ambassa- 
dors, and in our foreign negotiations. 


the exercise of this power by the Senate, and never sur-| tion. 


render it. 

It is objected to these resolutions that they are not suf- 
ficiently specific. Sir, it is not expected that a motion for 
inguiry will be drawn with the same precision as an in- 
dictment. If you can designate the acts precisely, there 
is no necessity for inquiry. It is for want of a full know- 
ledge of the particular acts that inquiry has become ne- 
cessary.. We know full well that the political movement 
referred to in. the resolution has been differently explain- 
ed. Mr. Van Buren himself could not remain without a 
disfranchisement. What particular disfranchisément that 
was, the public has not yet learned. We would like to 
know what privileges of a free citizen he was compelled to 
surrender, as the price of his office, and whether that 
surrender was any way connected with the removals and 
the other resignations. Will auy one say, or pretend, 
that a participation in that extraordinary affair would not 
affect his qualifications as minister? Sir, whoever brought 
about that explosion is unfit for any office. The whole 
nation was convulsed by it, and a stain is cast upon this 
administration which can never be effaced. The exchange 
of officers, too, by the late minister, and the appointment 
of Mr. Van Buren to succeed him, and so soon after this 
explosion, furnishes a sufficient ground of inquiry. The 
late minister had. been ‘out but a short time; he had 
scarcely become acquainted. at the court where he was 
sent. There should be. strong reasons for recalling a 
minister, and supplying his place with a new man, and 
the expense should never be incurred unless’ the public 
good manifestly demanded it. This looks much like 
making provision for a man who, from mysterious circum- 
stances, had been compelled to quit the office which he 
had held; and I know no principle in this Government 
which will justify creating offices or vacancies to provide 
for favorites, or to reward a partisan. 

Do the friends of Mr. Van Buren object to the inquiry? 
They say no: it is the resolutions to which they object. 
‘And yet their reasoning goes against any inquiry. But 
if the objection is to the manner or extent of the inquiry, 
why not propose to amend the resolutions, or offer one of 
their own? Indulging-in objections which go to the form, 
and which seem. to be captious withal, indicates strongly a 


It is compelling}jection to show its manifest absurdity. 


inated for another, 


wish to suppress all inquiry. It is objected that the in- 
vestigation proposed may disclose impeachable matter. 
This is always the bugbear to frighten us away from all 
investigation into the conduct of any man, and to place 
every officer of your Government beyond the reach of 
responsibility. But really it seems to me to be exceed- 
ingly out of place here. We may find matter that would 
impeach Mr. Van Buren! How’ In what office would 
he be impeachable? Not as Secretary of State, for he is 
out of that office. Not as minister to Great Britain, for 
in that office he, as yet, has done nothing. How, then, 
I repeat, can we possibly be in any such danger? ` Itdoes 
appear to me that this is the weakest ofall objections. But 
one word further, in answer to these hackneyed objec- 
tions, as to impeachable matter. The Senate have a pre- 
sent executive duty to perform-—to ascertain ‘whether Mr. 
Van Buren is a proper person for minister to Great Bri- 
tain, in order to determine whether we can give the Pre- 
sident our advice and consent to his appointment; and in 
this we are told that we are restrained from inquiry, lest 
this executive duty, which we are now to perform, shall 
conflict with a future judicial duty, which we, by possibili- 
ty, may have to perform! Sir, itis enough to state the ob- 
And where does 
this argument of the gentleman leadus? Tt shuts the door 
of inquiry forever, and every man, now in office, nomi- 
must be ‘* taken and deemed” worthy, 
lest the Senate should stumble upon impeachable matter! 

1 find, therefore, that Senators who profess to court in- 


I would protect] quiry, urge objections which would defeat all investiga- 


It must be impossible, then, to frame any resolu- 
tions which would meet their views; and why should E 
further modify these to please them, when they are deter- .Ț 
mined to be satisfied with nothing? 

Sir, as to the disgrace attached to these resolutions, Lallow 
no man to judge for me what is honorable or disgraceful. 
That they refer to a disgraceful transaction, I readily ad- 
mit. But Ihave yet to learn that, if the administration 
descend to scandalous transactions, it is beneath the dignity 
of this Senate to call them to account. 

Nors.—lIt is perhaps due to the public that I should, to 
prevent false impressions, explain the reasons why the 
resolutions which L offered were laid on the table, and 
not afterwards taken up and acted on. ‘The resolutions 
were objected to by some of Mr. Van Buren’s friends, 
and the form of them by some of those who eventually 
voted against him. But several of his friends had, in de- 
bate, urged arguments which would go greatly against 
any resolutions of inquiry upon this nomination-—such as 
the absence of the person nominated, and the danger 
of finding impeachable matter, &c. To these Senators 
Lreadily perceived that no inquiry would be acceptable. 
Of those who finally voied against the nomination, some 
wished the resolutions modified. To give time to frame 
them so as to suit all who wished inquiry, 1 moved to lay 
the resolutions on the table. Whether any resolutions of 
inquiry could have been framed that would have met the 
approbation of the friends of Mr. Van Buren, is not for 
me to say. After this, I was asked by a member if I in- 
tended to call up the resolutions, or ‘ bill of indictment,” 
and if I did, when? My answer was—‘* Not till the grand 
jury is full, if at all.’ “Then, turning to a Senator from 
New York, Linformed him distinctly that 1 would let him 
know to-morrow whether I should call up the resolutions 
or not; and if itshould be my determination to callthemup, 
he was td move to go into executive business, for the pur- 
pose of discussing and deciding them. 

The next morning I drew a substitute for the first reso- 
lution, as follows: 

“Tkat the nomination of Martin Van Buren, as minis- 
ter to Great Britain, be referred to a select committee; 
and that the committee be instructed to inquire what 
were the causes of the removal from office of the late Se- 
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or to-vote-for laying them on the table; but when:a case 
for inquiry was presented, he would vote for going into it. 
Indeed, he wished to be distinctly understoo*as. inviting 
inquiry; but,-in fairness, it should be on specified charges: 
_ As-to some of the- practices intended probably to be 
embraced inthe tesolutions, we have, he said, the solemn 
-public dénial-of Mr: Van Buren, ‘aécompanied with a chal- 
lenge to.all the world: for proof, andto man had yetbeen 
found.to accept that ‘challenge and come forth with proof, 
Those who best know the character and conduct of the 
nominee, feel the fullest confidence that nothing dishonor- 
able or degrading, in the slightest degree, can ‘be. sub- 
stantiated. So far, therefore, from closing the door of 
investigation, they are willing to be instrumental in open- 
ing it. . 

The question was now stated on consenting to the no- 
mination. ` . 

Mr. CHAMBERS said there were few occasions which 
could produce with him a more painful struggle between 
personal inclination and official obligations, than the one on 
which he was now called to act. . With the nominee, said 
Mr. C., [have for years enjoyed peřsonal and social relations 
that have left impressions which it would gratify me to in- 
dulge by an expression of their kindest recollection; and 
this consideration, with the fact of his frequent elevation 
to offices of high honor and dignity, and his distinguished: 
position in relation to the political parties in the country, 
will connect with the subject an interest rarely occasioned 
by the nomination of an individual to office. The office 
itself to which he is nominated is one so intimately affect- 
ing the peculiar dutiesand responsibilities of the Executive 
Magistrate, by whom we are invited to confirm the appoint- 
ment, as to require on the part of the Senate a peculiar 
degree of indulgence. -Regarding a'diplomatic function- 
ary as the confidential organ of the President, as selected 
with a previous knowledge of the particular duties to be 
performed by him, and with reference to his especial fitness 
for those duties, it is undoubtedly proper that the Execu- 
tive will, in regard to the agent, should not be controlled 
but from the most unyielding obstacles: to oppose it for 
light causes would lessen the weight of his responsibility, 
and greatly increase our own. To reject the nomination 
of a minister at home or abroad, can, in my view, be de- 
fensible only upon strong grounds of- principle, having 
direct and immediate reference to considerations of a pub- 
lic nature. 

In the deliberate counsel and advice ‘which the consti- 
tution requires us to give to the President, there is no 
proper place for the exercise of personal favor or ill will, 
for party prejudice or partiality.. Sir, as one of the 
humblest members of this body, I can fearlessly appeal to 
my course here on all former occasions, and to the course 
of those with whom I usually act, with the most entire 
confidence that it will evince a liberal charity toward the 
officers nominated, and a magnanimous surrender of per- 
sonal and political prejudices on the altar of the public 
good, and a just regard to the prerogatives of the Presi- 
dent. : : i : 

With these opinions, Mr. President, it is scarcely neces- 
sary to affirm, that, in the vote which I shall give on this 
occasion, I have obeyed no other impulse than that of my 
judgment; but it will be permitted me to assert, as 1 do 
with the most unaffected sincerity, that my personal incli- 
nations have reluctantly witnessed, and would gladly re- 
verse the sentence which a high.sense of official duty will 
compel me to record, with a deep and abiding conviction 
of its justness. I am‘altogether aware of the danger.to 
which my. vote may expose me from the malignant viru. 
lence of those who, themselves insensible to. the honest 
and honorable feeling which subdues the petty passions of 
a contracted and factious. partisan, are on all occasions 
inclined to attribute the conduct of others to the narrow- 
minded policy which governs:themselves. Sir, I should 


-eretaries of the Treasury and Navy, and of the Attorney: 
General, and of the resignations. of the late Secretaries of 
State and War; and whether Mr. Van Buren had any, and, 
if any, what agency in bringing about the change of the. 
late cabinet. = o> oy 
‘And, also, to inquire whether Mr. Van Buren did rë- 
sign his office as Secretary: of State, under a- promise, or 
understanding, that he was to be. appointed minister to 
Great Britain; and with a further understanding with the 
late minister to Great Britain, that he was to be provided 
with the place which he now enjoys.” : 
I showed this to several of my friends, who were satisfied 
withit. Butothers preferred the original resolutions: and, 
believing no form could be devised by me which would 
be acceptable, and that the facts sought to be disclosed 
by them might be ascertained without the intervention of 
a committee, I informed the Senator that I should not call 
them up, in these words, which I wrote down at the time: 
“Eam satisfied that the facts to be inquired into by the 
resolutions which [ offered on the nomination of Mr. Van 
Buren, can be ascertained without a committee; and, 
therefore, I shall not call them up.” ‘Thus leaving: the 
friends of Mr. Van Buren to prosecute the inquiry by a 
committee, or to permit the facts to be ascertained by each 
Senator for himself. J. HOLMES. | 


When the resolutions offered by Mr. Hormxs were 
under consideration, and towards the close of the debate, 
Mr. MARCY observed that he had not intended to 
make a single remark npon the subject then befure the 
Senate; yet he was unwilling to give a vote, from which it 
might be inferred, unless it was accompanied with a word 
of explanation, that he wishéd to suppressinquiry. That 
was very fur from his intention, If-any honorable Sena- 
tor has reason to believe that the person whose nomina» 
tion is now under consideration is chargeable with impro- 
per conduct, and will introduce a resolution specifying the 
charge, and asking for inquiry, he would give it his sup- 

ort as readily as any member of that body; but the reso- 
ations offered by the Senator from Maine (Mr. Homes] 
were of an exceptionable character: for, in addition to 
impeaching, indirectly, if it may be so considered, the in- 
tegnty of the President, by proposing to ask if he had 
stated the true reasons for the dissolution of his late cabi- 
net, it will bring before the committee, if it should be 
adopted, a masy of matters very difficult to be inquired 
into, and not at all connected, as he conceived, with the 
vole to be given on the nomination of Mr. Van Buren. 
No committee to which these resolutions will be sent, will 
voluntarily enter into the various matters which some gen- 
tlemen may suppose to be within the scope of the inquiry 
into the causes of the dissolution of the late cabinet, and the 
Senate ought not to impose that labor on them, unless: it 
be proposed to show that Mr. Van Buren had an agency 
in that affair. Lt is not pretended, certainly not by the 
resolutions, (hat he was connected with the event; it is 
true that the resolutions, after the introduction of much 
irrelevant matter, propose to inquire whether Mr. Van 
Buren had not participated in practices disgraceful to the 
national character, &c. 

Letany Senator, who believes such practices ever had, in 
point of fact, any existence, put them forth specifically in 
resolution, and he would, he said, vote tosend it to a com- 
mittee for investigation; and if they were found to be true, 
let the nominee be rejected. The designation of offences 
by the terms of ‘practices disgraceful to the national 
character," was very vague--quite too vague. Thena- 
ture and character of these practices should be defined, 
that the Senate may know the duty they impose, and the 
conunitice the duty they are required to perform. 

The proposed resolutions, as now shaped, make no 
specific charge,and give no certain direction to the inquiry. 
He therefore felt himself called’ on to vote against them, 

Vou, VIIL—83 


1315 


SENATE] 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


Executive Proceedings. 


1316 


[Jan. 1832. 


be an unfaithful servant of my State, treacherous to the| 


high trust which I ary charged. to. execute, and destitute 
of the courage ‘necessary to protect the interests confided 
tomy guardianship, if- apprehensions like these conld for 
a moment divert me from the path to which duty points. 
It would: have: afforded me great gratification to have 
listéned-to some more able advocate of the nation’s honor, 
and to have. been able to repose my vote on the causes 
more satisfactorily assigned by another. But the question 
fis about.to be taken, and I will not consent to allow an 
occasion to pass, without raising my feeble v 
deem the tarnished. reputation of my country. If other 
Senators accord with my opinion, it is essential, sir, that 
the ‘vote of rejection shall go forth associated with the 
reasons which influence it. Yes, sir, the honor and the 
dignity of this nation has—(and I think it demonstrable) 
—the heretofore unsullied diplomatic character of the 
American republic has: been stained 
been humiliated—unnecessarily,, wantonly humbled—by 
the man who is now proposed as its guardian, and pro- 
tector, and advocate; and, as an American Senator, I am 
not content barely to put upon him the seal of reprobation 
in a secret session of this body. No, sir, let the American 
Government—let the American people, proud of their 
national honor, know that-no’ ruthless hand shall desecrate 
it. with impunity; and let foreign nations and all the world 
know that even an American Secretary of State dare not 
pollute its ermine. 

Mr. President, I mean to resist the confirmation 
Van Buren’s appointment, exclusively on the ground that, 
in his instructions to. Mr. McLane, on the subject of the 
colonial tradc, he has violated the honor of the nation; 
has wounded its high and elevated character; has evinced 
a disregard to the interests of the American people—nay, 


has insulted that people, in the person of their Govern-| 


ment; has attempted to promote the objects of a party 
amongst us, and has disclosed a total ignorance of the 
proper principles and feelings which should adorn: the 
diplomatist. For proof of these assertions, I mean to rely 
exclusively on his own words, deliberately embodied in a 
State paper, and on those to which he has himself alluded, 
and foand amongst the archives of the department of 
whicli he was then the head. : 

In directing the attention of the Senate to a particular 
part of the letter of instructions from Mr. Van Buren to 
the American minister then at the British court, I disclaim 
the inference that the residue of that letter, or that other 
letters of instruction, contain no exceptionable matter. 
There are many -positions which, on another occasion, it 
would be proper to dispute;“and the whole temper and 
tone of the despatches breathe. an air of humility and 
concession, and conviction of -error, and. a suppliant en- 
treaty of favor and notice, which no American citizen, 
who thinks and. feels as I think an American freeman 
should do; can regard. as: the appropriate language of his 
Government, pledged asit is **ta ask nothing but what is 
right, and to submit to nothing that is: wrong.” 

The portion of Mr. Van Buren’s’ work, however, to 
which I will more particularly. allude, isa part of his letter 
of instruction to Mr. McLane, dated 20th July, 1829. He 
uses this language: . i 

«The opportunities which you have derived from a 
participation in “our public. councils, as well as other 
sources of information, will -enable you to speak with con- 
fidence (as fit'as you may deem it proper and useful so to 
do) of the respective parts taken by those to whom the 
administration of this Government is now committed, in 
relation to the course heretofore pursued upon the subject 
of the colonial trade. Their views upon that point have 
‘heen submitted to the people of the United States; and 
the counsels by which your con 
the result of. the judgment-expresse 


d by the only earthly 
tribunal te which the lateadministration was amen: 


able for 


oice to re-! of forfeiture of privileges which wou 


duct is now directed, are | 


its acts. > It should be sufficient that the claims set up by 
them, and. which caused the interruption of the trade in 
question; have been explicitly abandoned by those who 
first asserted them, and are not revived by their successors. 
If Great Britain deems it adverse to her interests to allow 
us to participate in the trade with her colonies, and finds 
nothing in the extension of it to others, to induce her to 
apply the same rule to us, she will, we hope, be sensible 
of the propriety of placing her refusal on those grounds. 
To set up the acts of the late administration as the cause 
Id otherwise be ex- 
Í tended to the people of the United States, would, under 
existing circumstances, be unjust in itself, and could not 
fail to excite their deepest sensibility. The tone of feel- 
ing which a course so unwise and untenable is calculated 
to produce, would doubtless be greatly aggravated by the 
consciousness that'Great Britain has, by order in council, 


, its lofty pride has! opened her colonial ports to Rusha and France, notwith- 


standing a similar omission on their part to accept the 
terms offered by the act of July, 1825. 

“You cannot press this view of the subject too earnest- 
ly upon the consideration of the British ministry. lt has 
bearings and relations that reach beyond’ the immediate 
question under discussion.” : 

Now, sir, when stripped of its verbiage, and reduced to 
its plain import, what does the Secretary of State here 
press so earnestly? ‘That Mr. McLane, the minister, who 
had been.a member of the political party of which the 


| 


of Mr.|then President was the nominal head, (and the Secretary 


of State a most conspicuous supporter, with imputed 
anxiety to claim a reversionary interest in the chieftain- 
ship.) that the minister, who had been a member of this 
Senate, and in that character informed of the conflicting 
views of the different political branches or subdivisions 
into which the great American family had been arranged, 
should stoop to avail himself of this personal intimacy 
with our family dissensions, to press earnestly upon a 
foreign Government the misconduct of one part cf this 
family in the relations of our Government with that foreign 
Power, and the more amiable and kind feelings of another 
division of it.. But is this all? No, sir; it is earnestly 
pressed that the American Government—-the concentrated 
will of the whole American family, the only legitimate 
source of access to foreigners, the enly authorized organ 
of communion with other nations—that this Government, 
in the person of its ‘¢ late administration,” should be 
bowed down in dishonor and in degradation at the feet of 
Lord Aberdeen, the delegated but humble personation of 
the British monarch. Yes, sir, the unheard of, unparallel- 
ed, and most revolting experiment was to be made, 
(other. supplications having failed to move the royal sym- 
pathy, ) how faran unsparing condemnation of ourselves 
would disarm a British throne of its haughty, supercilous 
disdain of a just and an honest demand. I say, sir, it was 
novel and unheard of, I repeat it. Let the past history 
of this proud republic be minutely interrogated--ay, in 
the many political changes of its agents, which, by the 
terms of its organization, it must witness, let it be sought; 
let the days of Adams, of Jefferson, of Madison, Monroe, 
and. the last Adams, be dikgently inquired of. Sir, no 
voice responds to countenance this degrading, this dis- 
graceful operation, by which the Government is humbled 
into a penitential confession of its transgressions, to’ ap- 
‘pease a foreign King, or to moderate the wrath or conci- 
liate the favor of a foreign Power. 

Not only, Mr. President, do the fair and unadulterated 
pages of American diplomacy refuse countenance to such 
miserable self-abasement, but, sir, the history of all the 
civilized nations of the earth stamp upon it the indelible 

| character of a gratuitous prostitution, unaided by prece- 
dent, unwarranted by any parallel. Sir, it adds to the 
deep condemnation which belongs to this subject, that it 
was as useless and unproductive of gain as it was disgrace- 
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ful in itself. Can the imagination con choy 
could possibly arise, or be supposed to arise;-from. an 
abject confession of * wrong,” by repudiating: the. claims 
of the Government as ‘American pretensions explicitly 
abandoned. by those who ‘first asserted them, not revived 
by their successors,” who. are directed by counsels: that 
‘fare the result of the judgment expressed.by the-only 
earthly tribunal to which the. late administration was 
amenable for its acts?” What-possible advantage, Task, 
could be anticipated by the position of a prostrate sup- 
pliant, who, from the depths of degradation and abase- 
ment; shoul thus beseech. a foreign diplomatist, that 
would not be accorded toa civil and high-minded applica- 
tion, based upon the suggestion that, however the Ame- 
rican Government was convinced of its claims to higher 
and other terms, it was yet willing, in aspirit of frankness, 
and in an anxious desire to terminate old and agitated 
questions of disagreement, to waive the further prosecu- 


tion of those claims, and thereby to evince the sincerity of 


its desire for an amicable adjustment? But, sir, I come 
now to that consideration which stamps upon this subject 
its peculiar character, which sets it off in colors of a still 
darker shade, and which must leave us to infer that no 
mere want of manly, stern republican feeling of self-re- 
spect, not the unobserved prostration or careless disregard 
of national dignity and character, not alone a cold and 
callous insensibility to thuse feelings of cherished pride, 
of nice and delicate honor, which kindles into active re- 
sistance at even the appearance of rebuke: but that some 
more latent motive of proposed effect has caused this 
deep dyed stain upon the. nation’s history and its fame. 
Sir, as if it-were not enough’ to bow down. the knee and 
supplicate forgiveness in- terms: of- doleful regrets: for 


wrongs, and anxious solicitude to repair them; as if it 
were not enough to open to a foreign Power the history of 


our internal disputes and political divisions, and to ask 


‘them to consider one party here as more kind in their 


feelings, more reasonable in their demands, more conciliat- 
ing in their tone, and, therefore, more entitled to hope 


for the favorable notice of England; as if the measure of 
our degradation was not to be accomplished by a gratuitous 
concession of acknowledged injustice of * American pre- 


tensions” xabancdoimed,” the Secretary has resorted, in 


the absence of other provocations, to misstatements of 
fact, to create a condition of things, for the purpose of 


giving color to the fierceness and uncovert wrath which 
he aims at his political adversaries. 

Sir, l say, and the diplomatic history of the nation will 
prove, that the statement made in this particular charge 
of the Secretary is false in fact~~yes, sir, doubly false. 
What is it?‘ The claimasct up by them, and which caus- 
ed the interruption of the trade in question, have been 
explicitly abandoned by those who first asserted them.” 
Now, the first branch of the position is utterly without 
foundation, we all know. The last administration expli- 
citly abandoned no claims which it set up, nor did any 
claims set up by it cause the interruption of the trade. 
The last administration was willing to negotiate on the 
subject of the trade, but the British Government refused 
to mect their proposal, although made in the most extend- 
ed and liberal feeling of compromise. Let the corre- 
spondence of our Secretary of State, and the message of 
the President, prove this. : But, unfounded as is: that 
branch of the assertion, how manifestly and obviously more 
so, how profoundly destitute of even the shadow of cor- 
rectness is the other, which declares that. the miscalled 
‘American pretensions” were first asserted by the last ad- 
ministration. Why, sir, does not every one know that in 
this respect. the last administration did but. pursue the 
sctiled.and fixed purpose of the administration that pre- 
ceded it, and that these ‘€ pretensions” did not commence 
even then? . Sir, all administrations had indulged these 
‘pretensions... The last administration the first to assert 


‘munication. 


insisted upon as a-matter.of justice to our country. 


ceive how benefit] them! , Truly this must have amused the intelligent diplo- 


matist to whom the envoy was directed to make the com- 


_ No, Lam wrong in this conjecture: for I believe, from 


my reading of Mr, McLane’s letters to his lordship, that 
the.éxperiment:was not made upon his ignorance of what 


every page. in:the ‘diplomacy: of -his own country would 
have taught‘him. No, sir, this:notion of: their: being first 
asserted by the late administration did not, iebeliéve; find 
place in those letters. What ‘ bearings.and#elations that 
reach beyond the immediate.question” were in the view of 
the Secretary, it is not for me to divine. He speaks, in 
another part of these instructions, of ** the impropriety of 
suffering any feelings that find their origin in the past pre- 
tensions of this. Government to have an adverse influence 
upon the present conduct of Great Britain.” Sir, Í do not 
mean to follow the Secretary in his dark and mysterious 
language. The plain and undoubted import of that which, 
unfortunately for the nation’s character, can admit of but 
one reading, is enough for me.. No man, m my poor 
judgment, can ask us to confide to his care the dignity of 
the nation and its honor, who has arrayed one political di- 
vision of our people against the Government. Sir, what 
is to be the result? How may this-very doctrine recoil- on 
himself?. In the same terms may a British Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs now say to him, ‘I do not respect. your 
opinions as those of the American peoples your President 
is about to witness the termination of his period of office; 
a new clection is to be made; the people, the proper tri- 
bunal to pass upon his measures, may not sustain him. I 
appeal from your judgment, and submit the matter to 
theirs, and, until their’sentence is. recorded, I-can: only..7re- 
gard your administration -as“youhave regarded the Jate 
administration.” Yes, sir, these -are legitimate : conse- 
quences of such doctrine, involving a- perfect and entire 
surrender of all consideration abroad, and all national pride 
at home. Toan individual who-has. thus. outraged the 
character properly belonging toa great and high-minded 
nation: of freemen, who has prostrated its. dignity, ‘and 
brought disgrace and dishonor upon its diplomatic reputa- 
tion, I never can advise the President to confide. the pre- 
servation of its respect abroad: and this first assertion of a 
course pregnant with every thing that threatens the pride, 
and dignity, and honor of the American republic, will, 1 
trust, be marked by the most decisive reprobation of-an 
American Senate. _ eset : 
[After Mr. Cuanners concluded, Mr: SMITH, of Mary- 
land, made some observations, which are incorporated in 
a full report of his remarks, which appears. nearer the 
close of. the debate.) ; 
Mr. CLAYTON, of Delaware, rose to reply to some re- 
marks of Mr. Sure. -He said he rose under a deep sense 
of the responsibility which he owed to the Senate and the 
country on this question. He owed it to himself, to the 
people whose representative he was, and to the body of 


| which he was a member, to state briefly the grounds upon 


which he should render a vote, withholding’ his advice: to 
the President to make this appointment. <55 6.0 osati 
I agree, said Mr. C., “with. my friénd. from:.Maryland, 
(Mr. Caambens,] inthe view which-ie has taken of the 
instructions given by the late Seeretary of State-to our 
minister. at the court of-St. James... 1 consider the Jate 
negotiation respecting the West India trade withthe 
English nation as-the most humiliating to our national pride 
that has occurred in:the annals of. our diplomacy.: ‘The 
minister was sent with instructions: to fawn,-and beg asa 
boon, atthe footstool of a foreign Power, what wë were 
entitled to as a right; and to abandon-and denounce, ‘as 
untenable ‘* pretensions,” what. had. been: always before 
He 
was positively directed to consider his own Governmentas 


justly assailable for: ‘* too long and. too: tenaciously resist- 
Ang the rights of Great Britain,” and. particularly fcr omit. 
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ting to accept the terms offered by the act of Parliament | duce the destruction of the cabinet; and (stating) that he, 
of July, 1825." He was directed to speak with confidence | Mr. V.B., had thought it better to retire in time, know- 
*¢ of the respective parts taken by those to whom the ad: | ing that, if he- led the way, “ the rest must follow.” This 
ministration of this Government is now committed,” to lay | information is, I believe, now in the hands of a Senator 
before Europe:the state of parties in this country, and to/from Mississippi near me, [Mr. PorxpExTeR, ] and it is said 
degrade and disgrace all the former administrations of our | that the author of it is present in the city, ready to bear tes- 
Government, during which this right had.been insisted |timony to the truth of it. However this may be, I must be 
"upon, by entirely and unconditionally withdrawing all our | permitted to say, as one whose course here has been plains 
claims for justice on that country. He was told, in sub- having had nothing to do with either of the contending 
stance, to press upon England the state of our domestic! branches of the party in power, that I consider such a 
and party differences at. home, and he was admonished | charge against the Vice President as unjust, and utterly 
that this subject had bearings and relations which reached | without foundation: while [hold that the declaration con- 
beyond the immediate question. under discussion. Sir, | taining the charge contains also an unequivocal admission 
this minister did as he was ordered to do. He ‘* entreat-!as to the true agent, and the motive of that agent, in the 
ed,” and ‘ appealed,” and “begged,” and ‘ prayed,” | transaction to which I have alluded. But without refer- 
* regretted,” and * solicited,” and.‘ hoped to be excus- | ence to this, and many other matters which might be fair. 
ed,” and confessed we had been in the wrong, instead of | ly pressed into this discussion as reasons for the vote which 
repelling with dignity the insolence and sarcasm. of the |{ am about to render, T content myself by resting that vote 
British ministry; until the contemptible boon was ‘* grant- | on the ground of the instructions given by Mr. Van Buren 
ed,” and the national character effectually degraded. Let |to our late minister to England, and the consequent dis- 
him také his place inthe treasury for this; but let not him; honor to our diplomatic intercourse with that country. 
who gave these instructions succeed him at the courtof St.) Mr. C. concluded by observing that, on some more suit- 
James, again to * beg,” and * solicit,” and degrade us in| able occasion, he might give his views on the subject of 
the eyes of Europe, by laying before the world the state | that negotiation; but he would prefer doing so in the face 
of our domestic differences at home. Let us say to the|of the country, to a secret discussion in the executive ses- 
British Government this day by our vote, that we never | sion of the Senate. 
consented to the disgrace which has befallen us, and that} Mr. CLAY said, after the most deliberate consideration, 
-we prefer to-recall the minister who has dishonored us, | I regret that I find myself utterly unable to reconcile with 
to all the pretended benefits of this miserable negotiation. |the duty I owe to my country, a vote in favor.of this no- 
On this ground alone, T. will this day condemn this ap-|mination. regret it, because, in all the past strife of 
pointment, so far as my vote will go to effect it; and, in| party, the relations of ordinary civility and courtesy were 
‘so doing, as an American Senator, Í say to England, that | never interrupted between the gentleman whose name is 
we will never consent to crouch for favors; and to all our {before us, and myself. But I regard my obligations to the 
ministers, now and forever, that we will condemn every | people of the United States, and to the honor and charac- 
attempt to carry our family divisions beyond our own | ter of their Government, as paramount to every private con- 
household. isidcration. ‘There was no necessity known to us for the de- 
Sir, the gentleman from Maryland, who last addressed | parture of this gentleman from the United States, prior to 
us, (Mr. Smura,] replied to similar objections made by his | the submission of his name to the Senate. Great Britain 
colleague, that the President was alone responsible fori was represented here by a diplomatic agent, having no 
these instructions, and not the Secretary whose name was | higher rank than that of a chargé d’affaires. We were 
-signed to them. Such has been the pretence for exone- represented in England by.one of equal rank; one who 
rating from-all responsibility other persons charged with jhad shed lustre upon his country by his high literary 
maladministration of the Government. Either by pre-|character; onc of whom it may be justly said that, in no ree 
yenting the disclosure here of impeachable matter, or by spect, was he inferior to the gentleman before us. Al- 
‘presenting the President as a shield to the party charged [though E shall not controvert the right of the President, 
with it, the responsibility of every inferior public agent is lin an extraordinary case, to send abroad a public minister, 
melted away to.nothing. -The gentleman, without de-| without the advice and consent of the senate, I do not 
fending the Secretary. or the minister in this negotiation fadmit that it ever ought to be done without the existence 
about the. West India trade, feels safe if he can interpose of some special cause, to be communicated to the Senate. 
the President as the party chargeable with the whole mat- | We have received no communication of the existence of 
ter. But I willdo the President the justice to say that I any such special cause. This view of the matter might 
cannot believe he had read these instructions when they inot have been sufficient alone to justify a rejection of this 
were given; and I hold the Secretary answerable to his nomination; but it is sufficient to authorize us to examine 
country for every public act performed by him while he |the subject with as perfect freedom. as we could have 
remained in office... © > f idone if the minister had remained in the United States, 
There is another topic closely connected with the honor and awaited the decision of the Senate. I consider my- 
and interest of this nation, upon which. the nominee be- {self, therefore, not committed by the separate and un- 
fore us has been strongly charged, and in relation to which |advised act -of the President in despatching Mr. Van 
Lconfess the wish that an investigation, instituted before F | Buren, in the vacation of the Senate, and not a very long 
took my seat this session, had been prosecuted to its ter- | time hefore it was to assemble. , : : 
mination before thisday. I refer to the causes which pro-|. My main objection to the confirmation of his appoint- 
duced the disruption of the late cabinet. I view that}ment arises out of his instructions to the late minister of the 
event as highly disreputable to our country; and I find United States at the court of Great Britain, The atten- 
that, according to the declarations ofa gentleman who for-|tion of the Senate has been already called to parts of 
-merly edited a paper in the ‘State of New York, advocat- those instructions; but there are other parts of them, 
Jing the “President’s administration, Mr. Van Buren pri- jin my opinion, highly reprehensible. Speaking of the 
vately iformed him ‘that it (the dissolution of the late colonial question, he says: ‘In reviewing the events 
cabinet). was caused by the conduct of the Vice President which have preceded, and more or less contributed to a 
- cand: Mr. Ingham, who desired the retirement of General result so much to be regretted, there will be found three 
Jackson: from office at the expiration-of the first four years | grounds on which we are most assailable. First, in our 
-of his term of service; atthe same time in effect charg- |too long and too tenaciously resisting the right of Great 
. inga Conspiracy between these gentlemen to traduce the | Britain to impose protecting duties in her colonies; 
. character ofa chaste and virtuous woman, in order to pre-| * + + ¥ > a Sand, thirdly, in omitting.te accept 
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the terms offered by-the act of Parliament of July, 1825, 
after the subject had been brought before Congress, and 
deliberately acted upon by our Government.” * * * * 
“You will therefore see the propriety of possessing your- 
self fully of all the explanatory and mitigating crcum- 
stances connected with them, that you may be enabled to 
obviate, as far as practicable, the unfavorable impression 
which they have produced.” And after reproaching the 
late administration with setting up- claims for the first time, 
which they explicitly abandoned,*he says, in conclusion, 
sq wilkadd nothing as to the impropriety of suffering any 
feelings that find their origin in-the past pretensions of 
this Government to have an adverse mfluence upon the 
present conduct of Great Britain.” 

On our side, according to Mr. Van Buren, all was 
wrong; on the British side, all was right. We brought 
forward nothing but claims and pretensions; the British 
Government asserted, onthe other hand, a clear and incon- 
testable right. We erred in too tenaciously and too long 
insisting upon our pretensions, and not yelding at once to 
the force of their just demands. And Mr. McLane was 
commanded to avail himself of all the circumstances.in his 
power to mitigate our offence, and to dissuade the British 
Government from allowing their feelings, justly incurred 
by the past conduct of the party driven from power, to 
have an adverse influence towards tne American: party 
now in power. Sir, was this becoming language from 
one independent nation toanother? Was it proper in the 
mouth of an American minister? Was it in conformity 
with the high, unsullied, and d guified character of our 

revious diplomacy? Was it not, on the contrary, the 
anguage of an humble vassal to a proud and haughty 
lord? Was it not prostrating and degrading the Ameri- 
can eagle before the British hon? 

Let us examine a httle these pretensions which the 
American Government so unjustly put forward and so 
pertinaciously maintained. ‘The American Government 
contended that the produce of the United States ought to 
be admitted into the British West Indies, on the same 
terms as similar produce of the British American conti- 
nental possessions; that, without this equality, our produce 
could not maintain in the British West Lndies a fair compe- 
tition with the produce of Canada; and that British pre- 
ference given to the Canadian produce in the West Indies 
would draw from the western part of New York and the 
northern part of Ohio American produce into Canada, 
aggrandizing Montreal and Quebec, and giving employ- 
ment to British shipping, to the prejudice of the canals of 
New York, the port of New York, and American shipping. 

‘This was the offence of the American Government; and 
we are at this moment realizing the evils which it fore- 
saw. Our produce is passing into Canada, enriching her 
capitals, and nourishing British: navigation. . Qur own 
wheat is transported from the western part of New York 
into Canada, there manufactured, and thence transported 
ja British ships in the form of Canadian flour. We are thus 
deprived of the privilege even of manufacturing our own 
gran. And when the produce of the Umted States, 
shipped from the Atlantic ports, arrives at the British 
West Indies, it is unable, in consequence of the heavy 
duties with which most of itis burdened, to sustain a com- 
petton with British or colonal produce, freely admitted. 

The general rule may be admitted that every nation 
has a right to favor its own productions, by protecting 
duties or other regulations; but, like all general rules, it 
must have its exceptions. And the relation in which 
Great Britain stands to her continental apd West india 
colonies, from which she is separated by a vast sea, and 
the relations.in which the United States stands to those 
colonies, some of which are in juxtaposition with them, con- 
stitute a fit case for such an exception. : 

It is true that the- late administration did authorize 
Mr. Gallatin to treat-with Great Britain. upon the basis. of 


selves at liberty, subsequently, to resume it. 


the rule which has been ‘stated, but ‘it ‘was with the ‘ex- 
press understanding that some competent provision should 
be made in the treaty to guard against-the British mono- 
poly of the transportation of our own produce passing 
through-Canada. 
United States consent to waive: ‘the demand which they 
have heretofore made of the admission of their. produc- 
tions into British colonies at the same ‘and no-higher rate 
of duty as similar productions are chargeable. with when 
imported from. one into another British: colony, with the 
exception of our produce descending the St. Lawrence 
and the Sorrel.’ ” : : 


Mr. Gallatin was informed ** that. the 


There was no abandonment of our right, no condemna- 


tion of the previous conduct of our Government,. no 
humiliating admission that we had put forth,-and too tena» 
ciously clung to, unsustainable pretensions, and that Great 


Britain had all along been in the right. We only fore- 
bore, for the present, to assert a right, leaving’ our- 
What Mr. 
Gallatin was authorized to do, was to make a temporary 
concession, and it was proposed with this prel.minary 
annunciation: .¢ But, notwithstanding, on a full considera- 
tion of the whole subject, the President, anxious to give a 
strong proof to Great Britain of the desire of the Go- 
vernment of the United States to arrange this long’ con- 
tested matter of the colonial intercourse, in a manner 
mutually satisfactory, authorizes you,” &c. And Mr,’ 
Gallatin was required ‘to endeavor to make a lively im- 
pression on the British Government of the conciliatory 
spirit of that of the United States, which has dictated the 
present liberal offer, and of their expectation to meet, in 
the progress of your negotiations, with a corresponding 
friendly disposition.” 

Now, sir, keeping sight ‘of the object which the late 
Sécretary of State had in view, the opening of the trade 
with the British colonies, which was the best mode to ac- 
complish it? To send our minister, to prostrate himself asa 
supplicant before the British throne, and to say: to the Bri- 
tish King, we have offended your Majesty; the late Ameri- 
can administration brought forward pretensions which we 
cannot sustain, and they too long. and too tenaciously 
adhered to them. Your Majesty was always in the right. 
But we hope that your Majesty will be graciously pleased 
to recollect that it wasnot we, who are now in possession 
of the American power, but those who have been ex- 
pelled from it, that wronged your Majesty; and that we, 
when out of power, were on the side of your Majesty. 
And we do humbly pray that your Majesty, taking all 
mitigating circumstances into consideration, will gracious- 
ly condescend to extend to us the-privileges of the British 
act of Parliament of 1825, and to grant us the boon of a 
trade with your Majesty’s West. India colonies? Or, to 
have presented himself before the British monarch in the 
manly and dignified attitude of a minister of this republics 
and, abstaining from all condemnation or animadversion 
upon the past conduct of his own Government, to have 
placed the withdrawal of our former demand upon the 
ground of concession, in aspirit of amity and compromise? 

But the late Secretary of State, the appointedorgan of 
the American people to vindicate their rights with all 
foreign Powers, and to. expose the injustice of any un- 
founded demands which they might assert, was not con- 
tent with exerting his ingenuity to put his own country in 
the wrong, andthe British Government inthe right. He 
endeavored to attach to the late administration the dis- 
credit of bringing forward unfounded pretensions, and, 
by disclaiming them, to propitiate the favor of the British 
King. He says that the views of the present administra- 
tion, upon the subject.of the colonial trade, “have been 
submitted to the people of the United States; and the 
counsels by which your conduct is now directed, are the 
result of the judgment expressed by the only earthly 


-tribunal to which the late administration waa amenable for 
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its acts, It should be-sufficient that the claims set up by 
them, and. that caused the interruption of the trade in 
question, have been explicitly abandoned by those who 
first asserted them, and are ‘not revived by their succes- 
gors” The late Secretary of State, the gentleman under 
consideration, here makes the statement that the late ad- 
ministration were the first to set up the claims to which he 
refers. Now, under all the high responsibility which be- 
Jongs to the seat which I occupy, I deliberately pronounce 
that this statement is untrue; and that the late Secretary 
either must have known it to be untrue, or he was culpa- 
bly negligent of his duty in not ascertaining what had 
been ‘done under prior administrations. 1 repeat the 
charge, the statement must have been known to be un- 
true, or there was culpable negligence. If it were ma- 
terial; [believe.it could be'shown that the claim in question 
—the right to the admission into the British West Indies 
of the -produce of the United States upon an equal foot- 
ing with similar produce of the 


ing ef the most favored nation. To have done this, would 
have admitted British shipping to import into the United 
States, on the same conditions with native shipping, the 
productions of any quarter of the globe, without a reci- 
procal liberty on the part of the shipping of the United 
States in British ports. The act itself was d:fferently 
construed in different colonial ports of Great Britain; and 
an order of the local Government of Halifax, closing that 
port against our vessels from the 5th of January, was sub- 
sequently revoked, thereby confirming the impression 
that the act of Parliament was not intended to dispense 
with the previous negotiation. And, to conclude this part 
of the narrative, as late as the 20th October, 1826, Mr. 
Vaughan, the British minister, upon being interrogated 
by the then Secretary of State, was totally uninstructed 
to afford any information as to the meaning or intent of 
the act of July, 1825. 


Meantime, in March, 1826, more than six months after 


‘British continental colo-|the passsage of the act of Parliament, Mr. Vaughan no- 


nies, is coeval with the existence of our present constitu- | tified the Department of State that he had © received in- 
tion; and that, whenever the occasion arose for asserting | structions from his Majesty’s Government to acquaint vou 


the claim, it was asserted. But I 
than to Mr. Madison’s administration. 


shall go no further back |that it is preparing to proceed to the important negotia- 
Mr. Monroe, the | tions between that country and the United States, now 


then Secretary of State, instructed our then minister at | placed in the hands of the American minister in London.” 


London, upon this subject; he negotiated with Lord Castle- 
reagh in respect ‘to it, and this very claim prevented an 
adjustment. at that time of the colonial question. It was 
again brought forward under Mr. Monroe’s administra- 


tion, when Mr. Rush was our minister at London. He | tended to withdr 
otracted negotiation upon this and | suitable to announce that intention; but no'such ‘annun- 


opened a long and pr 


* * * * 


“The negotiations will,. therefore, 
be forthwith resumed.” * * Here the negotia- 
tions were spoken of, without exception of the colonial 
question, the most important of them. If it had- been im- 
raw that, no time could have been more 


other topics, which was suspended in the summer of 1824, | ciation was made. Mr. Vaughan was informed that we also 


principally because the parties co 
satisfactory arrangement of this v 

Thus, at least, two administrations, prior 
Adams, had brought forwa 
tension which his was the first to assert, according to the 
late Secretary of State. ; 


The next charge, which. the late Secretary of State, the 


official defender of the rights of the American people, | passage of the act of July, 


nst his own Government, was that of “omit- 
ting to:accept the terms offered by the act of Parliament 
of July, 1825, afterthe subject-had been brought before 
Congress, and deliberately acted upon by. our Govern- 
ment.” Never was there a more unfounded charge 

brought forward by any native against his own Govern- 
ment; and never was there a more unwarranted apology 
setup for a foreign Government; and a plain historical 
narrative will demonstrate the truth of both these pro- 
‘positions. 

It has been already stated that the negotiation of Mr. 
Rush, embracing the precise colonial claim under consi- 
deration, was suspended in 1824, with an understanding 
between the two Governments that it was to be resumed 
on all points. at some future convenient period. Early in 
July, 1825, neither.Government having then proposed a 
resumption -of the negotiation, the British ` Parliament 
passed an act to regulate the colonial trade with foreign 
Powers. This act was never, during the. late administra- 
tion, either at London or Washington, officially communi- 
cated by the British to the American Governments and we 
only obtained it through other channels. Now, if ithad 
been the purpose of the British Government, by the pas- 
sage of thatract, to withdraw the colonial question from 
the negotiation, it ought to have communicated that pur- 
pose to. this Government, and, at the same time, the act 
of Parliament, as supplanting and substituting the negotia- 
tion. But it never did communicate such purpose. The 
‘act itself did not: specifically embrace. the United States, 
and offered terms which, upon the face of the act; it was 
jmpéssible for the United States- to accede to. It requir- 
ed, for example, that, to entitle Powers, not possessing 
colonies, te: the benefit..ef the act, they must place the 
navigation.and commerce of: Great Britain upon the foot- 


preferred agai 


uld not agree on any] would prepare for the negotiation, (including, 
ery colonial question. | the colonial question,) and Mr. Gallatin was accordingly 
to that of Mr. shortly after sent out, with full powers and instructions. 
rd this identical claim or pre-! amicably to settle that qu 


| 


| 


of course, 


estion. On his arrival in Eng- 
land, in the summer of 1826, he was told by the British 
Government that they would not negotiate on the colonial 
question; that they had made up their mind from the 
1825, not to negotiate about it; 
and he was informed by the sarcastic Mr. Canning, that, a3 
we had failed to accept the boon which the British Go- 
yernment had then offered, we were then tov late! 

Such is the state of the case on which the late Secre- 
tary of State so authoritatively pronounces judgment 
against his own Government for “omitting to accept the 
terms offered by the act of Parliament of July, 1825!” 
He adds, indeed, “after the subject had been brought 
before Congress, and deliberately acted upon by our own 
Government.” It was brought before Congress in the 
session of 1825-6, not at the instance of the American 
Executive, but upon the spontaneous and ill-judged_ mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Smrru,] and 
Mr. Gallatin was informed that if the bill proposed by 
that gentleman had been passed, it would have been un- 
satisfactory to the British Government. 

I have another objection to this nomination. I believe, 
upon circumstances which satisfy my mind, that to this 
gentleman is principally to be ascribed the introduction of 
the odious system of proscription for the exercise of the 
elective franchise ‘in the Government of the United 
States. I understand that it is the system on which the 
party in his own State, of which he is the reputed head, 
constantly acts. He was among the first of the Secre- 
taries to apply that system to the dismission of clerks in 
his department, known to me to be highly meritorious, 


and among them one who is now a Representative in the 


other House. e It isa detestable system, drawn from the 
worst periods of the Roman republic: and if it were’to 
be perpetuated; if the offices, honors, and dignities of 
the people were to be put up toa scramble, to be decided 
by the result of every Presidential election, our Government 
and institutions, becoming intolerable, would finally end in 
a despotism as inexorable as that at Constantinople. 
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fore the nominee was upon the political. stage; certainly: 
while he was quite a young man, and before he had ace 
quired great consideration in political affairs. . 1. must be 
permitted, sir, to say. that, of all the party. men with 
whom [have acted, or been particularly acquainted, (and 
the number-.of such is not smail,) I know. of no one who 
has acted with, or advised to, more moderation. than the 
person whose nomination we are. now considering. |.» 

When the Senator from Kentucky condemns. the pre- 
sent administration for making removals from office, and’ 
then ascribes the act to the pernicious system of politics 
imported from New York, L fear he does not sufficiently 
consider the peculiar circumstances under which the pre- 
sent administration came into power. General Jackson 
did not come in under the same circumstances that Mr. 
Adams did, or Mr. Monroe, or Mr. Madison. His acces- 
sion was like that of Mr. Jefferson. He came in, sir, 
upon a political revolution. The contest was without a 
parallel.. Much political bitterness was engendered. 
Criminations and recriminations were made. Sanders of 
a most extraordinary character flooded the land.: When the 
present Chief Magistrate took upon himself the adminis- 
tration of the Government, he found almost all the offices, 
from the highest to the lowest, filled by political enemies, 
That his cabinet was composed of bis friends, no one will 
complain. ‘The reasons for thus composing it will apply 
with considerable force to many of the officers under the 
heads of the several departments. 

If some dismissals of the subordinate officers in these 
departments were made, it will not be asserted that all 
opposed to the administration were discharged. 1 have 
heard it confidently asserted, by those who I supposed spoke 
with knowledge on the subject, that many, perhaps a ma- 
jority of those retained—and almost all were retained-— 
belong now to the opposition; they are the political sup- 
porters of the honorable Senator from Kentucky. 

I have good reasons, very good reasons, for believing 
that it isthe gentleman’s rule of conduct to take care of 
his friends when he is in power. It requires not.the fore- 
sight of a prophet to predict that, if he shall come into 
power, he will take care of his friends, and, if he does, I 
can assure him I shall not complain; nor shall I be in the 
least surprised if he imitates the example which he now 
so emphatically denounces. 

Now Lam up, Iwill offer a, few words relative to the 
much censured instructions to our former minister to Eng- 
land, {must say Ihave discovered in them nothing to 
merit or provoke the harsh strictures bestowed on them. 
‘They do not, in my opinion, furnish a fit occasion for the 
Senator from Kentucky to impute to- Mr. Van Buren, as 
he has done, with passionate emphasis and frequent reite- 
ration, a charge of falsehood or culpable ignorance. The 
language, which he desired might be taken- down, is 
«that Mr. Van Buren stated what was false, or he was cul- 
pably ignorant for not knowing that it was false.” The 
mstructions allege that those who first asserted certain 
claims to interfere. with the regulations of Great Britain, 
as to the colonial trade, abandon them, &c. The Senator 
from Kentucky chooses to consider this a declaration that 
the late administration first asserted the claims, and then 
abandoned them. 1f we admit this construction to be the 
true one, to what does it amount? He does not deny— 
indeed, it is expressly admitted, that the late administration 
asserted the claims, and then waived them. 

What is then the mighty difference between the asser- 
tion in. the instructions, and the fact as admitted here? 
We are told that the late administration were not the first 
to assert them—that they were set up under the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Monroe. | If this pretended falsehood is of 
such a flagitious character as has been given to it, it isna- 
tural to expect that it would change very essentially the 


Sir, the necessity under which we are placed is painful. 
But it is no fault of the Senate, whose consent and advice 
are required by the constitution to consummate this ap- 
pointment, that the minister has béen sent out of the 
United States without their concurrence. [hope that the 
public will not be prejudiced by his rejection, if he should 
be rejected. And I feel perfectly assured that, if the 
Government to which he has been deputed shall Jearn 
that he has been rejected because he has there, by his in- 
structions to Mr. McLane, staine® the character of our 
country, the moral effect of our decision will greatly out- 
weigh any advantages to be derived from his negotiations, 
whatever they may have been intended to be. 

Mr. MARCY said that he had intimated heretofore, 
more than once, that it was not his intention to offer to the 
Senate any observations upon the main question now be- 
fore them. What regarded the conduct‘of the present 
minister to London, was better understood by other mem- 
bers; and what was to be said in explanation or vindication 
of it, would be better said and better received from most 
of them, by reason of their great experience in public 
affairs, and their particular knowledge of the transactions 
which have been brought under review in this discussion 
He had determined that it would be his duty to trouble the 
Senate with remarks, only, in case. topics should be intro- 
duced into the debate, with which he might well be suppos- 
ed, from his local situation, to be particularly acquainted. 

“The occasion which rendered it proper that he should 
say something, had arisen in consequence of what had 
fallen from the honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr 
Cray.] His attack was not confined to: the nominee; it 
reached the State which he [Mr. M.] represented in this 
body. - One of the grounds of opposition to the minister 
to London, taken by the Senator from Kentucky, was the 
pernicious system of party politics adopted by the present 
administration, by which the honors and offices were put 
up to be scrambled for by partisans, &c.—a system, 
which the minister to London, as the Senator fron Ken- 
tucky alleged, had brought here from the State in which 
he formerly lived, and had for so long a time acted a con- 
spicuons part in its political transactions. I know, sir, 
said Mr. M., that it is the habit of some gentlemen to 
speak with censure or reproach of the politics of New 
York. Like other States, we have contests, and, as a ne- 
cessary consequence, triumphs and defeats, The State 
is large, with great and diversified interests: in some parts 
of it, commerce is the object of general pursuits in others, 
manufactures and agriculture are the chicf concerns of its 
citizens. We have men of enterprise and talents, who 
aspire to public distinction, Itis natural to expect from 
these circumstances, and others that might be alluded to, 
that her politics should excite more interest at home, and 
attract more attention abroad, than those of many other 
States in the confederacy. 

It may be, sir, that the politicians of the United States 
are not so fastidious as some gentlemen are, as to disclos- 
ing the principles on which they act. They boldly preach 
what they practise. When they are contending for victory, 
they avow their intention of enjoying the fruits of it. If 
they are defeated, they expect to retire from office. Hf 
they are successful, they claim, as a matter of right, the 
advantages of success. They see nothing wrong in the 
rule, that to the victor belong the spoils of the enemy. 

But if there be any thing wrong in the policy which 
the Senator from Kentucky hasso strongly reprobated, he 
should know that this pol:cy was not confined to the minister 
to London and his friends in New York, but is practised by 
his [Mr.Cay’s] own political friendsin that State; he should 
know that if to one man, any more than any other now 
living, the existence of that policy is to be ascribed, it is 
to one of the Senator’s own political friends. The prac- 


l 


tice of making extensive changes. in the offices, on the meaning of the sentence. If there be the least error in 
change of parties in that State, was begun, I believe, be- the instructions, itis in the use of the. word first; strike 
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out that word, and let us see whether the meaning of the [produced a thorough conviction in my mind, that, upon 
sentence is materially changed.: Whether the late ad- the true Jeffersonian principle, viz.—*‘ Is he honest? is 
ministration ‘were the first to assert the claims, and then jhe capable? is he faithful to the constitution?”’—an impe- 
gave them up, or asserted them after they had been pre- rious sense of duty on the question which will be propos- 
viously asserted-by Mr. Monroe’s administration, and then jed, viz. ‘© Will the Senate advise and consent to the 


gave thëm up, is very nearly the same thing. Uf there 

~ was ‘any thing wrong or reprehensible in asserting claims 

` zor- pretensions, and then giving them up, the censure in- 
curred by the late administration for so doing is not much 
mitigated by the circumstance thata preceding adminis- 
tration bad asserted similar claims or pretensions. It ap- 
pears to me that if a cause of censure had not been very 
much wanted, such a one as this would not have been 
hunted up and put forth so prominently. 

The manner in which our late minister to London was 
instructed to conduct the negotiation, may, for aught I 
know; be unusual; but it does not appear to me to be cen- 
surable. The whole affair presents itself to me as a very 

-plain matter. The British Government, by their act of 
Parliament of 1825, offer to the United States a partici- 
pation in the trade with her American colonies, on certain 
conditions, the particulars of which it is not at all neces- 
sary now to consider. 

The administration, for some reason or other--probably 
in the hope of getting better—refised the terms offered, 
and claimed more advantageous ones as a matter of right: 
but afterwards, finding, I presume, that better terms could 
not be obtained, and their claim of right could not be sus- 
tained, concluded to take those that were first. offered, 
and had been refused. When'they proposed to tike these 
terms, the British Government told them they were too 
late, and pos‘tively refused to grant what it had before 
offered. The colonial trade was lost to the country. The 
late administration attempted to recover it—they made 
More than one attempt to open a negotiation with the 
British Government, for the purpose of obtaining that 
trade on the very terms on which it had been offered to, 
and refused by them. ‘This was the situation of affairs 
when that administration went out of power. The com- 
mercial interests of the country required that their suc- 
cessors, who thought the terms offered by the British Go- 
yernment -should have been accepted, should make an 
effort toregain that important trade. As negotiation had 
been repeatedly and peremptor Jy refused to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, it was necessary to offer some 
excuse for attempting it again. ‘That exctise was formed 
in the public and notorious fact that the administration of 
the affairs of the United States had passed from the hands 
of those who refused the offered terms, into the hands of 
those who thought the offered terms ought to bave been 
accepted, and who censured their predecessors for not 
accepting them. Mr. McLane was instructed to use this 
fact to remove-any obstacle to opening the negotiation for 
the recovery of the lost West India trade, in case any ob- 
stacle should be interposed on.account of the manner in 
which: the late administration had managed this affair. I 
confess that J cannot see any thing wrong in these much 
censured instructions. I see no invoking of ‘favors. on 
party considerations—-no abandonment of honor‘or digni- 
ty. Gentlemen may call it novel diplomacy; but T call it 
plain dealing, and the result has shown it was a successful 
negotiation. A : 

Mr. FOOT said, since the yeas and nays are ordered, 
and our votes are to be recorded on this question, and-es- 
pecially ‘after the friends of the nominee have opposed a 
résolution of inquiry into the conduct of the late Secre- 
tary of State -in the discharge ;of his official duties, and 


Have desired ‘the’ members to examine for themselves, I; 
feel itaduty, and esteem it a privilege, that I may state in : 
a few words, and in plain terms, the grounds on which my | 


vote: will be given against this nomination. 
Sif, the €yidence of my own senses, of sight and hear- 
ing; since-the-commeiicement of this administration, have 


nomination?” will compel me to answer in the negative. 

A resolution has been offered, to instruct a standing 
committee of the Senate to inquire into the conduct of the 
nominee in relation to gertain very singular and extraor- 
dinary occurrences, THs has been opposed by his friends. 
It has been stated on this floor that there are papers in 
possession of Senators, ready to be presented to the 
Senate, or to a committee, sufficient to convince any com- 
mittee, or any member of the Senate, that the nominee 
has stated to some of his friends and partisans certain facts 
in relation to the causes of the explosion of the late cabi- 
net, which, if proved, it is admitted, ought to prevent the 
confirmation of this nomination. 

‘The Senator from New York [Mr. Marcy] states that 
‘the does not believe these statements entitled to credit; 
he does not believe that Mr. Van Buren has ever made 
such remarks or admissions to any person.” The Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Craxroyx] proposes to introduce 
the witness on this floor, if desired. 1 shall not look for 
any admissions or confessions of this nominee, to his 
friends or elsewhere, which would criminate himself. 
Since all these offers have been rejected, I ask no further 
evidence. In fact, for myself, no evidence of what my 
duty. would require on an occasion like the present, has 
been wanting since the letters of instruction to our minis- 
ter to England were read in this body nearly two: years 
since, and which I then pronounced disgraceful to the 
country. 

‘The Senator from Maryland (Mr. Sara] has said *¢ that, 
for the instructions given by the Secretary of State to a 
foreign minister, the Secretary is not to be held responsi- 
ble; the President alone is responsible.” Sir, whatever 
may be the views of that Senator, it is no rule for me. E 
bold a very different doctrine. In my opinion, there is 
inot a Senator on this floor, or any other careful observer, 

who has noticed the proceedings of this administration 
from its commencement, who is not fully convinced that 
there had been “behind the throne a power greater than 
jthe throne itself,” which has directed most of its move- 
iments. I will not say there is legal evidence sufficient to 
convict a man before a court of justice; but there is 
enough to produce conviction in my mind, and I sincere- 
ly believe that General Jackson came to this place fully 
determined to remove no man from office, but for good 
cause of removal. lam fully convinced that the whole 
| cc system of proscription? owes its existence to Martin 
Van Buren! That the dissolution of the cabinet was ef- 
fected by his management, and for.his benefit! and that 
ithe hand of the late Secretary of State may be traced dis- 
[tinctly in another affair, which has produced an alienation 
between the first and second officers of the Government; 
land also in relation to the present ‘improved condition of 
ithe pubhc press,” and for the great abuse of the patron- 
lage of the Government! And, sir, I bold him. responsi- 
ible for many acts which T can never approve. But, sir, 
this is not the first time that I have pronounced the in- 
structions given by the late Secretary of State to Mr. 
McLane, then minister to London, and the negotiation 
with the court of Great Britain, on the subject of the co- 
llonial trade, to be degrading and disgraceful to the nation. 
[Sir, it has ever been our-pride and our glory, that, in all 
‘our diplomatic intercourse with foreign nations, we have 
never admitted our country to be in the wrong! nor has she 
‘ever been proved to be in the wrong, before the late hu- 


‘miliating and disgraceful correspondence with the British 
(Government. This is the first time in her whole history, 
‘in which she has ever begged favors of royal bounty. And 
holding, as I do, the author of those instructions responsie 
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ble for this disgrace, I can never advise the President to 
send the author of such instructions as a minister to repre- 
sent the interests of this nation at the same court where 
she has been so disgraced—and I must record, my yote 
against the nomination. 

Mr.. WEBSTER said, as it-is highly probable that our 
proceedings on this nomination will be published, I deem 
it proper to state shortly. the considerations which influ- 
enced my opinion, and will decide my vote. 

I regard this as a very importait and delicate question. 
It is full of responsibility; and I feel the whole. force of 
all that responsibility. While 1 have been in the Senate, 
Lhave opposed no nomination of the President, except for 
cause; and I have at all times thought that such cause 
should be plain, and sufficient; that it should be real and 
substantial, not unfounded or fanciful. 

Lhave never desired, and do not now desire, to en- 
eroach, in the slightest degree, on the constitutional pow- 
evs of the Chief Magistrate of the nation. Ihave heretofore 
gone far, very far, in assenting to nominations which have 
been submitted to us. I voted for the appointment of all 
the gentlemen who composed the first cabinet; I have op- 
posed no nomination of a foreign minister; and I have not 
opposed the nominations recently before us, for the re- 
organization of the administration. I have always been 
especially anxious that, in all matters relating to our inter- 
course with other nations, the utmost harmony, the great- 
est unily of purpose, should exist between the President 
and the Senate, 1 know how much of usefulness such 
harmony and union are calculated to produce. 

tam now fully aware, sir, that it is a serious, a very se- 
rious matter to vote against the confirmation of a minister 
to a foreign court, who-has already gone abroad, and has 
been received, and accredited, by the Government to 
which he ie sent. [am-aware that the rejection of this 
nomination, and the necessary recall of the minister, will 
be regarded by foreign States, at the first blush, as not in 
the highest degree favorable to the character of our Go- 
wernment. 1 know, moreover, to what injurious reflec- 
tions one may subject himself, especially in times of party 
excitement, by giving a negative vote on such a nomina- 
tion. But, after all, Lam placed heré to discharge a duty. 
Zam not to go through a formality--I am to perform a 
substantial and responsible duty. I am to advise the Pre- 
sident in matters of appointment. ‘This is my constitu- 
tional obligation; and J shall perform it conscientiously 
and fearlessly. Lam bound to say, then, sir, that, for one, 
1 do not advise nor consent to this nomination. Ido not 
think it a fit and proper nomination; and my reasons are 
found in the letter of instructions, written by Mr. Van 
Buren, on the 20th of July, 1829, to Mr. McLane, then 
going to the court of England as American minister. 1 
think those instructions derogatory, in a high degree, to 
the character and honor of the country. I think they 
show a manifest disposition, in the writer of them, to es- 
tablish a distinction between his country and his party; to 
place that purty above the country; to make interest at a 
foreign court for that party, rather than for the country; 
to persuade the English ministry and the English monarch 
that they had an interest in maintaining in the United 
States the ascendancy of the. party to which the writer 
belonged. ‘Thinking thus of the purpose and object of 
these instructions, I cannot be of opinion that their author 
isa proper representative of the United States at that 
court. ‘Therefore it is that E propose to vote against his 
nomination. It is the first time, I. believe, in modern di- 
plomacy, it is certainly the first time in our history, in 
which a minister to a foreign court has sought to make 
favor for one party at home against another; or has stoop- 
ed from being the representative of the whole country, 
to be the representative of a party. And as this is the 
first instance in our history of any such transaction, so I 
intend to do all in my power to make it the last. For one, 
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I set my mark of disapprobation upon it; 1 contribute. my 
voice and my vote to make it a negative example,.to'be 
shunned and avoided by all future ministers of the United 
States. if, in a deliberate and formal letter of instruc- 
tions, admonitions and directions are given to a minister, 
and repeated, once and again, to urge these mere party 
considerations on the foreign Government, to what extent 
is it probable the writer himself will -be.disposed to urge 
them, in his one thousand opportunities of informal inter- 
course with the agents of that Government? . - ar 

I propose, sir, to refer to some particular parts of these 
instructions; but, before I do that, allow me to. state, very 
generally, the posture of that subject to which those par- 
ticulars relate. That subject was the state of our trade 
with the British West India colonies. I donot deem it 
necessary now to go minutely into all the history of that 
trade. The occasion does not call for it. AN know that, 
by the convention of 1815, a reciprocity of intercourse ` 
was established between us and Great Britain. The ships 
of both countries were allowed to pass to and from each 
other respectively, with the same cargoes, and subject to. 
the same duties. But this arrangement did not extend to 
the British West Indies. There our intercourse was. cut 
off. Various discriminating and retaliatory acts were pass- 
ed by England and by the United States. Eventually, in 
the summer of 1825, the English Parliament passed an 
act offering reciprocity, so far as the mere carrying trade 
was concerned, to all nations who might choose, within one 
year, to accept that offer. 

Mr. Adams's administration did not accept that offer; 
first, because it was never officially communicated to it; 
secondly, because, only a few months before, a: negotia- 
tion on the. very. same subject: had been suspended, with 
an understanding that it might be resumed; and, thirdly, 
because it was very desirable to arrange the whole matter, 
if possible, by treaty, in order to secure, if we could, the 
admission of our products into the British islands for con- 
sumption, as well as the admission of our vessels. This 
object had been earnestly pursued ever since the peace 
of 1815. It was insisted on, as every body knows, through 
the whole of Mr. Monroe’s administration. He would not 
treat at all, without treating of this object. He thought 
the existing state of things better than any arrangement, 
which, while it admitted our vessels into West India ports, 
still left our productions subject to. such duties there, that 
they could not be carried. l 

Now, sir, Mr. Adams’s administration was not the first 
to take the ground. It only occupied the same position 
which its predecessor had taken. It saw no important 
objects to be gained by changing the state of things, un- 
less that change was to admit our products into the British 
West Indies, directly from our ports, and not burdened 
with excessive duties. ‘The direct trade, by English en- 
actments and American enactments, had become closed. 
No British ships came here from the British West Indies. 
No American ship went from us to those places. A cir- 
cuitous trade took. place through the islands. of third 
Powers; and that circuitous trade was in many respects 
not disadvantageous to us. n pie 

In this state of things, sit, Mr; McLane was sent to 
England; and he received his instructions from the Se- 
cretary of State. In these instructions, and-in relation 
to this subject of the colonial trade, are: found the senti» 
ments of which I complain. What.are they? Let us 
examine, and see. . : 

Mr. Van Buren tells Mr. McLane: t‘ The opportunities 
which you have derived from a partici ation in our public 
councils, as well as other sources of information, will ena- 
ble you to speak with confidence (as far as you may deem 
it proper and useful so to do) of the respective parts 
taken by those to whom the administration of this Go- 
vernment is now committed, in relation to the course 
heretofore pursued upon the subject of the colonial trade,” 
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_ Now, this is neither more nor less than saying, ‘you 
will be able to tell the British minister, whenever you 
think proper, that you, and T, and the leading persons in 
this administration, have opposed the course heretofore 
pursued by the Government and the country, on the sub- 
jectof the colonial trade. Be sure to jet him know that, 
on that subject, we have held with England, and not with 
our own Government.” Now, Task you, sir, if this be 
dignified diplomacy? Is thisstatesmanship? Isit patriot- 
ism, or is it mere party? Isita proof of a high regard 
to the honor and renown of the whole country, or is it 
evidence of a disposition to make a merit of belonging to 
one of its political divisions? 

The Secretary proceeds: ‘* Their views (that is, the 
views of the present administration) upon that point 
have been submitted’to the people of the United States; 


‘You cannot press this view of the subject too earnestly 
upon the consideration of the British ministry. It has 
bearings and relations that reach beyond the immediate 
question under discussion.” 

And adverting again to the same subject, towards the 
close of the despatch, he says: **} will add nothing as to 
the impropriety of suffering any feelings that find their 
origin in the past pretensions ef-this Government to have 

jan adverse influence upon the present conduct of Great 
| Britain.” i 

| Task again, Mr. President, if this be statesmanship? If 
| this be dignity? If this be elevated regard for country? 
t Can any man read this whole despaich with candor, and 
| not admit that it is plainly and manifestly the writer’s ob- 
ject to gain credit with the British ministry for the pre- 
sent administration, at the expense of the past? Certainly, 


and the counsels by which your conduct is now directed 
are the result of the judgment expressed by the onl 
earthly tribunal to which the late administration w 


s i this object appears to me as plain and visible as the sun at 
ly | noon. 
$ as! Lest should do the Secretary injustice, I will read ali 
gate Maota 5 that I find in this letter upon this obnoxious point. ‘Tlfese 
ow, sir, m the first place, there is very little reason to! arc the paragraphs: 
suppose that the first pare of this shape Gb true,in point) < Such fe the present state of our commercial relations 
cree eon Waal pate Which thar that the change ofi with the British colonies, and such thie steps by whieh we 
rough isa hav ; 3 zhi ; 
of Mr. Adams’s conduet. respecting tne subject, OF the Sh i ede A less eont butelie ‘ eu ‘ieee ae 
* E f i ? : : n 
hial trade. Possibly, so much was then said, ona subject; to be regretted, there will be found three grounds upon 
mich eo few anean ood: same depres of impression miy | whieh we are most assailable. Fish in our too long and 
ave been produce it. ut be assured, sir, another} too tenaciously resisting the right of Great Britain toim- 
cause. will be found, by future historians, for this change; | pose Sreteetiig duties af her clibntes.? Second, &e. 
and that cause will be the popularity of a successful sol-| ‘* The opportunities which you have derived from & 
dier, united with a feeling, made to be considerably exten- participation in our public councils, as well as other 
sive, that the preferences of the people in his behalf had! sources of information, will enable you to speak with con- | 
not been justly regarded on a previous oceasion. There fidence (as far as you may decm it proper and useful sc te 
is, sir, very little ground to sey that “the only tribunal to ido) of the respective parts taken by those to whom the 
which the late administration was amenable,” has pro-! administration of this Government is now committed, in 
nounced any judgment against it for its conduct on the/relation to the course heretofore pursued upon the sub- 
whole subject of the colonial trade. ject of the colonial trade. ‘Fheir views upon that point 
But, however this may be, the other assertion in the |have been submitted to the people of the United States; 
paragraph is manifestly quite wide of the facts. Mr. |and the counsels by which your conduct is now directed, 
Adams’s administration did not bring forward this claim. jare the result of the judgment expressed by the only 
I bave stated already that it had been a subject, both of] earthly tribunal to which the late administration was ame- 
negotiation and legislation, through the whole eight years !nable for its acts. It should be sufficient that the claims 
of Mr. Monroe’s administration. This the Secretary knew, | set up by them, and which caused the interruption of the 
or was bound to know. Why then does he speak of it as|trade in question, have been explicitly abandoned by those 
up by pe ie administration, ann afterwards aban- į who first asserted them, and are not revived by their suc~ 
oned by them, anc not now revived? i cessors. H Great Britain deems it adverse to her inte- 
But the most humiliating part of the whole follows:/rests to allow us to participate in the tade with her 
ae re up o acts of the late administration as the cause colonies, and finds nothing in the extension of it to others 
of forfeiture of privileges which would otherwise be ex-'to induce her toa ply the same rule to us, she will, we 
tended to the people of the United States, would, under | hope, be sensible of the propriety of pleeing her refusal 
existing circumstances, be unjust in itself, and could notion those grounds. Toset up the acts of the late adminis- 
fail to excite their deepest sensibility.” i tration as the cause of forfeiture of privileges which would 
So, then, Mr. President, we are reduced, are we, to| otherwise be extended to the people of the United States, 
the poor condition that we see a minister of this great re-| would, under- existing circumstances, be unjust in itself, 
public instructed to argue, or to intercede, with the Bri-| and couid not fail to excite their deepest sensibil.ty. The 
tish minister, lest he should find us to have forfeited our|tone of feeling which a course so unwise and untenable is 
privileges, and: lest these privileges should. no longer be | calculated to produee, would doubtless be greatly agera- 


extended tous! And we have forfeited those privileges, 
by our misbehavior, in choosing rulers who thought bet- 
ter of our own claim than of the British! Why, sir, this 
is patiently. submitting to the domineering tone of the Bri- 
tish minister, I believe Mr. Huskisson--[Mr. CLAY said, 
tno, Mr. Canting.”]—Mr. Canning, then, sir, who told 
us that all our trade with the West Indies was a boon, 
granted to us by the indulgence of England. he British 
minister calls it a boon, and our minister admits it is-a pri- 
vilege, and hopes that his royal Majesty will be too gra- 
cious to decide that we have forfeited this privilege, by 
our misbehavior, in the choice of our rulers! Sir, for one, 
I ¥eject all‘ idea of holding any right of trade, or any other 
rights, as w privilege or a boon, from the British Govern- 
ment, orany-other Government. 

“At the conclusion of the paragraph, the Secretary says: 


vated by the consciousness that Great Britain has, by order 
in council, opened her colonial ports to Russia and France, 
notwithstanding a similar omission on their part to accept 
the terms offered by the act of July, 1825. You eannct 
press this view of the subject too earnestly upon the cone 
sideration of the British ministry. It has bearings and 
relations that reach beyond the immediate question under 
discussion.” 

sí will add nothing as to the impropriety of suifering 
any feelings that find their origin in the past pretensions 
of this Government to have an adverse induence upon the 
present conduct of Great Britain.” 
| Sir, I submit to you, and to the candor of all just men, 
iif Tam not right in saving that the pervading topic, 
| through the whole, is not American rights, not American 
linterests, not American defence, but denunciation of pest 
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pretensions of our own country, reflections on the past 
administration, and. exultation and a loud claim of merit 
for the administration now in power. Sir, I would forgive 
mistakes; I would pardon the want of informations I 
wonld pardon almost any thing, where I saw true patriot- 
ism and sound American feeling; but I cannot forgive the 
sacrifice of this feeling to mere party. I cannot concur 
in sending abroad a public agent who. has not conceptions 


provident course of the late administration, in relation to 
the West India trade, had produced, the late Secretary. of 
State had alluded in his instructions to the change which 
the people of the United States had made, in those who 
administered our Government, in the following language: 
‘The opportunities which you have derived, from a par- 
ticipation in our public councils, as well as other sources 
of information, will enable you'to speak with confidence 


so large and liberal, as to feel that, in the presence ofj (as far as you may deem it proper and useful.so to do) of 


foreign courts, amidst the monarchies of Europe, he is to 
stand up for his country, and his whole country; that no 
jot nor tittle of her honor is to come to harmin his hands; 
that he is not to suffer others to reproach either his Go- 
vernment or his country, and far less is he himself to re- 
proach either; that he isto have no objects in his eye but 
American objects, and no heart in his bosom but an Ame- 
rican heart; and that he is to forget self, to forget party, 
to forget every sinister and narrow feeling, in his proud 
and lofty attachment to the republic whose commission he 
bears. ; 

Mr. President, 1 have discharged an exceedingly un- 
pleasant duty, the most unpleasant of my public life. But 
I have looked upon it asa duty, and it was not to be 
shunned, And, sir, however unimportant may be the 
opinion of so humble an’ individual as myself, I now only 
wish that I might be heard by every independent freeman 
in the United States, by the British minister, and the Bri- 
tish King, and by every minister and every crowned head 
in Enrope, wh le, standing here in my place, E pronounce 
my rebuke, as solemnly and as decisively as E can, upon 
this first instance in which an American minister has been 
sent abroad as the representative of his party, and not as 
the representative of his country. 


Mr. BROWN snid that, unwilling as he had been-to}: 


participate in this discussion, he could not, in justice to 
his own feelings, and to the distinguished individual whose 
nomination as minister to England was then before the 
Senate, refrain from giving utterance to the mingled sen- 
timents of indignation and regret at the course which the 
debate had taken—a course which struck him as at least 
extraordinary, and extremely unjust towards the nominee. 
‘The acrimony with which Mr. Van Buren had been as- 
sailed, the epithets which had been so liberally bestowed 
upon him, required some vindication at the hands of those 
who were favorable to confirming his nomination, against 
the injurious, and, as he believed, unwarrantable charges 
which had been preferred against him, He would bere 
take leave to remind gentlemen that reproachful epithets 
afforded bata poor substitute for argument, and more 
especially when addressed to a body whose deliberations 
should be governed by calm, dispassionate consideration. 
The Senate had been told by the honorable gentleman 
(Mr. Cray] who had preceded him in this debate, that 
Mr. Van Buren, when acting as Secretary of State, had 
disgraced his country, by certain expressions contained 
in his instructions given to Mr. McLane, late minister to 
England, in relation to the negotiation between the Unit- 
ed States and Great Britain, on the subject of the West 
India trade. Waiving all discussion as to whom the re- 
sponsibility should attach, for instructions piven to our 
foreign ministers, whether to the President of the United 
States or to his Secretary of State, he would concede to 
those opposed to the nomination the principle contended 
for by them, that the Secretary of State was responsible 
for his official conduct, to the fullest extent. He knew 
Mr. Van Buren too well, tobelieve, for a moment, that he 
would desire that any shield should be interposed to screen 
him from a proper responsibility; he believed he would 
sooner court the strictest inquiry, than endeavor to escape 
from it. But to return to the instructions. What was the 
language which was deemed so exceptionable? In order 
to remove the impression that a feeling of hostility was 
felt in this country towards Great Britain, which the im- 


the respective parts taken by those to whom the adminis- 
tration of this Government is now committed, in relation 
to the course heretofore pursued upon the subject of the 
colonial trade. Their views upon that point have been 
submitted to the people of the United States; and the 
counsels by which your conduct is now directed, are the 
result of the judgment expressed by the only earthly tri- 
bunal to which the late administration was amenable for 
its acts.” In making this suggestion, Mr. Van Buren had 
asserted what was mast trues public opinion had discarded 
the late administration from power; and the party to whom 
the people of the United States had committed the reins 
of Government, had been, and were then, favorable to 
the proposed arrangement: he could, therefore, recog- 
nise in this no solid objections but to hismind it had more 
the appearance of the captiousness of verbal criticism, than 
any thing else. If there was any thing in the. language 
which he had noticed of a submissive tone, as gentlemen 
had supposed, by proceeding: a little further in the instruc- 
tions, they would have found language which would effect- 
ually have removed all their apprehensions, and shows if 
the late Secretary of State knew how to use the language 
of conciliation, he also knew. how to speak. in .a tone of 
manly firmness when urging the just claims of his country. 

That part of the instructions to which he had reference 
wasas follows: ‘If Great Britain deems it adverse to her 
interests to allow us to participate in the trade with her 
colonies, and finds nothing in the extension of it to others 
to induce her to apply the same rule to us, she will, we 
hope, be sensible of the propriety of placing her refusal 
on those grounds. ‘To set up the acts of the late admi- 
nistration as the cause of forfeiture of privileges which 
would otherwise be extended to the people of the United 
States, would, under existing circumstances, be unjust in 
itself, and could not fail to excite their deepest sensibility. 
The tone of feeling which a course so unwise and untena- 
ble is calculated to produce, would doubtless be aggra- 
vated,” &c. Iere was language firm and spirited, and 
indicating any thing else but a disposition to yield or com- 
promit the honor of the country; and he could but consi- 
der it as extremely unjust on the part of the opponents of 
the nomination to single out detached parts of the instruc- 
tions, without adverting to their general tenor, and view- 
ing them as a whole—the only fair rule to be resorted to 
in the exposition of public documents. 

But to come hack to the charge of disgrace which had 
been so strongly urged and relied upon. How, sir, has 
the minister to England disgraced his country? ‘Where 
was the evidence of the imputed disgrace to be found? 
Was it to be found in the fact that an arrangement had 
been made between the United States and Great Britain, 
in relation to her colonial trade, substantially on the very 
same basis as that proposed under the administration of 
Mr. Adams? And were gentlemen who then approved 
that measure, now prepared to condemn the present ad» 
ministration for having succeeded in forming such an ar- 
rangement with the British Government as the late admi- 
nistration had proffered, and had failed to accomplish? 
Sir, said Mr. B., it appears to me that there lies the rub: 
the objection to Mr. Van Buren, he feared, with some 
gentlemen, was not that he had done too little, but that he 
had done too much. Under his auspices, as Secretary of 
State, a restoration of the West India trade had been ef- 
fected, which the late administration had, by several suc- 
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cessive missions, in vain endeavored to effect for several | [Mr. Brown, ]} and with a view, also, to add something to 
years. : P aer, j what had been said by the honorable Senator from Mas- 
He called on gentlemen who had spoken so pathetically |sachusetts, [Mr. Wevsrin,}] who had placed the question 
of their country’s disgrace, to adduce some proof in sup-| before the Senate in nearly all the aspects in which it had 
port of the charge. When had the American name stood | presented itself to his [Mr. E.’s] mind. 

more honored abroad? Under what administration, from} The honorable Senator from North Carolina has said 
the origin of the Government to this time, had the natiónal i that the treaty negotiated by our minister at London, 
character held a more lofty elevation? There was no civi-| under the instructions which are now the subject of ani- 
lized country, but what American character, American madversion, isa splendid treaty; that it has yielded, and 
institutions, were themes of the highest panegyric; and in | will yield, a golden harvest to our people; and that it is 
none more than in that country with whom this dishonóra- | the success of the negotiation, casting all others in the 
ble transaction is said to have taken place. The lively|shade, which has excited envy and animosity against the 
sensibility which the President had, on all occasions, shown | parties concerned in that brilliant transaction. Sir, said 
to the honor of his country, forbade the supposition that | Mr. E., it is the commen resort of all men, when brought 
he would ever have sanctioned instructions to a foreign | to answer for a misdemeanor, to retort the charge of envy, 
minister by which the character of his country was to be | or enmity, against their aceusers. Pretences of this kind 
compromised. That he had authorized the language of|can always be advanced, though not always sustained; and 
conciliation to be used in the instructions to the minister | when supported by evidence, and not resting on mere as- 
to England, was most honorable to him. From what Pre-|sertion, they are entitled to no weight, except in those 
sident could a spirit of conciliation and courtesy towards | cases in which the accusation to be repelled rests for its 
England come with more propriety, than from him by |support upon the evidence of the envious and malignant 
whose valor in the field her pride had been humbled? accuser. 

There is no mark more infallible, as regards the de-| What has it to do with the question befure the Senate, 
gree of wisdom with which a nation is governed, than the | whether the nominee is the subject of love or hatred—of 
respectability of that nation in other countries. AJ} his- {malice or good will? Here is no room for falsehood, and 
tory will testify to the truth of the remark, that an admi- {little for misconstruction. We have before us, under his 
nistration conducted feebly is contemptible abroad; and | own sign manual, the very paper on which we must acquit 
that which isconducted with wisdom and vigor, never fails}or condemn him. We have it before us here, sir. It will 
to secure respect. Pe go abroad to the nation and the world with the sanction or 

Mr. B. said he would not institute a comparison between | censure of the Senate stamped upon it. Friendship can-~ 
the management of our diplomatic affairs, under the pre-|not brighten, nor envy deepen its shades. Before us, 
sent administration, and that which had preceded it; and jand before the American people, upon its own merits 
it would be from no apprehension that the result would | must it stand or full. Nor does the honorable Senator 
not redound greatly to the credit of the existing adminis- | touch the question under discussion, when he tells us that 
tration. an arrangement effected pursuant to these instructions is 

Mr. Van Buren had, he believed, while acting as Secre- | advantageous to the United States; that it adds to our com- 
tary of State, accomplished more in less time than any of | merce, and puts money in the pockets of our people. E 
his predecessors. Comparatively inexperienced in the | neither admit nor deny his assumptions as to that fact; for 
new station in which he had been called to act, the ease jit is not now a proper time for the discussion of that sub- 
with which he had adapted himself to it, the rapidity with |ject. On another day, on a fit occasion, and with open 
which he had comprehended the arduous and difficult du- ] doors, shall (I trust) this matter be investigated;.and then, 
ties of Secretary of State, bore honorable testimony to his | perhaps, their golden visions will vanish into air. But it 
abilities as a statesman. is not the arrangement to which 1 now object, but the man- 

It had been objected to the nominee that he had intro-|ner in which it was sued for. Let it be, if gentlemen 
duced into the Government of the United States the party | please, a splendid boon, a golden gift, obtained from Great 
intrigues and discipline said to prevail in his own State. | Britain by the superior talents and favor of this subtle Se- 
Without stopping to notice what he considered an unjust |cretary: that gold is bought too dear which is purchased 
reflection on the public character of a great and patriotic |at the expense of our national honor—which is sued for— 
member of this confederacy, he called upon those who | begged for of a British minister—knelt for--prayed for-— 
made the charge to support it by proof. It was honora- before a British or any other earthly throne. 
ble to the reputation of Mr. Van Buren, both public and} But, sir, said Mr. E., this tone of submission, cf sup- 
private, that, when his enemies were asked to furnish evi- i plication, and apology, is not, to my mind, the most eb- 
dence in support of the charges urged against him, |jectionable characteristic of this paper. We have, it is 
they were unable to fix upon him any one of them by the jtrue, since the first formation of our Government, been 
semblance of proof. Possessing talents of a high order, |divided into parties at home. Our people have differed 
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and rapidly growing in the esteem of his countrymen, it 
was not a matter of surprise that he had been marked 
out as the victim of unmerited persecution. 

Mr. B. could conceive of no adequate reason or mo- 
tives for rejecting the nomination of the minister to Eng- 
land. He was peculiarly fitted for the station which he 
then filled. His thorough and intimate acquaintance with 
the commercial relations of the two countries pointed him 
out asa fit and proper representative of our interests at 
the court of Great Britain. The State of New York had 
repeatedly vouched for his character and standing, by be- 
stowing on him the highest civil honors within her gift. 
Mr. B, said he therefore considered it a duty which he 
owed to the country, and to the individual then represent- 
ing us at the court of Great Britain, to vote for confirming 
his nomination. 


in the choice of ther rulers—sometimes on principle; 
sometimes merely as to men; but heretofore, whether in 
peace or war, abroad we have presented an undivided 
front. And never before has there been a solitary in- 
stance in which our dissensions have been sent abroad by 
the accredited agents of vur Government, and urged as 
argument for the consideration of a foreign Power. But 
by this despatch, sir, our family quarrels, our private ani- 
Mosities, which, in common decency, ought to die within 
our own doors, are presented in bold relief, and made the 
subject of earnest representation to the British Crown. 
For what honest purpose is this thing done? Does any 
honest man suppose that the British minister or the Bri- 
tish monarch cares whois at the head of our Government, 
unless they expect to profit by the ascendancy of some 
individual or party? If it were ‘the country, the whole 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said he rose for the purpose of |country, and nothing but the country,” which the Secre- 
replying to the. honorable Senator from North Carolina, |tary sought to benefit by this official act, why did he urge 
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to England (for it mattered not to them) the opinions of, 
the dominant party in this country?” Sir, the American : 
republic-—the nation—~is lost sight of in this despatch, andj 


the minister is instracted to present himself at the British ly.” . What view? Why, 
court as the emissary of those who had come into power, | can--pretensions: have been put down, and we, 


tish ministry.. It has bearings and relations that reach be- 
yond the immediate question under discussion.” 

«You cannot press this view of the subject too earnest- 
that those who favored Ameri- 
who sup- 


as he assumes, because they supported British claims! port British claims, are lords of the ascendant. But why 
against American pretensions. I once more ask the atten- | press this earnestly upon:the consideration of the British 


tion of the Senate to a paragraph of this despatch. 
te The opportunities which you have derived from apar- 


ticipation in our public councils, as well as other sources: under discussion. 


of information, will enable you to speak with confidence | 
(as far as you may deem it proper and useful so to do) of 
the respective parts taken by those to whom the adminis- 

tration of this Government is now committed, in relation 

to the course heretofore pursued upon the subject of the 

colonial trade. Their views upon that point have been 

submitted to the people of the United States; and the 
counsels by which your conduct is now directed, are the 

result of the judgment expressed by the only earthly tri- 
bunal to which the late administration was amenable for 
its acts. 1t should be sufficient that the claims set up by 

them, and which caused the interruption of the trade in 

question, have been explicitly abandoned by those who 
first asserted them, and are not revived by their succes- 
sors. If Great Britain deems it adverse to her interests to 
allow us to participate in the trade with her colonies, and 
finds nothing in the extension of it to others to induce her 
to apply the same rule to us, she will, we hope, be sensi- 
ble of the propriety of placing her refusal on those grounds. 

To set up the acts of the late administration as the cause 

of forfeiture of privileges which would otherwise be 

extended to the people of the United States, would, under 
existing circumstances, be unjust in itself, and could not 
fail to excite their deepest sensibility. The tone of’ feel- 
ing which a course so unwise and untenable is calculated 
to produce, would doubtless be greatly aggravated by the 
consciousness that Great Britain has, by order in council, 

opened her colonial ports to Russia and France, notwith- 
standing a similar omission on their part to accept the 
terms offered by the act of July, 1825. You cannot press 
this view of the subject too earnestly upon the considera- 
tion of the British ministry. It has bearings and relations 
that reach beyond the immediate question under dis- 
cussion,” 

“t will add nothing as to the impropriety of suffering 
„any feelings that find their origin in the past pretensions of 
this Government to have an adverse influence upon the 
present conduct of Great Britain.” 

Can any one read this miserable paragraph, mystified 
and involved asit is, and doubt for a moment as to its inter- 
pretation? “You will be able to speak with confidence 
(as flu’ as you may think it proper and useful so to do) 
of the course pursued by those now in power, in relation 
to the colonial trade.” What is this but saying, in other 
words, to the American envoy, Tell the British minister 
that we who are now in power supported British claims, 
and opposed American pretensions, as to the colonial 
trade; our opinions upon that subject were submitted to 
the American people; and, because we entertained views 
favorable to British claims, and hostile to American pre- 
tensions, the people placed us in power, and prostrated 
our opponents? This is the plain reading of that part of 
the despatch, when stripped of its circumlocution., Is 
this true, sir? And if it were true, is it, I ask, the kind 
of message with which an American minister is to be sent 
to a foreign court--thus to humble and debase. himself, 
and degrade, if not libel, his countrymen—especially to 
the haughty court of Great Britain? 

But this is not all. Warmed with this subject, and 
new light breaking in upon him as he proceeds, the Se- 
cretary closes this paragraph in his despatch with this 
special injunction: ** You cannot press this view of the 
subject too earnestly upon the consideration of the Bri- 


ministry? Because, adds the. despatch, it has bearings 
and relations which reach beyond the immediate question 
And what were these bearings and re- 
lations? On what did this view of the subject bear? To 
what did it relate beyond the simple question of the colo- 
nial trade, if, indeed, it could have borne on that? Sir, 
the motive lurking in the heart of the writer of this de- 
spatch is here disclosed. He stands the self-declared 
representative of a party—holding out, as a partisan, pro- 
fessions of submission and subservience to Great Britain-— 
and claiming, as the reward of his adherence to her inte- 
rests, the concession of privileges which had been with- 
held when treated for in the name and in behalf of the 
nation. The concessions on the one part, and the boons 
and privileges on the other, were not intended to termi- 
nate in the matter then under discussion. No, they had 
béarings and relations which reached beyond, very much 
beyond, them. Do butconvince the British ministry that 
the Secretary is devoted to their will, and the advocate of 
their interests, would they not in turn lend their aid to se- 
cure his advancement? Have they not the same motive 
in giving a President to the United States that Russia 
once had in giving a King to Poland? In his view, it was 
easily done. Let the ministry yield to his solicitations as 
a partisan what they had refused to the manly diplomacy 
of the nation; and ‘let the American people feel, or be 
persuaded that they feel, pecuniary benefits resulting 
from these concessions. Then let the British presses be 
made to teem with praises of the candor, skill, and talent of 
the American diplomatists. The weight of foreign influ- 
ence, with political tactics and party organization at home, 
he might reasonably suppose to be irresistible. And then, 
sir, having reached the summit of his ambition, could he 
not reward his august friend and ally by yielding up other. 
American pretensions to other British claims? Sir, the 
British nation has for a century past held a controlling. 
influence over the politics of Europe. It has been the 
“setter up and putter down of kings.” States and na- 
tions have received their gold, and become their pension: 
ers; and it is not probable, if the lure is thus held out to 
them by our men in power, that they will be slow in seiz- 
ing an occasion to control also our destinies. 

It is for these reasons, in addition to those already 
urged, that I have made up my mind to vote against this 
nomination. Ihave reflected on the subject, deliberately, 
calmly, and, I hope, impartially. The office is high and 
responsible. The stations which the nominee has hereto- 
fore filled, have been elevated and conspicuous. I have 
felt, sir, and still feel, the responsibility under which I 
actin refusing my assent to this nomination; but I refuse 
it without hesitation or doubt. Sir, if a man without for- 
tune and without name, an officer holding some humble. 
post, had sinned as deeply in his sphere as did this nomi- 
nee in his, he would have been suffered, by common con- 
sent, to sink into oblivion, perhaps into infamy. And 
surely our censure should not fall with Jess weight on the 
political sins of the high, than of the humble in station. 

In coming to this conclusion, 1 for one have given little 
weight to the many rumors which are rife in the Jand 
touching the political character and conduct of this nomi- 
nee in other matters than that here developed. Some- 
thing, indeed, it has weighed upon my: mind, that he is 
now, by an arrangement which appears to be his own, 
our accredited minister at that very court to which he 
thus pressed his partisan claims; and where, if he chose to 
do it, he could best mature a project for bringing foreign 
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before ns;-and-in-which-T cannot be deceived... - 

> Mrr POINDEXTER- rose, and. said that an absence of | 
several weeks .frony the Senate, occasioned by indisposi- | 
tion; had,:as-he-was informed, been the cause of some de- 
lay-in the final.action of the Senate on this nomination. | 

He regretted the circumstance, and even now that -he 
was enabled to resume the discharge of his duties, he! 
could. but ill requite the kind indulgence of the Senate, 
in postponing the. question on his account, by any effort 
of his to’ investigate the claims of the nominee to public 
confidence, inasmuch as the delicate state-of his health 
would not permit him to enter at large into the various in- 
teresting topics which had been adverted to in the re- 
marks of the honorable Senators who had preceded him 
in the debate.. : . 

Sir, said Mr: P., I have risen to perform an unpleasant, 
but an. imperative duty, from which I cannot withdraw 
without subjecting my- motives to misconception, or mis- 
representation, in relation to my vote on the question now 
before the Senate. Having nothing to gain by the rejec- 
tion of this nomination, and nothing to hope, should it be 


n the 
event of the successful termination of the struggle... Ac- 
cordingly he was. placed by General Jackson at the head 
of his constitutional advisers, preferring him to other dis- 
tinguished gentlemen, whose support was of longer du- 
ration, and, to say the least, equally. efficient, and whose 
talents would bear an advantageous comparison with the 
most enl’ghtened statesmenin the world. Thus promot- 
eland flattered, wielding,-as he did, the Executive arm 
of the nation, permit me toask, what-was the conduct of 
Mr. Van Buren, then Secretary of the Department. of 
State? Were the honor and welfare of the country, or 
the privity of its character, objects nearest to his heart? 
Was his mind free from the bias of undisciplined ambition? 
or was he exclusively devoted to his own elevation, re- 
gardless of the means, or of the honor of his venerable 
chief, and of the integrity of the party which Brought 
him into power? I cannot answer these grave questions 
by any thing which falls within the scope of my own per- 
sonal knowledge; but if there be truth in facts which have 
been detailed to me by men of the first rank in the nation, 
and which { am bound to believe, until contradicted by 
evidence still more imposing, his whole course was marked 


confirmed, I can feel, Mr. President, no other solicitude | by a systematic tissue of dark and studied intrigue, which, 
on the subject than that which arises from a sense of the |in its consequences, swept into chaos the elements of that 
solemn duty which T owe to my country, and an ardent! patriotic band who fought the battle, and gained the splen- 
desire to.preserve the honor. and dignity of the American did victory, in 1828, which placed on the brow of the hero 
people, free. from the stain of that moral turpitude and|of New Orleans the civic wreath of his grateful coun- 
vicious intrigue which coyer the corrupt Governments ofj try. Discarding all: personal considerations, for 1 have 
Europe with infamy and disgrace. For this purpose, and | neither revenge. nor political. aspirations to gratify, and, 
for no other purpose whatever, either of a personal or/if i had, they would not enter these walls to influence my 
political character, I have endeavored to inform myself, |delberations in matters of national concern, Lask only the 
by all the means within my reach, of the facts and cir-|Lghts of truth to guide me to a decision which shall ac- 
cumstances touching the merits of the individual whose | cord with strict and impartial justice, and secure to me 
nomination is now under consideration. I have adopted) the approbation of an enlightened people, and, what is 
this course the more readily, because it was, Lunderstand, | still more precious, the smiles of an-approving conscience. 
ona previous day, recommended by honorable Senators,| If, then, the friends of the nominee deem the informa- 
in favor of the nominee, in preference to a full and formal | tion which 1 have received, and on which, for the present, 
investigation by a committee of the Senate, which had | f must rely, inaccurate, or susccptible of satisfactory ex- 
been. proposed by an honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. | planation, L invite them, I urge them, in justice to their 
Homes. ]: Mr. Van Buren has been long in the public i friend, to rescue him from every shade of suspicion which 
eye; has filled high and important political’stations, and | may be cast on him, by the appointment of a committee, 
the influence of his public conduct may be traced in every i to`be chosen by this honorable body, who. shall be charg- 
department of the Government.” Whether, therefore, | ed with the duty of collecting all the testimony which can 
his previous acts entitle him to the confidence of the Se-|be adduced either for or against the nominee, and mak- 
nate and. of the: nation, is a question which each gentle-|ing a faithful report of it to the Senate; and if the result 
man must determine for himself; and I claim for myself|should be such as to satisfy my mind that the nominee is 
the humble privilege of presenting a concise summary of]innocent of the unworthy conduct which has been ascrib- 
the grounds on-which I hope to justify the vote which jed to him, my vote will be given in favor of his nomina- 
shall feel bound to give on his nomination. The evidence | tion, with more real pleasure than I ean feel in obeying 
to which I shall refer, and which has operated on my judg-|the dictates of duty, by denying to him my support. To 
ment in this case, is drawn from the history of-the passing such a committee 1 am authorized to furnish the names of 
events of the day, and the statements of persons of high} several gentlemen, high in the confidence-of the country, 
standing agd respectability, whose integrity and veracity | who are ready to testify, on oath, if required, to all the 
no one would presume to doubt, when their names shall i facts which they have authorized me to communicate to 
be disclosed: we, P f the Senate on the present occasion, in a much more en- 

Sir, it is known to ‘all. who have looked into the politi- |Jarged and satisfactory-manner than itisin my power to 
cal movements of the various parties which have contend- give to them. But I must be permitted to remark, that if 
ed for power, within the last five or six years, that Mr. | this invitation is declined by the friends of Mr. Van Buren, 
Van Buren entered the lists as the friend of General Jack- |my vote must be recorded against his nomination, confid- 
sou, long after the commencement of the administration | ing, as I do, in the honorable sources from which my in- 
of President Adams.. Prior to that event, he had lent his; formation is derived. 1 forbear to dwell on the novel and 
influence to a candidate between whom and General Jack- | extraordinary character of the instructions given by Mr. 
son there existed the most deadly hostility. The admi-; Van Buren to Mr. McLane, our late minister to London, 
nistration of Mr. Adams had’ no. charms for Mr. Van Bu-jon the subject of opening the West India trade. The 
ten, und after due deliberation, and a. **judicions” esti- | views presented of the nature and character of these in- 
mate of the probable results, he became the advocate of |structions, by other gentlemen, leave me nothing to add 
General Jackson for the Presidency, in opposition to the | but the expression of my deep regret that, under any cir- 
incumbent, whose prospects for re-election were overcast | cumstances, the Secretary of State, acting, either under 
with doubt and uncertainty, and from whom he could ex-jthe influence of his own passions or prejudices, or by the 
péct no favors, either for himself or his friends. _The|instructions of the President, should deem it compatible 
capital which he brought into the stock of political influ-|with the dignity of his station, or the elevated character 
ence then operating on the Presidential election, was sup- [of his country, to approach the throne of a foreign mo- 
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natch in the style of supplication, asking favors on the 
humiliating assurance that the party to which he belong- 
ed, exercising the powers of Government, were better 
entitled: to his tender mercies than their predecessors in 
office, who, it seems, had been guilty of the crime of de- 
manding, under color of right, from bis Majesty, conces: 
sions in favor of American commerce, which amore en- 
lightened administration, recently brought into power by 
an overwhelming’ majority of the people, were ready to 
abandon’ as unfounded “ pretensions.” Such an appeal 
was unnecessary, and unworthy ofa statesman representing 
the interests and honor of a great and powerful nation in 
its intercourse with foreign Powers, and merits the re- 
proof of this honorable body as. an integral part of the 
Executive. 
But, Mr. President, what is the history of the conduct 
of Mr. Van Buren in reference to his intercourse with the 

hief Magistrate, and those associated with him in the 
administration at the seat of the National Government? 
He entered the councils of President Jackson with sullen 
reserve on his brow, under which he concealed all his 
opinions on the great questions which agitated the nation. 
He seized on circumstances which pre-existed bis induc- 
tion into office, novel in gheir character in this country, 
but familiar at the court of Louis the Fifteenth, in France, 
and of Charles the Second of England, by means of 
which he contrived to “ride upon the whirlwind, and 
direct the storm,” and to render the credulous and confid- 
ing chief, whose weakness he flattered, and whose preju- 
dices he nourished, subservient to all his purposes, per- 
sonal and political. His plans of operation were shrouded 
in darkness and mystery, and executed by the. arm of 
power, nerved by the recent’ development of public 
opinion, for the accomplishment. of his ulterior views, 
which knew no limit short of controlling and directing the 
destinies of the nation, ‘The established practice of every 
preceding administration, to hold cabinet councds, was 
abolished, and the secret machinery of political intrigue 
was put into successful operation, worked by the skill of 
the master spint behind the curtain. No board of con- 
sultation around the green cloth was held, where each 
member was required to unfold his sentiments frecly and 
frankly of menand measures connected with national policy. 

No principles were promulgated as the standard by 
which the people might test the claims of the administra- 
tion to thei confidence and support. Every thing was 
involved in doubt and uncertainty, inorder to catch the 
breeze of popular impulse in whatever direction it might 
set, mul to conform to its overwhelming influence. ‘The 
Southern politician who complained of oppression, was 
soothed, flattered, or threatened, according to the ther- 
mometer which regulated the political atmosphere around 
the walls of the paluce. The monopolists and office hunt- 
ers received assurances to satisfy their utmost wishes and 
expectations, and the doctrines of the tt American sys- 
tein” were adopted and repudiated according to calcula- 
tions founded on a well arranged scale of political profit 
and loss. 

An effort to restore the ancient usage of cabinet coun- 
cils, made by a few of the most devoted friends of General 
Jackson, was repelled with indignation, and the friendly 
interposition falsely ascribed to personal hostility to a par- 
ticular member of his cabinet. “hese gentlemen: have 
ever since been looked on with distrust and suspicion by 
the President. 

‘Thus protected from all interference on the part of his 
associates in power, and. from public animadversion, Mr. 
Van Buren shaped his course to suit the crisis, keeping 
steadily in view his ultimate elevation to the first office m 
the gft of a free people. Possessed, as he was, of the 
unlimited confidence of General Jackson, he very soon 
found free acceys to.his ear, and, by appropriate-advances, 
led hin into excesses and errors, fatal to the tranquility | 
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of the country, without affording the slightest eviderice 
thet he, in any manner, partic:pated in producing tlie te- 
sults which he anxiously desired- to accomplish: The 
prescriptive policy, pushed, as it was, to extremities which 
the public interest did not seem to require, and far beyond 
the practice ofany other Chief Magistrate, has been univer- 
sally attributed to the advice and influence of Mr. Van Bu- 
rei. This system, combined with the whole patronage of 
Government, was, as far as practicable, placed at*his dis- 
cretion, to smooth the way to the ulterior object of his 
ambition. He made himself almost the sole udviser of the 
President during the first two years of his administration, 
and every one who stood in his way was made to feel the 
power of Executive denunciation. To this cause may be 
attributed the unprovoked rupture between the first and 
second officers of this Government; the prostration of 
those noble and high-minded friends to whose unwavering 
exertions and lofty eloquence General Jackson must feel 
himself indebted for his success in the late contest for the 
Presidency; and, finally, the dissclution of the cabinet, 
and the consequent nomination of Mr. Van Buren as 
minister to the court cf London. 

Lhave, Mr. President, been put in possession of a com- 
munication, tracing, with great minuteness, and I have, 
no doubt, accurately, the means resorted to by Mr. Van 
Buren to produce the rupture between General Jackson 
and those honorable men who had accepted his invitation 
to become members of his political family. T forbear ta 
read this paper to the Senate, because of the peculiur mat- 
ters of which it treats; but I hold myself ready to deliver it, 
with the name of the author, to any committee of inves- 
ligation which may be.appointed to embody. the evidence 
on this subject.’ I have also received, froma gentleman 
now in this city, a statement of a conversation held with 
the late Secretary of State; after he had surrendered the 
seals of office, which I beg leave to lay. on the table, as 
the facts it details are intimately conneéled with those 
transactions which have occupied su large a share of the 
public attention, and which I regret to say have never 
been explained in any manner to satisfy the moral feeling 
of the country. Of the writer of this communication, I 
have very little personal knowledge; but he has the most 
respectable testimonials of his good character and con- 
duct; and, I am informed, has been. favorably. known as 
the editor of a jourial in New York friendly to the pre- 
sent administration of the Government. For myself, J do 
not doubt the verity of his statement, and I submit it, 
without comment, to those who desire information on the 
matters to which it relates. 

. Mr. President, in addition to the anbroken current of 
testimony to which I have already adverted, showing 
most clearly the foul means employed by the late Secreta- 
ry of State to appropriate the name and well-earned fame 
of General Jackson to the advancement of his own am- 
bitious projects, and to overthrow all. who obstructed his 
path to poktical power, I fecl it to be my duty to give to 
the Senate the substance of a conversation which ‘took 
place between the President and a member of his late 
cabinet, simultaneously with its dissolution. “Sir, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who made the statement of” this 
interview is too fur'above suspicion to need from me the 
eulogy which his character, public and private, so justly 
merits, - His ejection frem astation which he did not seek, 
the duties of which he discharged with so much credit to 
himself and advantage to his country, isa melancholy evi- 
dence of the frailty of political friendships, when assailed 
by the ruthless intrigues of an ambitious aspirant. But, 
sir, the frowns of a°delinquent friend, clothed with the 
panoply of power, are impotent und harmless, when the 
mtended victim is. protected by the mild radiance of vir- 
tue, and the shield of imperishable honor. The President 
invitéd this gentleman to a private audience, for the pur. 
pose of making known to him the new arrangements; on 
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which he had determined. 
air of diplomatic caution and studied precision. ‘Sir, 
I submit to you two letters, which I have received from the 
Secretary of State and the Secretary of War, resigning 
their respective offices, and ask for them your serious 
consideration.” +< Sir,” replied the astonished Secretary, 
“Iama plain man, and your friend. Our intercourse 
has been of long duration, and you know that diplomacy 
is no part of my character or yours. Beso good, there- 
fore, as to tell me, frankly, what you intend, and what 
you desire of me.” < Then, sir, I will inform you 
that I mean to reorganize my cabinet.” Very well, 
sir, I hope you will profit by the change. I have 
not been your friend for the sake of office, and I 
wish only to be informed whether my conduct while in 
your cabinet was satisfactory to you.” ‘*Sir,” said the 
President, “I have no fault to find with you.” «With 
this assurance,” said the Secretary, “I am contented; but 
allow me to inquire who is to be your Secretary of State ” 
“Mr. Livingston,” was the reply. ‘Who is to take the 
Treasury Department?” «Mr. McLane, now minister in 
England.” —‘* Who will occupy the Navy Department?” 
© Mr. Woodbury.” And pray, sir, who is to replace 
Mr. McLane in England.” ‘Mr. Van Buren.” And so 
the conversation ended. 

The inference which is inseparable from these disclo- 
sures must be obvious to eyery man whose mind is in 
search of truth, and whose judgment is free from the 
“© malign influence” of prejudice. 

The finger of a disciplined intriguer is visible in all the 
various efrurts made to dismiss particular members of the 
cabinet, from an early period after the inauguration of 
General Jackson, until it was effected in 1831. The ob- 
ject cannot be mistaken; and at this day the managers 
scarcely attempt to conceal their fixed purpose of desig- 
nating Mr. Van Buren as the successor of the present 
Chief Magistrate, ‘* nolens volens,” as they are pleased to 
express it. Sir, on what data can we reconcile the prompt 
and unhesitating answer given by the President to each 
inquiry relating to the individuals who were to compose 
the new cabinet, other than a preconcerted and explicit 
arrangement, formed on mature deliberation, and a free 
and full consultation with those whose political opinions 
he was aceustomed to take on all subjects of great and 
absorbing interest to the country! 

Is not the fact as distinctly known to every one acquaint- 
ed with the political movements at the seat of the National 
Government, as any on record, that, for more than a year 
preceding the rupture of the late cabinet, no consultations 
were held, and but a formal intercourse kept up between 
the President and three of his constitutional advisers? It 
cannot, and I presume will not, be denied, that the Se- 
cretary of State had so managed as to occupy the first 
place in the confidence and affections of the Chief Magis- 
trate. The only rational conclusion, therefore, to which 
Ican bring my mind, after a careful and unpartial examina- 
tion of this whole subject, is, that the Secretary of State, 
prior to his own voluntary resignation, had not only ascer- 
tuined that a general sweep was to be made of all those 
whose influence he dreaded, and who could not be induced 
“to bend the Knee to Baal,” but had organized a new 
cabinet, and though last, not least,” bad taken especial 
care to open an avenue through which he might with safe- 
ty retreat, and plant himself in a situation still more com- 
manding in the public eye, and better calculated to acce- 
lerate the consummation of his ulterior purposes.‘ Who 
is to replace Mr. McLane in England?” “Mr. Van Bu- 
ren.” Sir, the time at which this declaration was made is 
very remarkable; it precedsd the publication of the mo- 
dest diplomatic letter of resignation, in which the Secre- 
tary of State attempts to. mystify the causes which had 
operated on his mind, in surrendering the high trust to 
which he had been callid by the President. He artfully 


He commenced with anj 


seeks, in that anomalous communication, to excite the 
sympathies of the American people by pretended self- 
immolation at the shrine of pure, disinterested patriotism. 
He retired to the shades of private life, to disentangle the 
administration of President Jackson, and to restore har- 
mony in his councils! No sinister motive lingered in the 
mind of the unbought patriot—no mission to London in 
the vista—but the noble sacrifice is magnanimously offer- 
ed up on the altar of public good, with the reservation of 
such future rewards as a grateful people might bestow on 
one whose merits could only be excelled by the purity of 
his intentions! Sir, would it be credited by a virtuous and 
enlightened people, that, at the very moment when these 
high-souled sentiments and patriotic professions were un- 
biushingly thrown before the world, the individual who 
appropriated them to himself held the guaranty that, in 
licu of the office which he resigned, he should forthwith 
be created envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotene 
tiary to the court of St. James? And yet the fact is esta- 
blished by the conversation I have quoted, and strongly 
corroborated by the letter of the President, in which he 
reluctantly accepts the resignation. 

Mr. President, J can view this nomination in no other 
light than the result of a systematic course of political 
gambling and intrigue, originating in personal ambition, 
and prosecuted with unrelenting ostracism and proscrip- 
tion on every high-minded statesman in the nation who re- 
fused to subscribe to the articles of faith dictated by this 
nominee, and prescribed asa test by which the patronage 
of the Government should be dispensed throughout this 
widely extended country. The succession to the Presi- 
dential chair must be secured to this court favorite, and 
the means to accomplish this end were placed at his dis- 
posal. Under these impressions, I should be guilty of a 
gross dereliction of duty to the President, and my own 
conscience, by advising and consenting to this nomination. 
I beg to be informed of the necessity of so much haste in 
despatching a minister to London. No negotiations were 
| pending which required the presence of a minister, with 
| full powers, at that court. England was represented here 
‘by a chargé d’affaires. We had a diplomatic agent there 
| of equal grade; and surely the relations between the two 
| nations might have been suffered to remain in this equita- 
| ble condition until the annual meeting of Congress, when 

the advice and consent of the Senate could have been ask- 

ed before the public chest had been opened for the outfit 
i and salary of a minister. 
| The circumstances connected with this unnecessary pre- 
| cipitancy render it obnoxious to the strongest objections, 
jand warrant the conclusion that it was designed to ope- 
| rate on the action of the Senate in their del-berations on 
this nomination. Icannot subject my opinions to the con- 
trol of a premature movement on the part of the Execu- 
itive. Sir, Lam aware that, for this independent exercise 
| of my best judgment, I shall be denounced by the press as 
the partisan of a competitor for the Presidential chair. I 
| spurn theimputation. At my time of life I have nothing 
to hope from the smiles, still less to fear from the frowns 
of any man in power. [honor the man whose heart is 
pure; whose actions through life exhibit lucid proof that 
he is honest in the cause of human liberty; but when Iam 
invoked tu give my sanction to dark intrigue, pclitical ma- 
nagement, and corruption, at the hazard of incurring the 
displeasure of ‘those who feel power and forget right,” 
I willfearlessly and faithfully discharge the trust reposed 
in me by my country, by a firm vindication of the moral 
feeling of the people who compose this young and gigan- 
tic republic. I will reprove and correct the influence of 
vice, by inflicting merited chastisement on all who perpe- 
trate it, 

[Mr. FORSYTH makes no apology for the rough sketch 
he presents of the remarks made by him in the secret ses- 
sions of the Senate on the nomination of Mr, Wan Buren. 


| 
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‘The speeches against. a. nomination having-been, for the ,dicted by his previously expressed. opinion: What; sir, 
first time'in the history of this:Government, thrown before the most_artful man in the world proclaim to-a paltry. edi- 
-tbe people, it is due to the person assailed, that what’ was 'tor that he acted in the manner indicated; to. escape the 
suggested on the other side should be known.) Mr. F. is |storm consequent on the dissolution of the cabinet! - If it 
well aware that, in executing his part of this duty, he*has | had been true; if sach had been his motive, he would have 
done justice neither to the subject nor to himself.}: -= [sought to conceal it’ from: himself... No degree of coni- 
Iregret, Mr. President, said Mr. F., that the-Senator dential intimacy -cotild have tempted-an-artful intriguer to 
from Mississippi [Mr. Porxpzxren] has been-so long:ab-|such a disclosure. The story, ifttruey proves'a:man, whose 
‘sent from his seat, not only because he has been suffering |extraordinary prudence, under all-circumstances, through 
pain, but because, had he:beenhere; he could have escap- | a long life in the stormy: politics of a vexed and turbulent 
-ed the commission:of numerous errors into which he has] State, has gained him the confidence of his friends, and éall- 
been led: . The friends of Mr. Van Buren have not ob-|cd down upon him the charge of consummate artifice from 
structed inquiry into his conduct; they have challenged | his enemies, to be a silly driveller!a: simpleton, opening 
investigation, offered it inevery.and any form consistent |his budget of petty motives to one whose. trade was to 
with the obligations of the Senate to its own character. The|thrive by making himself important by confidential-and 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hormes] shrunk from his own | oracular disclosuresin his unknown journal! 4 
resolution. Tt was laid aside by the votes of those oppos-| Mr. Van Buren stands in a strange condition before us; 
ed, contrary tothe votes and wishes of the friends of those from the beginning of this administration, before he came 
friendly to the nomination... That Senator was distinctly | to the post assigned to him, until the present hour, he: is 
invited by one of the Senators of New York (Mr. Mancy] {held accountable, by a certain description of political men 
to specify any act dishonorable to the character of Mr. jin this country, for all the evil that has been done, andall 
Van Buren, and a pledge given that the inquiry into itjthe good that has been. omitted. ; fee 
should’ be made in the amplest. manner by a committee|. Now, sir, if he is accountable for every: thing, if his 
having all the powers necessary to the establishment: of/ hand is to be traced every where, let him have credit for 
truth. The Senator from Maine was distinetly told by the |the good that has, and the-evil that has not, been done. 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Haxws, ] on what terms| Balance the account of the admitted good and evil imput- 
he could command his vote.: He was toid to cover the/ed, and the result will fill the hearts-of his enemies with 
ground indicated, by proof, and he would join in the con-jthe bitterest disappointment. But, sir, this is not the: 
demnation of the choice of the President. ‘The Senator! justice intended for him. He is responsible for all that is 
from Maine deliberated on this offer, and, after delibera-jcompluined of. Let us see the Senator from Mississippi 
tion, abandoned-his resolution, leaving all to grope thetr|[Mr. Pornpzxrnn’s] catalogue. There were no cabinet 
way to a conclusion, as accident or prejudice might direct |councils.. Did the country suffer. from this: failure. to fol- 
them. A promise was made that he should have a com-|low the example of- late administrations, from this adher- 
mittee if he would venture upon it, and the offer: was|ence to the example of General Washington?.. But there 
deliberately and most unequivocally declined. . Yet, after | was one cabinet council called to sit on a lady’s reputation. 
all this, at thiseleventh hour, the Senator from Mississippi | Indeed: and this-Mr. Van Buren is also answerable for; 
says, if the friends of Mr. Van Buren will solicit a commit- and igs it true, sir, thatthe honorable members of the. late 
tee, he will give us what he has collected, while confined | cabinet, who remained so tranquilly at-théir-posts, enjoy- 
to his sick chamber, and on which his own opinion is|ing all their emoluments and honors with becoming grati- 
formed; and if the committee is not raised, he will, with | fication, suffered themselves to be deprived . of their 
this matter in his pocket, vote against the nomination, in| accustomed rights of a-seat and voice’at the council board 
order to preserve the morality of the nation, endangered |of deliberations on great matters of vital interest to 
by the bestowal of a new office on a gambling politician. |the public, and yet obeyed the beck and call-of Mr. 
“As the friend, personal and political, of Mr. Van Buren, | Van Buren, to sit uponalady’sreputation! Of what stuff 
L reject the liberal offer of the Senator, in defiance of his j| were they made, that they did not ‘distinctly. ascertain: if 
threatened negative upowthe nomination. Let him unite|this restriction of claimed right, and this insulting. call 
with those who, like him, are so anxious to preserve the | upon them to step out of their appropriate spheres, was 
morality of the country by rejecting a man whose most 
odious crime is his rising popularity and transcendent abi- 
lity. ‘The friends of Mr. Van Buren will not degrade him 
by asking a committee to free him from the suspicions en- 
gendered in the Senator’s mind, in his search after correct 
information from sources within his reach. His charac- 
ter wants no such justification. Does the gentleman wish 
to justify his vote? Let him propose a committee; he 
shall have our concurrence. Does he desire to convince the 
Senate? Let him produce the private source. Informa- 
tion which, I venture to say, like the only one he speaks 
of openly, is worthless in the eye of any man who is not 
so embittered by prejudice that be cannotsee trath. This 
letter, by a former partisan, a paltry editor ofa paltry news- 
paper, and to prove what?) ‘Fhat Mr. Van Buren said that 
the late cabinet was dissolved by the conspiracy of the Vice: 
President to drive Major Eaton from the cabinet, and that 
he withdrew. to escape the consequences of the dissolution, 
Sir, Mr. Van Buren.-holds no such conversations with per- 
sons who were once his partisans, and now his enemies. 
But, supposing he had declared, or does entertain, the 
opinion imputed to him:-is ita. crime which. disqualifies 
him for a high office, -that-he believes the charge-made 
and sought to be established by. the: late Secretary of War?. 
If such. be the Senator’s opinion, can he tell us how far the 
exclusion extends? The Senator's letter story- is-contra- 


Vox. VIIL—85 


dent? If the first, why. did they not demand his dismis- f 
sion, and, if refused, indignantly throw their commissions 
in the teeth of the Chief Magistrate? rer 

The omitted ‘cabinet councils, and the single call, were 
no such dreadful offences until obliged- to: follow Mr. Van 
Buren’s-example, andresign. The history of the last year 
establishes the wisdom of the President in calling no cabi- 
net council to deliberate, as there could have been no har- 
mony in their consultations{ and on the single question said 
to have been submitted, the ex-cabinet:have:shown them- 
selves incompetent’ to decide. Heis- not:competent to 
decide on a lady’s reputation, who.throws out of view, on 
the question of how'she: should be treated, her guilt. or in- 
nocence. -Ewill not condescend furtherto refer to the trash 
with which the public presses have been loaded and. pollut- 
ed for months; and unless the Senator from Mississippi has 
better‘ evidence than the’ public has yet seen, the hope of 
implicating’ Mr. Van Buren in the :disturbances that: pre- 
ceded the dissolution of the ‘cabinet, is forlorn: Let us 
see the next crime in the:catalogue of the Senator from 
| Mississippi, [Mr. Porxpexren.]-Mr. Van Buren intrigued 
the dissolution of the late cabjnet, taking care previ- 
ously to secure.a safe and prominent retreat in the mission 
to England. -It-is known to every well-informed man in 
this District, that. Mr. Van Buren, by his admirable tem- 
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per, his conciliating manners, and unwearied exertions, 
kept the cabinet together long after its discordant mate- 
rials were sọ well ascertained, that its dissolution, sooner 
or later, was a matter of common speculation. Sir, no- 
body doubted that the parties could not get on together, 
and. the only surprise was that the President did not 
proceed to restore harmony by the removal of those 
whose disagreements produced the discord. But Mr. 
Van Buren had the unparalleled effrontery to resign on 


trating into the designs and defeating the purposes of his 
adversaries, seeing his rapid advance to public honors 
and popular confidence, impute to art what is a natural 
result of those simple causes. Extraordinary talent, un- 
tiring industry, incessant vigilance, the happiest temper, 
which success cannot corrupt nor disappointment sour; 
these are the sources of his unexampled success—the magic 
arts—the artifices of intrigue, to which only he has resort- 
ed in his eventful life. ‘Those who envy his success may 


motives of delicacy and disinterestedness; and as this mode jlearn wisdom from his example. 


of conduct was so unusual, ithas excited a vast deal of sur- 
mise and wonder. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
POINDEXTER] has, however, satisfactorily to himself, solved 
the mystery. Mr. Van Buren arranged himself into a 


} 


Having disposed of the catalogue of the Senator from 
Mississippi, let me advert to the grounds occupied by a little 
army of objections on the other side of this chamber. How 
many sacrifices of feeling to duty! The honorable Senators 


prominent place before he resigned, and a new cabinet |of Maryland, Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts, Ohio, 


to suit his ambitious views. Now, sir, as to the proof of 
this preconcerted arrangement for his accommodation and 
elevation. ‘The President told somebody, who was a late 
Secretary, that Mr. Van Buren was to goto England, and 
named to him the Secretaries who were to come in; but 
this was after Mr. Van Buren had resigned. In the in- 
terview, it is acknowledged that Mr. Van Buren’s letter of 
resignation was handed to this volunteer repeater of confi- 
dential conversation with the Chief Magistrate. But the 
Senator says it was before the letter was published: 
thence he concludes that Mr. Van Buren had made a cat’s 
paw of the President, for the promotion of his own views: 
a most logical inference truly! -And this new cabinet ar- 
ranged to further Mr. Van Buren’sunholy ambition! Isthere 
aman, woman, or child in the country, who does not know 
and feel that the change has been beneficial to the public; 
that there is now more strength, more virtue, and more har- 
mony, than there was before? Is there any man who will 
hazard his reputation by asserting that the present Secre- 
taries are capable of being made the instruments of any 
man’s ambition, or so subject to the undue bias of indivi- 
dual influence as the late? Partisans are not substitut- 
ed for pure, disinterested patriots; and let me say, sir, 
that more partisans have gone out than have come in. 
But this mission to England was not sought by Mr. Van 
Buren: his friends know that it was pressed on him by the 
President, and that it was reluctantly accepted at the 
earnest solicitations of friends who were satisfied it would 
promote his own reputation, and redound to the honor 
and welfare of the nation. I will not follow, further, the 
Senator’s lead. Long known to measa politician and asa 
man, acting together in the hour of political adversity, 
when we had lost all but our honor—-a witness of his move- 
ments when elevated to power, and in the possession of 
the confidence of the Chief Magistrate, and of the great 
majority of the people, I have never witnessed aught in 
Mr. Van Buren which requires concealment, palliation, 
or coloring—never any thing to lessen his character as a 
patriot and as a man—nothing which he might not desire 
to see exposed to the scrutiny of every member of this 
body: with the calm confidence of unsullied integrity. He 
is called an artful man—a giant of artifice—a wily magi- 
cian. From whom does he receive these opprobrious 
names? From open enemies and pretended friends. In 
the midst of all the charges that have been brought against 
him, in shapes more varying than those of Proteus, and 
thick as the autumnal leaves that strew the vale of Valam- 
brosa, where is the false friend or malignant enemy that 
has fixed upon him one dishonorable or degrading act? If 
innocent of artifice, if governed by a high sense of honor, 
and regulating his conduct by elevated principles, this is not 
wonderful; but if the result of skill, of the ars celare artem, 
he must be more cunnning than the devil himself, to have 
thus avoided the snares of enemies and the treachery of 
pretended friends. 


It. is not possible, sir, that he should have escaped, had 


and Kentucky, are constrained by duty to vote against his 
nomination—andall on public grounds-~-no private feelings. 
Oh no! nothing like it: public duty against private feeling, is 
the order ofthe day. And what is the dreadful public crime 
he, Mr. Van Buren, bas committed? Hear, sir, hear! He has 
degraded the country by giving instructions to the late min- 
ister to Great Britain, Mr. McLane, about the West India 
trade. What instructions? Can it be those on which the act 
of 1830 passed—-those which have been among our printed 
documents for these twelve months, forming part of the 
President’s communication to Congress, of January, 1831? 
Have those honorable gentlemen who are now so shocked 
at the public degradation, so eager to punish the author of 
this national disgrace, been sleeping at their posts--no 
one to cry out to ring the alarm at the dangers to which 
the public honor was exposed——no one to interfere to pre- 
vent the United States from being placed at the footstool 
of the British throne? Quietly witnessing the consum- 
mation of the crime, passing an act with the knowledge 
of these instructions, to secure the boon which they 
now see was begged in the name of party from the Bri- 
tish crown, we are now electrified by bursts of indigna- 
tion at this first act of degradation in the history of Ameri- 
can diplomacy. What a spectacle is here! How long is 
it since he who was the instrument to bow us down before 
Great Britain, was unanimously confirmed to a post of 
honor and important trust? But the instrument by whom 
he was ordered to act, isto bear the punishment. The 
author of the instructions, he by whom they were given, 
is too high to be reached at present; the author of the 
crime, he who ordered it, eseapes—he who commits it, 
by order, goes free; he who conveys the order, answers 
for both, and upon his head falls all the indignation of 
these incensed Senators, acting upon public grounds, and 
reluctantly performing a painful—painful—duty! 

Well, sir, to this degradation. It is found in the instrue- 
tions to Mr. McLane; and, to make out their case, the hon- 
orable Senators from Massachusetts and Kentucky have 
given usa sketch of the history of the West India negotia- 
tion. Both brought down their narratives to the taunting 
reply of Mr. Canning to Mr. Gallatin, given during the 
late administration. From this point, both these honora- 
ble Senators found it convenient to slide, no, sir, to leap, 
over all intervening events to the instructions to Mr. 
McLane. With permission, I will fill up this little unim- 
portant chasm. The terms of the British act of Parlia- 
ment not having been accepted by the United States, 
American vessels were excluded, by an order in council, 
from the British West India ports. Why this important 
interest was neglected, we have been just told by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, ‘the late administration were ignorant 
of the act of Parliament, until it was casually seen by 
them.” «sjt was not officially communicated by the Eng- 
lish Government to our Government.” <‘ Even when we 
were colonies, we were not bound by British acts of Par- 
liament, unless specially named in them.’ Indeed! Isit 


he been otherwise than pure. -Those ignorant of his un-|possible that the late administration did not know an act of 


rivalled knowledge of human character, his power of pene- 


Parliament affecting important interests? Where were all 
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our accredited: ministers. and commercial agents in Great 
Britain, that this. Government was -not informed of this 
_ measure, known to all Europe, and taken advantage of by 
most of the Powers interested in it! But it was not of- 
cially communicated to us. Well, sir, was. it officially 
communicated to any other Government, interested. in its 
contents as we were? ; : Px pt eae 

The. British Government, L apprehend, would have con- 
sidered such a communication a gross. reflection upon our 
accredited agents. ‘It would have compelled them to say, 
in effect, we communicate to you an act, supposing. your 
agents are too negligent. of their duty to send it to you. 
What were our ministers andagents about? How were they 
employed, that they did not send to their Government 
this important information? , 

- But the last excuse is worse than.all. - Even when colo- 
nies, we were not bound .by acts of Parliament in which 
we were not named specially. -What a discovery! and it 

_ 3s concluded from this wise recollection, that we are not 
now bound to take notice of. acts of Parliament. not spe- 
cially and officially communicated to us. I imagine we 
are not bound. by them, communicated to us or not, but 
we are bound to know all those touching our interests, and 
any administration is severely reprehensible for ignorance 
of them, and for. failing to attend ta those that bear injuri- 
ously upon the interests of the people. The act was, how- 

“ever, at last known; and when Mr. Gallatin presented 
himself to negotiate, with instructions to waive all claims 
that were formerly presented, and had prevented an ar- 
rangement, he was tauntingly told, you have lost your day 
in court~the privilege, the boon offered, had not been se- 
cured by accepting the conditions; we have taken. our 
course; negotiation is not our plan. Well, sir, what said 
the administration, of which the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky formed a part? There was an act of Congress, 
requiring, on the shutting of the British West India ports 
against us, an interdict by proclamation. Smarting under 
this taunting refusal to negotiate, what was done? The 
execution of an act of Congress positively directing the 
proclamation, was suspended by Executive authority for 
two months before the meeting of Congress, and during 
the whole succeeding session, to see if Congress, who had 
been prevented the preceding session from legislating, 
the administration preferring the eclat of a negotiation, 
could not legislate the Executive out of the difficulty into 
which he had placed the country by. negligence, or, if 
the Senator from Kentucky pleases, ignorance of the act 
of Parliament. We all know how that effort terminated. 
The two Houses disagreed about the mode of effecting 
the purpose; both, however, willing to take the privilege 
on the conditions proposed by Great Britain. 

The Senate passed a bill; the House, under the influ- 
ence of the Senator from Massachusetts, amended it, and 
the question was, whether one or the other oblique path 
should be trodden. The session terminated without legis- 
lative enactment, and. then, and not till then, the procla- 
mation of interdiction was issued. Thus, sir, smarting 
under the taunt of the British minister, our administration 
left the whole trade in the hands of Great Britain for six 
or eight months, sought to cover itself from censure by 
invoking legislative interposition, and then was compelled 
to act on the suspended statute. The interdict being pro- 
claimed, the trade stood upon the very advantageous foot- 
ing, according to the Senator’s judgment, which we have 
lost by the negotiation. Notwithstanding we were enjoy- 
ing such eminent. advantages, the late administration, in 
spite of the taunt, directed Mr. Gallatin to try again to 
procure what is now disparaged, by opening the door of 


ministry ander circumstances humiliating in the extr: 
If a gentleman should goa second time to a hous 
proprietor of which, speaking from his window, had direct 
ed his porter to deny him to the visiter, his visit would have 
beensomewhat like Mr. Barbour’ssecond call. Yes, sir; yet 
the humiliation was vain; the second as fruitless as the first. 
-Such:was the condition. of this question. when, General 
Jackson. was placed at the-head. of the . One. of 
the first objects of his administration. was the recovery. of 
the British West India trade, an arrangement. of it upon 
terms of just reciprocity, satisfactory to both parties, and, 
therefore, promising to.be permanent. Mr. McLane was 
selected to go to England, and these múch abused instruc- 
tions prepared by-the late Secretary of State. Let it be 
remembered, sir, these are instructions from the President 
of the United States to the American minister, never in- 
tended for the eye of the British Government, and which, 
in no.country but ours, would ever have seen the light. 
The opening of this negotiation was the chief difficulty. 
To remove it, two grounds are taken. It will be re- 
membered that our refusal to accede to the terms of the 
act of Parliament was made the ground of refusing to treat 
with Mr. Gallatin and Mr. Barbour, both of whom went 
prepared to offer an arrangement by reciprocal legislation, 
taking the act of Parliament as the British legislation. To 
obviate the difficulty, after a fair ‘and full history of the 
transaction, these suggestions are presented to Mr. McLane, 
to be pressed, so far as he might deem it useful and prò- 
perso todo. If the British persist in refusing to hear you 
on this subject, remind them of the circumstances that 
have occurred; of the- difference of opinion. among our- 
selves.on it; of the abandonment by the administration ‘of 


those pretences that. had prevented:an, adjustment of it; 
that they are not to be again-brought forward; that, the 
past administration was not amenable to the British Go- 
vernment, nor to any other than the people of the United 
States, who. had passed upon all their acts. Say to the 
British, if it makes pretensions formerly. advanced. the 
pretext for still declining to negotiate, the sensibility of 
the American people will be deeply awakened; that the 
tone of public feeling, by a course so unwise and -untena- 
ble, will be aggravated by the known fact that Great Bri- 
tain had opened her colonial ports to Russia and France, 
notwithstanding a similar omission on their parts to accede 
in time to the terms offered by-the act of Parliament. 
And this, sir, is represented as the language of. entreaty, 
asthe begging of a boon. This menace of the public in- 
dignation; this declaration that the late administration was 
neither to be censured nor praised by foreign nations; was 
amenable for their conduct to no earthly tribunal but the 
people of the United States, is tortured into a claim of 
privileges, on party. grounds, for party purposes, and asa 
disgraceful attempt to throw upon a previous administra- 
tion unmerited disgrace, for the sake of currying favor with: 
a foreign Power, and that Power, of all others, Great Bri- 
tain. Great Britain could not resist this frank, and open, 
and manly appeal.. Committed by their concession.in fa- 
vor of France and Russia, and the ministry distinctly told 
by Mr. McLane that he would not remain if they declined. 
negotiation, or placed their refusal upon any other ground 
than an open declaration that their interests could not per- 
mit.them to entér into a reciprocal engagement with the 
United States, the English cabinet reluctantly yielded; and 
then came the most odious feature in this transaction, that: 
which has sharpened the intellect of the opposition, to dis- 
cover dishonor in truth, anda want of dignity in a frank 
exposition of facts—its crowning success. Mr. McLane 
re” and Mr. Van Buren, under General. Jackson, succeeded 
negotiation after it had been shutin his face. He wasjin. effecting an object of public solicitude, that Mr. 
‘again repulsed. But this humiliation wasnot enough. Mr. Adams, and Mr. Clay, and Mr. Gallatin, and Mr. Barbour, 
Barbour- was sent to London, and he too had his instruc- could not. obtain. . -The country was humiliated by the 
tions, and went, cap in hand, ‘knocking at the closed door preceding administration, without success; hence, the 
‘for negotiation: Sir, he Knocked at the door of the British [charge against Mr. Van Buren; hence the overwhelming 
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_anxiety to prove that the success of the late negotiation 


haa beermpurchiased by humiliation. The British cabinet 
desired not to make the arrangement; it interfered with 
great J nterests, and if they could, without a manifest 
and ‘unjust distinction to our prejudice, they would have 
declined admitting the United States to the privileges 
granted to the other maritime Powers. Notsatisfied with 
his condemnation of Mr. Van Buren’s instructions, the Se- 
nator from Kentucky attempts to show us, by referring to 
another letter of instructions, how this affair should have 
been conducted, consistently with his ideas of national honor 
and dignity. The letter from which he has read to the 
Senate extracts, is, I think, signed H. Clay. Will the 
Senator tell us who is responsible for it? If he is, then he 
exhibits himself in the singular position ofa man triumph- 
antly contrasting the work of his own hands with that 
of a rival author. The Senator knows that there were 
two other instructions, written by himself, of a subsequent 
date, oné to Mr. Gallatin, after Congress failed to legis- 


How does he make this appear? He alleges that Mr. 
Van Buren charged the late administration with being the 
first to advance the pretension it subsequently abandoned; 
and this he declares is untrue, the pretension was set-up 
before the late administration came into power. Now, 
sir, as I read this paragraph, Mr. Van Buren does not 
charge the late administration with being the first to ad- 
vance this pretension. The Senate will recollect this is 
a letter to Mr. McLane, whose personal knowledge is ap- 
pealed to, and who must have understood the writer as 
alluding to a fact of general notoriety; the words are 
*<those who first advanced,” &c. have subsequently aban- 
doned. Can any man mistake the meaning—the mean- 
ing perfectly in accordance with the fact? The preten- 
sion was advanced by the use of the famous elsewhere in 
our act of Congress; an act known to have been penned 
by Mr. Adams, who had previously occupied the ground 
covered by it, in his instructions to Mr. Rush. It was 
Mr. Adams who first advanced and abandoned this ground. 


late, and another to Governor Barbour, neither of which | The credit or the odium, whichever term belongs in jus- 
is before us, and, therefore, not to be contrasted with Mr. |tice to the act, attaches to Mr. Adams, and so Mr. McLane 


Van Buren’s work. Iam content to abide by the result 
of a contrast of the instructions he has condemned with 
those he has quoted. 

Let us see how the gentleman’s letter will stand the test 
of examination. Mr. Gallatin, he says, was not instructed 
to abandon a right; we were to be at liberty at a more 
convenient season to resume it. Mr. Gallatin was to give a 
strong proof of our desire to conciliate by a temporary con- 
cession of what we had previously claimed throughout the 
whole negotiation. Was Mr. Gallatin instructed to say 


to the British Government, this is atemporary concession? |fame and power. 


could only have understood it, and so must the Senator 
from Kentucky, if he examines with a desire to understand 
it in the spirit of the author. There are considerations 
connected with Mr. Van Buren, if I deemed it consistent 
with his honor, that I could present to those that hear me, 
that would not fail to make a deep impression upon their 
minds. ButI ask no remembrance of his forbearance, 
no recollection of hismagnanimity. I appeal to no one to 
imitate his mildness, and courtesy, and kindness, in his de- 
portment here, nor to judge him as he judged his rivals for 
I demand for him nothing but justice— 


No, sir, he was authorized to waive the claim, and make jharsh, harsh justice. 


an arrangement on the British basis. Put this into plain 


Mr. CLAY (in reply to Mr. Forsyru and other gentle- 


language, and what wasit? Strip it of its diplomatic dra-;men) observed that a doctrine had been advanced much 


pery and verbiage, 
an abandonment of a pretension which, though we had 
supported by argument, we were resolved not to enforce 
by power. Sir, this covering up of a plain truth is the 
common trick of diplomacy; it deceives no one; and had 
Mr. Gallatin presented these conciliatory concessions, they 
must have been received as a virtual and total abandon- 
ment of our pretensions. The honeyed words of right, 


waived from a conciliatory spirit, and with the hope of |he performs. 


corresponding friendly dispositions, would have been re- 
ceived with a sneer, lurking in the official~-artificial smile 
of a——thorough bred diplomatist. The Senator insists, 
however, it was aright, and nota pretension. If it was 
a right, why was it waived or surrendered? For concilia- 
tion sake. Why, sir, we were the offended party; Eng- 
land had taunted us; England “had-refused once, twice, 
thrice, to negotiate, and yet to conciliate England we 
were waiving a well grounded right! For what purpose 
were we thus conciliating? To place the trade on its pre- 
‘sent ‘footing, to the great injury of the navigation and 
commerce of the United States. Such is the view now 
taken by several honorable Senators who-have favored us 
with their opinion on this subject... The present adminis- 
tration waived no right for conciliation sake, sacrificed no 
principle. It stood upon the truth, and the truth only; and 
whatever may be the custom of others, and the ordinary 
usages of diplomacy, the administration was right. Nations 
fold themselves in the robes of falsehood, and swell and 
“strut in vain—-to preserve an.air of dignity and decorum. 
No nation ever was just to its own character, or preserved 
its dignity, that did not stand at all times before the world 


‘in the sober and simple garb oftrath. Sir, the character 
‘of our diplomacy has undergone a marked change; we 


are no longer preténders to skill and artifice; all our wiles 
are facts: and reasons, all our artifice truth and. justice. 
The honorable Senator tells us that this instruction is false, 
or else it proves Mr. Van Buren to have been criminally 
ignorant of what it was his duty to know. 


and it is neither more nor less than | more important in its consequences than the nomination 


under consideration. It had been maintained that the 
instructions, so often adverted to, were the President’s 
instructions; that he alone was responsible for them; and 
t@at the Secretary of State stood in no manner amenable 
on account of them. This doctrine was directly at war 
with the genius of alfour institutions, which suppose every 
public functionary to be responsible for every official act 
This responsibility runs through our entire 
system, and attaches to every officer of Government, 
from the highest to the lowest. If the President sanctions 
instructions emanating from the Department of State, 
undoubtedly he also is responsible for them; but this can- 
not screen the Secretary of State from his share of the 
responsibility. Is not the Secretary of State impeachable 
under the constitution? Suppose he is guilty of ‘treason, 
bribery, or other high crimes and misdemeanors,” could 
he not be impeached by the House of Representatives, 
tried, and convicted? And would it beany defence that 
the crime was committed by the command of a President? 
If he is directed to perform an act forbidden by law, orre- 
pugnant to the national honor, he can withhold his signa- 
ture, and surrender the seals of office. It is remarkable 
that it appears there were no cabinet consultations when 
these instructions were given; and, consequently, Mr. 
Van Buren’s responsibility was greater. 1] have been 
asked if I considered myself liable for the instructions 
which I gave, in conformity with the directions of the 
President, when 1 wasin the Department of State? Most 
certainly. I never gave an instruction, or prepared a 
diplomatic note, without a full consciousness of the re- 
sponsibility under which T acted. 

It has been argued that the real cause of the objection 
to this nomination is the mortification which is felt at the 
success of this administration in recovering the colonial 
trade, and its general success in the management of our 
foreign affairs, when contrasted with the previous admi- 
nistration. With respect to the value of the colonial trade, 
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under the arrangement* which has been made, and ‘its 
effects upon our navigation and commerce, I hope that 
anopportunity for an ample discussion of them will occur, 
when it will not be difficult to show that what has been 
done is decidedly more disadvantageous to us than the 
previous state of that trade. But what is the arrange- 
ment? There is no treaty, no.compact, nothing obliga- 
tory upon Great Britain. ‘The operation of an act of the 
British Parliament has been simply extended to our in- 
tercourse with the British colonies: What we have: gotten 
proceeds from the breath of a British -Parliament, and 
the same breath can take it away whenever they please. 
Let us look at the other vaunted instances of the diplomacy 
of this administration. The residue of our claims on 
Denmark, for which indemnity was not obtained under 
the late administration, have been satisfied. But Mr. 
Wheaton. was engaged in negotiations respecting them 
prior to the termination of that administration. A treaty 
is understood to have been made with Turkey. But the 
information which led to the negotiation was procured 
during the late administration, which had actually com- 
menced a negotiation, and would, in all probability, have 
conducted it to a successful conclusion, if it had remained 
in power. A treaty has been signed and concluded with 
Austria by the present administration. But that treaty, I 
believe, word for word, was negotiated and prepared for 
signature by the Austrian minister and myself. A day 
had even been appointed to proceed to the signature, 
when the caution of the Austrian minister prompted him 
to refer the treaty to his Government for its approbation. 
The French treaty, providing for the satisfaction of the 
claims of our citizens on France, has been concluded 
during this administration; but: the whole world knows 


that it has proceeded from a fortunate conjuncture.” If ite 
had not been for the revolution of July, we should pro- 
bably-not have obtained the treaty. - S ta ot. 
Now, under the last administration, let us see what was 
done.: It concluded at Washington treaties with Guate- 
mala, Denmark, and the Hanseatic cities, founded on the 
most liberal: principles, and forming models for future 
treaties: It made treaties abroad with England, and the 
Emperor of the Brazils, with Sweden, and-with Mexico, the 
latter of which remained to. be ratified by the Mexican 
republic. . It adjusted the difficult subject with. England 
relating to satisfaction for slaves taken daring the late war. 
During that. administration indemnity was obtained for 
claims of American citizens, on: Colombia, ‘the Brazils, 
Denmark, Sweden,* and Russia. In respect to the in- 
demnity from Russia, I request permission of the Senate to 
relate an. anecdote which reflects ‘so. much honor: upon 
the late Emperor Alexander. Baron Maltitz being one 
day inthe Department of State, Icasually observed to -him 
that I thought the Russian Government had not treated us 
well respecting that claim; that it had been repeatedly, 
during a long course of years, brought before that Go- 
yernment; that we could get no answer to our represen- 
tations; and that we were at least entitled to a decision 
one way or the other. He communicated this conversa- 
tion to his Government; the Emperor Alexander, as I was 
subsequently informed, sent for the papers, personally in- 
spected them himself, and directed the payment of the 
claim. It was accordingly adjusted and settled by Baron 
Tuyll and myself by an exchange of diplomatic. notes. 
The gentleman from Georgia contends that the late ad- 
ministration submitted to indignities from: the British Go- 
vernment; and that'it repeatedly knocked at’ the door of 
the British minister at London, to renew the negotiation, 
without gaining admittance. The gentleman is mistaken. 
After the refusal of Mr. Canning to treat of the colonial 
intercourse, an elaborate despatch was, on the 11th of 
November, 1826, transmitted to Mr. Gallatin, containing 
a vindication of the whole course of our Government, in 
which, without retaliating on Mr. Canning’s sarcasms, the 
honor, good faith, and character of our Government are 
maintained, whether with ability or not, it does not be- 
come me to pronounce. In that despatch Mr. Gallatin is 
told: ‘ What may be the nature of the proposals which 
you are authorized to make, upon the renewal of the ne- 
gotiation so confidently anticipated, it is not now proper 
should be communicated to the British Government. 


* There is a statement in the published speech of Mr. 
Surru, which, if he made it inthe Senate, did not attract 
my attention. He says he asked me whether the terms 
proposed by the British act of Parliament of July, 1825, 
were satisfactory; and that I said I ‘f considered they were 
all we could ask.” Now, I am perfectly confident that 
the Senator’s recollection is inaccurate, and that I never 
did say to him that the terms proposed by the act were 
all we could ask. It is impossible I should have said so. 
For, by the terms of the act, to entitle Powers not colo- 
nial (and of course the United States) to its privileges, 
those Powers are required to place the commerce and 
navigation of Great Britain (European as well as colonial) 
upon the footing of the most favored nation. That is, 
if we had accepted the terms as tendered on the fuce of 
the act, we would have allowed British vessels all the 
privileges which we have granted by our treatics of reci- 
procity with Guatemala and other Powers. The vessels 
of Great Britain, therefore, would have been at liberty 
to import into the United States, on an equal footing with 
our own, the productions of any part of the globe, 
without a corresponding privilege on the part of our 
vessels in the ports of Great Britain. It is true that the 
King in council was authorized to dispense with some of 
the conditions of the act, in behalf of Powers not pos- 
sessing colonies. But whether the condition, embracing 
the principle of the most favored nation, would have been 
dispensed with or not, was unknown to me at the time 
the Senator states the conversations to have happened. 
And, long after, Mr. Vaughan, the British minister, was 
unable to afford any information as to the act of Parlia- 
ment. That very authority, vested in the King, demon- 
strates the necésuity there was for further explanation, if 
not negotiation. ws 

With respect tothe note from me to the Senator, which 
he says he received accompanying the draught of the dill 
introduced by him, it would be more satisfactory if he 
would publish’ the note itself, instead of what he-repre- 
sents to be an extract. H. Ce 


* My belief was, and I so stated, that Mr. Hughes was 
instructed to aid Mr. Connell, the agent of the claim- 
ants against Sweden, to procure indemnity. Mr. Hughes 
was instructed and charged with a negotiation for the 
claims of our citizens on Denmark, in which he was assist- 
ed by Mr. Connell, the agent of the claimants there also. 
Having had no recent access to the Department of State, 
it is possible 1 was mistaken as to the fact of Mr. Hughes 
being especially instructed in respect to the Swedish 
claims, and that I confounded the two negotiations. In 
point of fact, however, Mr. ‘Hughes, either under his 
general instructions, the particular instruction given by 
Mr. Adams, or as incident to his diplomatic character, did 
aid, and, by his address, essentially aid, Mr. Connell in the: 
liauidation of the Swedish claims. My by ek 

It appears that the present Secretary of State, at the 
instance of an individual member of the Senate, has under- 
taken to furnish a copy of instructions transmitted to a 
foreign minister, and to negative the existence of other 
instructions, so far as the records of the department would 
enable him to negative their existence. Hitherto, in- 
structions have been. only communicated to Congress 
upon the calls of that body, or voluntarily by the Execu- 
tive. ,'They have been sometimes. even refused to one of 
the Houses of Congress. HOC 


- shut their. ears.” 
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Respect for ourselves, no less than for that Government, 
forbids that we should obtrude upon their consideration 
proposals against which they haye deemed it proper to 
Mr. Barbour succeeded Mr. Gallatin; 
but. he was not, according to my recollection of his instruc- 
tions, charged*-with any renewal of the negotiation. No 
man was ever more tenacious of the honor of his coun- 
try than the late President, and he would have been the 
last to have authorized a degrading or derogatory solicita- 
tion to renew the negotiation. It is alleged that he fore- 
bore for a long time to issue his proclamation interdicting 
British vessels, coming from the colonial ports, an entry 
into our ports. The situation of that administration was 
peculiar. During a great part of it, the opposition had 


the majority in Congress. At the session of 1825-6, Con-| administration. 


| 


Gallatin, already cited, he was informed that the whole mat- 


gress had taken up the subject of the colonial intercourse, 
although it failed to pass alaw. In the despatch to Mr. 


splendid public works, and its enterprise and intelligence. 
But I must pronounce my abhorrence of the practice to 
which I allude, no matter with whom it originated, whe- 
ther friend or foe, or by whom it may be continued. It 
has been carried by the present administration to a most 
odious extent in Kentucky. Almost every official in- 
cumbent, who voted against the present Chief Magistrate, 
and who was within the Executive reach, has been hurled 
from office; whilst those who voted for him, have been 
retained, no matter how long they had been in their 
stations. It is not practised in Kentucky by the State 
Government, when in the hands of the opposition to this 
i Very lately, Governer Metcalfe has ap- 
pointed to one of the three highest judicial stations in the 
State a supporter of this administration. The gentleman 
appointed is a nephew of the gentleman from Maryland, 


ter would be communicated to Congress. It wascommuni-;[Mr. Saxrs,].and although highly respectable and emi- 


cated at the session of 1826-7. Could the President with 


sion? 
to legislate in respect to the colonial trade, the President, 
without hesitation, issued his proclamation, in conformity 
with the existing law. 


The gentleman from Georgia further contended hail 


the withdrawal or waiver of the demand, on the part of 
the late administration, of the admission of our produce 
into the British West Indies on the same footing with 
similar produce from the British colonial continental ports, 
was equivalent to the abandonment of the pretension 
made by the present administration; and that it was a mere 
difference of diplomatic phraseology. But I cannot agree 
with the gentleman. The withdrawal or waiver of the 


demand was a concession, the operation of which would | ministers abroad is secondary, not primary. 


i 


propriety have issued his proclamation during that ses-; 
Shortly after its close, Congress having omitted į 


nent in his profession, he is not more so than twenty other 
lawyers in the State, belonging. to the opposite party. 
The Governor also renewed the appointment, or commis- 
sioned several gentlemen opposed to him in politics, as 
attorneys for the commonwealth. And, recently, the Le- 
gislature appointed a president of one of the banks from 
the ranks of the friends of thisadministration, and several 
other officers. : f 

Mr. FORSYTH said, I have no desire to pursue this 
argument with the Senator from Kentucky. Iam content 
to leave it where it stands, with this explanation of my 
opinion of the responsibility of the Secretary of State. 
He is, like every officer of the Government, responsible— 
punishable for his offences by public reprobation and judi- 
cial sentence. His responsibility for instructions to our 
In giving 


have been temporary, limited tu the duration of the treaty, |dishonest, dishonorable, or treacherous instructions, he is 
in which it was expected the negotiation would terminate. | punishable as an accessary, not as principal. It is impos- 
Upon the expiration of the treaty, the right would have jsible not to understand that the Senators who have repro- 
revived, and might have been insisted on in future nego-|bated Mr. Van Buren, hold him as the principal, as the 
tiations. Moreover, it was expected that equivalents!prime mover, not as the agent of the President. Ido 
would have been obtained, and especially some provision | not seek to shield him under the President’s name or of- 


for our trade on the St. Lawrence and the Sorrel. But 
when the demand is abandoned as an unsustainable pre- 
tension; when our Government is denounced for having 
brought forward such a pretension, and too long and too 
tenaciously clung to it, how can we ever hereafter assert 
it? With what face can an American negotiator again put 
forward the demand? Tt could only be done by following 
the bad example of one administration, disavowing to a 
foreign Government the acts of its predecessor. - 

The more J reflect upon these instructions, the stronger 
am I convinced of their reprehensible nature. If there 
be one point, more than ail cthers of which all Govern- 
ments, whatever may be their form, are justly most jealous, 
it is that of a foreign interference in domestic affairs. 
But of all Governments, republics should guard with the 
most assiduous care against such interference. All histo- 
ry, from the days of Greece and Philip, proclaims that 
this is the point of most danger. But these instructions 
invite the attention of the British Government to the fact 
of our dissensions, present it as a topic for consideration, 
for persuasion, for deliberation. When that Government 
is thus legitimately put in possession of the fact, do we 
not know that the transition from deliberation upon those 
divisions to action is short and perilous! 

The gentleman from New York {Mr. Marcy] supposes, 
in adverting to the practice of proscription which I un- 
derstood prevailed with the dominant party in his State, 
that I had reflected upon the character of that State; and 
he alleges that the practice has existed for thirty years, 
with every dominant party, and was rigorously exercised, 
many years ago, by my friends. Nothing was further 
from my intention than to reflect, in the smallest degree, 


iren. 
lof parties in that State will not allow of such a restricted 


ihe enjoys. 


fice. What belongs to his place, let him answer for. He 
was, like Mr. McLane, an agent in the commission of this 
imputed offence. He stands to the President as the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky did to the late President, as Mr. Jef- 
ferson did to General Washington. 

Mr. F., in the discussion of the Senate, did not under- 
stand that he was supposed to have charged the late 
administration with designing to degrade the United States 
in the negotiation with Great Britain on the West India 
trade. Had such been his impression, he would have de- 
clared, as he now declares, that he had no such design. 
He concurs with pleasure in the remark of Mr. Cray, 
that there isno manin the Union who would be more un- 
willing to countenance what he believed to be an act of 
degradation to his country, than John Quincy Adains. 

Mr. MARCY said, I will trouble the Senate with a few 
words in answer to what has just fallen from the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky. He did not intend, he as- 
sures us, to apply his animadversions to the whole State 


[of New York, but only to the dominant party there—the 


political friends of the minister to London, Mr. Van Bu- 
But, sir, the state of facts relative to the conduct 


application. If there has been any thing censurable in 


‘that respect, the honorable Senator’s own political friends 


must come in fora full share: if any distinction is to be 
imade, it cannot be in favor of those whose good opinion 
A recurrence to facts will show that pro- 
\scription—if it is to be called—-enters more deeply into 
‘their practice when they get power, than it does into the 
practice of those who are selected as the particular ob- 
jects of attack. 1 could refer to recent instances to verify 
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the assertion. Give them success only in a single city, 
and the work of removal from office at once begins. They 
leave very few ‘spared monuments;”” almost all are 
swept off--from the highest to the lowest-—-down even to 
the lamp-lighter. The truth is, sir, the political friends 
of the Senator from Kentucky are not converts to the 
liberal doctrines he has avowed on this occasion. If they 
have ever heard of them, they heed them not. 

After all, Mr. President, it is quite. evident from what 
we have heard, in relation to the conduct of parties in 
Maryland and elsewhere, that: New York does not differ 
from other States. Political men in all of them have the 
same passions, and are actuated by like motives, and only 
differ in conduct by reason of some difference in their cir- 
cumstances. Where there is alternation of success and 
defeat, there will be removals—e¢alled restoration or re- 
taliation by those who use power, and proscription by 
those who feel it. ° a 

If the honorable Senator understood me to speak of 
only one office holder, a single spared monument, as he 
called it, friendly to the late administration, being retain- 
ed, he had misapprehended me. » The number of changes 
‘made in that State is small;-and I can assure him that, 
notwithstanding the ferocious and proscribing policies as- 
cribed to us, he has many friends’ now enjoying offices 
under both the General and State Governments: more 
than that, sir, Mr. Van Buren has been censured by some 
of his own political frierids, for having counteracted, as 
they suppose, the efforts which have been made, in some 
instances, to effect changes. 

So far as my observation has extended, I can discover 
no sort of resemblance between the condition of actual 
office holders opposed to the administration, and that 
‘which has been described. They were portrayed asa 
class of men in the most abject state of fear and trembling, 
not daring to speak but in whispers on public affairs, and 
even under restraints in their social intercourse. They 
may present themselves or be presented in this light to 
the honorable Senators, but Iam sure they are not so pre- 
sented to others, for that is not their true condition. Their 
political predilections and sentiments are not restrained 
by fear, or expressed in whispers; their opposition is open 
and active, and sometimes noisy, and yet they remain in 
undisturbed possession of their offices. 

I must again allude to the grounds of the removal of 
some subordinate officers by the present administration, in 
order that it may be understood upon what principle the 
act is vindicated, and to repel the charge of wanton pro- 
scription. The necessities of the late administration were 
such that it compelled these officers to become partisans 
in the struggle. Many of them mingled in the hottest of 
the fight; they were paragraph writers for the newspa- 
pers, and the distributors of political handbills, and there- 
by exposed themselves to the vicissitudes to which those 
ave always exposed for whom the political contests in free 
Governments are waged. If among this class of officers 


+ 


there was more mortality attendant upon the late conflict, | or 


| 


He advocates the liberty ofi struct.” 


it wad because there was more disease. 

The Senator from Kentucky has denounced removals 
from office as a violation of the freedom of opinion and the 
liberty of speech and action. 
speech and action. He advocates a course of. conduct 
towards political opponents, characterized by great mode- 
ration and forbearance, and, what is more, he professes to 
have conformed his ‘actions ‘to his precepts: We all of 
us, I believe, admire these liberal sentiments, and feel dis- 
posed, in our abstract speculations, to adopt them ‘as the 
rule of our conduct... The theory is, indeed, beautiful; 
but, sir, do we put them-in practice when brought to ‘the 
‘experiment? I would-ask the honorable Senator if he 
Kas himself practised them, “I will not'say he ‘has not; be- 
cause he assures us he has; but T will say that some part of 
his:conduct has exposed him to a strong suspicion of hav- 


ing départed from the path which he now points’ out’ as 
the true one, and of having wandered into that which he 
now thinks it is so censurable for others to have pursued,- 

It will be recollected, sir, that there is considerable pa- 
tronage attached to the Department of State. To itap- 
pertains the selection ‘of the newspapers in which the laws 
of the United’ States:‘are ‘published. I well remember 
that while that honorable Senator was atthe head of that 
department, and when: the fortunes*of the late. adminis- 
tration began to-wane, the patronage of: publishing’ the 
laws was withdrawn from certain ‘public journals, which 
‘had long enjoyed it. "What was the cause of this. change, 
this removal from office, L believe I may call it? It was 
not a violent and vindictive opposition to the existing ad- 
ministration. Some of these journals had  sorcely 
spoken in whispers against it. No, sir, it was for luke- 
warmness—for neutrality--a want of zeal in the’ cause of 
the administration was alleged to be the offence; pro- 
scription was the punishment. Where was then that 
sacred regard for the freedom of opinion and the liberty 
of speech and action which we now hear so highly ex- 
tolled? Was not this an attempt to control public opinion 
through the medium of the press, and to bring that press 
intoa subserviency to the views of the men in power? 

Sir, I wish not to be misunderstood. I have not alluded 
to these things for the purpose of ‘accusation. I do not 
even complain of the manner in which the honorable Se- 
nator used the patronage entrusted to him; but I do com- 
plain that he has seen fit to bring before this body the 
conduct of a political party in New York as a theme of 
reproach and animadversion, when its conduct is not dis- 
tinguishable (except for more moderation and tolerance) 
from that of his own personal and political friends in that 
State; when its conduct does not differ from that pursued 
by political men in other States; and when it has a justifi- 
cation, if it needed one, in the honorable Senator’s own 
example. i ; 

Mr. SMITH had spoken in the debate on the nomination 
of Martin Van Buren several times. The whole of -his 
remarks, are, however, embraced in the following speech: 

Mr. President: I have said ‘that the Secretary of 
State is not responsible for instructions given’ by order of 
the President;” that the President is the only responsible 
person known to the constitution. In England, agreeably 
to its constitution, the King can do no wrong, and his 
advisers are held responsible to Parliament.. Our consti- 
tution is different, as I understand it. The law which 
created the State Department, in 1789, is that under 
which every Secretary has acted, and must continue to act. 
This law says: “The Secretary for Foreign Affairs shall 
perform and execute such dutiesas shall from time to 
time be enjoined on, or entrusted to him, by the President 
of the United States, (agreeably to the constitution, ) rela- 
tive to correspondences, commissions, or instructions to 
or with public ministers or consuls from the United States, 
or to negotiate with public ministers from foreign States 

Princes; and, furthermore, that the said principal offi- 
cer (Secretary of State) shall conduct the business of 
the said department, in such manner: as the President of 
the United States shall, from time to time, ‘‘ order or in- 


Such, Mr. President, is the law: The Secretary can 
do no act’ without the direction of the President; and 
whatever he directs, (if agreeably to the’ constitution, ) 
the Secretary, under the oathhe takes, must perform. 
What is the oath? ‘* Well and faithfully to execute the 
trust committed to him.” What is that trust? Obedience 
tő the’ instructions of the President in all cases where th 
constitution is not to be violated... l 

I have, Mr: Président, been.‘thirty-nine years in’ Con- 
gress, and this is the first occasion Ihave ever heard any 
other construction seriously urged, than. ‘that the in- 
structions given to ministers abroad are the act of the 
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President.” All the instructions I remember, commence 
thus--“‘I am instructed by the President to give you the 
following views, &c. &c.,” or words to that effect. I well 
remember a case in point, which transpired while I was in 
Congress more than thirty years past. I was called from 
my seat by the then Secretary of the Navy. He asked 
me what the House of Representatives were doing. I 
replied, that they were discussing the report of Mr. Pick- 
ering. Do the House consider it as the report of the 
President or Secretary of State? It is considered as the 
act of the President, who sent it; and how could it other- 
wise be considered? I come, said the Secretary, from 
Mr. Adams, to request you to say that he disavows it, 
and trusts that the House will consider it as the act of Mr. 
Pickering, and not as his (Mr. Adams’s) act. 

{ returned into the House of Representatives, and, in 
the debate, took occasion to comment upon the report, as 
severely as the report reflected upon Mr. Gerry for re- 
thaining in France. I was called to order three times. I 
then asked the Speaker in whatrespect I was out of order. 


McLane! What! a native American, the son of a distin- 
guished officer of the revolution, bow. and cringe at the 
feet. of any man! I can assure that Senator that Mr. 
McLane is not made of such pliant materials. No, sir; 
Mr. McLane came to the point at once. He asked for 
what was right. He set up no silly pretensions. He 
frankly demanded what his country required. The min- 
istry tried to avoid a negotiation, as they did with Mr. 
Gallatin. But, sir, bis firmness and frankness conquered 
the reluctance of the ministry to enter into a negotiation. 
He convinced-them that they had departed from a rigid 
construction of the act of Parliament of July, 1825, in 
the cases of France, Russia, and Spain; they could not, 
therefore, in justice, he asserted, refuse a similar depar- 
ture, in the demand of equal justice to the United States. 
He frankly told them that he had come for the sole pur- 
pose cf opening the colonial trade, and that, if not indulg- 
ed in a negotiation, he would return home. Call you this 
bowing and cringing at- the feet of the British ministry? 
Is there any cringing in the despatches of Mr. McLane? 


He replied, ‘you must consider the report as the act of| No one will say there is. ‘The truthis, Mr. President, and 


the President; for the Executive had made it his by send- 
ing it to the House.” I answered, that the President 
disavowed it, and therefore I could not treat the report as 
the President’s. I took my seat. An appeal from the 
Speaker’s decision was had, and the vote of the House 
sustained the opinion of the Speaker, by a large majority; 
thus establishing that the President was responsible, and 
not the Secretary, for acts done under his authority. In 
the case before us, the President gave his directions; the 
instructions were put into form by the Secretary; the 
President read and approved them, and they were de- 
livered to Mr. McLane. How do we know but that the 


it ought to be known to the people, that the front of the 
offence is, the negotiation has completely succeeded 
under the instructions given by Mr. Van Buren, and as 
completely failed under those of another-~a crime that 
never can be forgiven by the opponents of General Jack- 
son. They will never pardon him for his succeeding in 
all the negotiations in which the preceding administration 
had completely failed. For instance, the late administra- 
tion had attempted-and failed, in all the following im- 
portant objects, namely, in the claims on France; in the 
opening of the Black Sea to our commerce; in making a 
treaty with Mexico; in obtaining from Colombia a reduc- 


paragraph, which has offended the delicate sensibilities of| tion of the duties on our produce and manufactures, and 


gentlemen, had been actually dictated by the President? 
i do not think it atall improbable, and, if so, is it not an 
act of gross injustice to make Mr. Van Buren responsible 
forit? The paragraphs so frequently alluded to in de- 
bate are substantially true; I admit they mightas well have 
been omitted. 

Some one has said that he did not believe that General 
Jackson had ever read the instructions. Little does that 
Senator know of the President, if he believes so. I can 
assure that Senator that the President read, and carefully, 
too, the instructions to Mr. McLane, andapproved them.* 
I wish that Senator would converse with the President 
upon any of our national affairs; and he will certainly find 
that the President is as well, and I might say better, in- 


in equalizing the duties charged on our trade with those 
charged to England. In all these matters, there was a 
complete failure by the one, and complete success by the 
other administration. The successful negotiations were 
under the instructions of Mr. Van Buren. How then can 
Mr. Van Buren be pardoned by those who had failed? Itis 
true that the convention with Denmark and the Brazils, for 
| seizures, had been closed, or nearly so, when the present 
administration came into office. Payment by Sweden was 
effected by Mr. Connell, the agent of the claimants, with- 
out any instructions having been received by the chargé 
d’affaires. The chargé acted, he told me, as a private 
friend of the agent, and succeeded. 

(The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray, j in a subse- 


formed, than himself, on any thing done in any or all of| quent speech on this subject, remarked, that he had 


the departments, and on all matters relating to our foreign 
affairs. Atleast, I have found him so; in all matters as 
well, and insome much better, informed, than I am. He 
is known, by his friends, to be particularly well informed 
in every thing that relates to our foreign relations. 

A Senator from Maine (Mr. Hormes}] has said that 


«Mr. McLane was sent to bow and cringe at the feet of 


the British minister.” That Senator knows little of Mr. 


* Since the above speech was delivered, I have seen 
and conversed with the President, and have been autho- 
rized to say ‘that the objectionable paragraphs alluded 
to in the debate were dictated by him to Mr. Van Buren; 
that they were his act, and not the act of Mr. Van Buren;” 
and I have been subsequently. informed, by a Senator 
from Tennessee, that prior to his leaving home, to assume 
his station in the Senate, the President had told him that 
he (General Jackson) would, on all occasions of conse- 
quence, require the opinion of his cabinet in writing, 
thus (as the Senator understood him) dispensing with 
cabinet meetings. The fact, then, of not calling his cabinet 
together, was the-President’s own act, and not in conse- 
quence of the advisement of Mr. Van Buren, as has been 
so repeatedly affirmed. — 


himself instructed Mr. Hughes, the chargé d’affaires to 
Sweden, to attend to the claims of our merchants against 
Sweden, and that the Senator from Maryland (Mr. Suri] 
was either mistaken or misinformed. Mr. Smith made no 
reply, but addressed a note to the Secretary of State for 
information, whether Mr. Clay, when Secretary of State, 
had ever given the instructions which he asserted had 
been given by him to Mr. Hughes. The reply of the 
Secretary of State contradicts the averment of Mr. Clay 
on this point.—See note at foot of the speech. | 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] has charged 
Mr. McLane with having done injury to the navigating 
interest, by the opening of the St. Lawrence and the 
Northern ports to our free intercourse; thus transferring, 
as he said, the carrying of the produce of Michigan, Ohio, 
New Vork, Vermont, and Maine, to British ships, which 
would otherwise have been carried by our own ships. I 
believe the farmers of those States do not complain. They 
know that their produce, sold in Montreal, is received 
| here free of duty, and is carried to England, Ireland, and 
the West Indics, as if it were the produce of Canada. _ It 
is of little importance to them whois the carrier, provided 
they get anadditional market, and a better price for their 
produce. 1 regret, Mr. President, that I cannot give the 
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credit of that important act to Mr. McLane, He, how- 
ever, had nothing to do with it. It formed no part of his 
arrangement. The opening of that intercourse, for cer- 
tain articles of our produce, had been done gratuitously 
by the British Government, in 1826, prior ‘even to the 
attempt at the negotiation by Mr. Gallatin. Now that act 
must have beén known. It could not fail to have been 
known to the Senator, [Mr. Cuax.]-then the Secretary of 
State.. Why, then, does he now charge it as a fault-com- 
mitted by Mr. McLane, who had no more to. do with it 
than the man in. the moon? Nor had Mr. McLane any 
thing to do with the act.of Great Britain, passed subse- 
quently to the arrangement made by him; by which act, 
other. articles of our produce are admitted free of duty 
into the Northern colonies, and from thence are received 
in England and the West Indies, as if they were the pro- 
duce of the Canadas. The Senator | Mr. Crax] complains 
that the produce of our farmers, bordering on Canada, is 
received in England on equal terms wich those of Canada, 
thus giving a new market to a part of their articles, with- 
out which other markets might be overstocked. ` The Se- 
nator [Mr. Cray] has truly said that the wheat of the 
States bordering on the Canadas passes into Canada, is 


there ground, and the flour shipped to British ports, as if 


it were the produce of the wheat of Canada. This has 
been the spontaneous act of Great Britain, adopted for 
her own interest, and is most certainly highly beneficial to 
our farmers. An immense number of sheep, hogs, horses, 
and cattle, are driven annually from Maine to Quebec, 
and New Brunswick. The farmers and graziers of Maine 
differ in opinion with the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Cuax,] and are really so simple as to believe that their 
free intercourse with Lower Canada and New Brunswick 
is highly beneficial to them. Whether the intercourse 
with the Br.tish North American colonies be beneficial, 
or whether it be injurious, the present administration, nor 
Mr. McLane, had little part in it. Jt had been effected, 
in part, before the arrangement was concluded, and soon 
after for another part. It formed, as E have previously 
said, no part of the arrangement with Great Britain, and 
this fact must have been known by the Senator, [Mr. 
Cuay,] for he then acted as Secretary of State. We 
have for nearly half a century been claiming the free 
navigation of the St. Lawrence as a natural right. It has 
at length been gratuitously conceded to us by Great Bri- 
tain, and now the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 
complains of it as a grievance. 

The Senator [Mr. Cray] also complains that the in- 
structions state «that the late administration had aban- 
doned certain pretensions.” The Senator admits that 
these pretensions had been waived. ‘The Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Forsyrn] has contended that there is no 
difference in substance between these words. F leave 
this grave question to be settled by those learned Senators, 
and will proceed to show what those pretensions were, 
and which 1 can hardly restrain myself from pronouncing 
were puerile in the extreme. 

During the session of 1822, Congress was informed 


that an act was pending in Parliament, for the opening of 


the colonial ports to the commerce of the United States. 
In consequence, an act passed, authorizing the President, 
in case the act of Parliament was satisfactory to him, to 
open the ports of the United States to British vessels, by 
his proclamation. The act of Parliament was deemed 
satisfictory, and a proclamation was accordingly issued, 
and the trade commenced. Unfortunately for our com- 
merce, and I think contrary to justice, a treasury circular 
issued, directing the collectors to charge British vessels 
entering out ports with the alien tonnage and discrimi- 
hating duties. This order was remonstrated against, (Í 
think, ) by Mr. Vaughan. The trade, however, went on 
uninterrupted. Congress met, and a bill was draughted in 
` 1823, by Mr. Adams, then Secretary of State, and passed 
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both “Houses, with little, if any debate. “I voted for“it, 


believing that it met, in. a spirit of reciprocity, the act’ of 


Parliament. This bill contained, however, one little word, 


‘s elsewhere,” which completely defeated all our expec- 
It. was noticed by no one. ‘The Sénator from 
Massachusetts: [Mr.. Wester] may have «inderstood its 
If he did so: understand it, he. was ‘silent. The 
effect of that word “elsewhere” was to assumé: the pre- 
tensions alluded to in the-instructions. “What were they? 
“That the produce of the United States should be re- 
ceivedin the West Indies, on payment of the same duties 
as were payable on the produce of the North American 
colonies.” © The British minister said, ‘“as ‘well might we 
ask that our sugar should be received free of duty, as’ is 
the sugar of Louisiana.” os i EAE IR 
The result was, that the British Government shut their 
colonial ports immediately, and thenceforward. ‘The act 
of 1822 gaveus a monopoly of the West India trade. It 
admitted, free of duty, a variety of articles, such as In- 
dian corn, oats, Indian meal, pease, beans, &c. &c. ` 
The British Government thought that we entertained a 
belief that they could not do without our produce, and 
by their acts of 27th June and Sth July, 1825, they opened 
their ports to all the world, on'terms far less advantageous 
to the United States than those of the act of 1822; and 
these are the pretensions which the instructions say had 
been abandoned ‘by the late administration. They were 
abandoned, Mr. President, by the following words in the 
instructions to Mr. Gallatin: ** That the United States 
consent to waive the demand which they have heretofore 
made of the admission of their productions into British 


colonies, at the same ‘and no higher rate of duty as similar 


articles’ are chargeable with when imported from one 
into another British colony, with the exception of our 
produce descending the St. Lawrence and the Sorrel.” 
Now, sir, whatever difference there may be between the 
words waiver” and ‘abandonment,’ in common pàr- 
lance, it is in this-case a complete abandonment in diplo- 
matic language. What, in simple truth, is, afterall, the great 
ground of objection? Itis this. Mr. McLane has made 
an arrangement conformably to the preceding instructions 
from Mr. Adams to Mr. Gallatin. Hine tlle: lachrymz. 

The dissolution of the late cabinet, Mr. President, has 
been charged upon Mr. Van Buren; and-what is there 
at home or abroad that we have not heard charged to him? 
The elder Adams changed all his cabinet, except the Se- 
cretary of the Navy. They change was approved by the 
democratic party, and disapproved by the aristocracy of 
the day. A change of the cabinet is, therefore, nothing 
new. We now grieve and lament over the late change, 
and yet never was a cabinet more traduced than the late 
one, by the whole body of the opposition throughout the 
Union. The cabinet certainly was such a one as did not 
meet the views or approbation of the friends of the 
administration. ` They regretted in silence the selections 
which the President had made. The gentlemen selected 
were honest and honorable men. They were my political 
friends, and, I may say, some of them were my personal 
intimates. Their dismissal has done no harm to the nation. 
The new cabinet is (L believe) more acceptable to all par- 
ties. The members of it are known to bé competent to 
the special duties of their several departments, and equal- 
ly so as advisers in the great affairs of the nation. What 
is it to the people whether A, B, Č, or D, be at the head 
of affairs? All the people ask, is, that- their duties shall 
be well performed, and that they act in harmony. But 
the present President has held no cabinet councils for 
two years, and: Mr. Van Buren is charged as being the 
adviser. of the President to that course. Is this mode 
new? I believe not-~I think General Washington held no 
cabinet council during the first two years of his adminis- 
tration, and 1 remember well a discussion in strong terms, 
against the President’s holding them, on the ground of 


1363 GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER — 1364 


a a O 
SENATE.] Executive Proceedings. / (Jaw. 1832. 


. their being unconstitutional. I think that General Jack-/act in his possession, and handed it to me. I asked him 
son was at that time a member of Congress, and perhaps} whether the terms proposed were satisfactory. He said 
he then imbibed.the opinion that. cabinet counéils were|that he considered they were all we could ask. I then 
not conformable with the constitution. Reasoning thas,}observed, why not issue a proclamation under our acts, 

. I must believe that the not assembling his cabinet was his|and thus open the trade? He replied that he would pre- 

,,own act, and not in consequence of the representations of| fer negotiation. J asked, why? for what will you nego- 
Mr..Van Buren. The unpardonable crime of this gentle-|tiate? We have nothing to do but to give our assent, 
man has always been that the President has great confi-|and the trade is at once opened. I had the act printed, 
dence in his talents and abilities, which all will admit hejand handed a copy to Mr. Adams, who had never seen it 
possesses in an eminent degree. . fbefore. He agreed that the terms were satisfactory. I 

‘The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WEBSTER] says, |then pressed him to issue his proclamation, and told him 
that ‘‘instructions showing a difference of opinion in the|that if he did not, I should be compelled to introducea bill. 
dominant party with that of the defeated party, had never|He remarked that he wished I would do so, and that he 
been given by any Government.” Į ask, Mr. President, | would not only sign it, but sign it with pleasure. I did 
on what ground does the Senator make that assertion? | prepare a bill, under the order of the Senate; and doubt- 
Few nations, if any, except our own, have ever published | ful whether it might be correctly drawn, so as to effect 
the instructions to their ministers. - We, therefore, cannot| my object, I sent it to the then Secretary of State, [Mr. 
know what has been done. But I hardly think it possible that] Crax, } with a request that he would correct it if neces- 
such instructions never have been given. They are natural, | sary. He replied, in writing, to this effect: «that the bill 
and were for Mr. McLane alone, and never shown by him| was draughted to meet my object; that it was so doubtful 
to any person. But I infer from Mr. Hartley’s language | whether it were best to act by law, or by negotiation, that it 
to our commissioners at Paris, when treating for a peace, | was indifferent which course should be adopted.” The bill 
that he must have had some such instructions, ashe would|was opposed by Mr. Lloyd, who, it was believed, had 
not otherwise have talked of a change of ministry, asjthe confidence of the Executive. It failed to become 
holding out a fairer prospect of ultimately leading to ala law, I believe from want of time to act upon it. The 
general peace. . Senator [Mr. Crax} has said Mr. Canning had observed 

Mr. Van Buren has also been charged with being the|that even if the bill had passed, it could not have been ad- 
father of what has been improperly called the ‘‘ proscrip-| mitted as satisfactory. This observation may have arisen 
tive system:” or, in other, and more appropriate lan-|from its being imperfectly drawn, or from some other 
guage, ‘the removal from office.” Where is the proof?|cause. Perhaps the British minister expected that the 
None can be produced: all is surmise and conjecture. 1{ President would have opened our ports by proclamation, as 
act on no such ground. . When an assertion such as this| be, Mr. Canning, knew that the President possessed full 
is made, I want proof of its being well founded. But 1| power to do so, under our acts of 1823 and 1824, both of 
absolutely deny the charge, and will offer unquestion-| which we know had been draughted by Mr. Adams when 
able proof of the correctness of the denial. The charge|Secretary of State. 
cannot possibly be substantiated, unless the Senator] Ihave deemed itnecessary, Mr. President,to make these 
who made it can satisfy this Senate that Mr. Van Buren/ remarks in relation to the colonial trade, as a reply to the 
could be at Albany and Washington at one and the} observations on this subject which have fallen from the 
same time. I will simply state the facts. Mr. Van Buren | Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crar.] 

was at Albany acting as Governor of the State of New| Norz.—The following letter, and accompanying ex- 

York when the extra session of the Senate meton the 4th | tract from another letter, on the same subject, have been 

March, 1829, ithink he, Mr. V. B., was nominated on the | received from the Secretary of State- i 

A Ue e a err Drranrxr ot Sears 
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occasioned by removals from office, Of these officers, | Mashngton, doniiary 30,1832: 

Mr. Van Buren could know nothing. The advisers to 

this course, if there were any, were the members of the| 

cabinet then present. Mr. Van Buren could know but 
few of those removals, or of those appointed. I well re- 
member that I saw Mr, Van Buren in Baltimore after my 
return home, and therefore conclude that it must haye 
been at least a month between the time of his appoint-!in them, in relation to the then claims of our citizens upon 
ment and his arrival at Washington. I think, Mr. Presi-| the Goyernment of that country, is given in the subjoined 
dent, that I have proved that Mr. Van Buren could not/extract of a letter from Mr. Adams to him, dated 17th 

have been the father of what is improperly called the} june, 1819. 

“t proscriptive system;” a system adopted by some of the} I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

States of this Union both before and after this administra- EDWARD LIVINGSTON. 


tion came into office. For myself, I am opposed to re-| motrat of a letter from Mr. Adams, Secretary of State, to 


movals from office for opinions declared. . But, sir, I Sis, i 
would remove any officer who made use of his office to Mr: Hughes chargé Paffaires of the United States at 


force inferiors to act contrary to their wishes. I would , : 
yemove every postmaster who had been known to frank : DELARTMENT or Stare, June 17, 1819. 
tthe coffin handbills,” or any other abusive papers of} ‘* The President has been absent from the seat of Go- 
either of the candidates. Few removals of consequence | vernment, on a tour tothe South and West, since the 30th 
have been made in Maryland. Ithink four in Baltimore, | March. His return to this place, in the course of two or 
where the most important offices are. One of these re-| three weeks, is expected. Since his departure, Mr. Rus- 
movals I regretted-—it proceeded from the best feelings ofi sell’s latest correspondence with the Swedish Govern- 
the heart. ` . ment, on the subject of the Stralsund claims, has been 
Before I finish my remarks, Mr. President, } will notice | received, as well as that which followed Mr. Russell’s tak- 
what passed between the then Secretary of State[Mr.Cxar]|ing leave of the court. _ Itis painful to perceive the per- 
and myself, in relation to the act of Parliament of July, | severance of the Swedish Government in withholding the 
1825. I first saw a copy.of that act in Baltimore, and|indemnity so justly and indisputably due to our fellow- 
mentioned it tq the Secretary. He-said that he had the|citizens-who suffered by those seizures, for which not 


Sameer Suren, Esq. Senate of the United States: 

Sim: I have the honor to state, in answer to your inquiry 
of yesterday, that the records containing the instructions 
of the department to Mr. Christopher Hughes, when for- 
merly chargé d’affaires of the United States in Sweden, 
have been carefully examined, and that all which is found 
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even a plausible pretext is alleged... Itis still more painful 
to find this denial of justice, accompanied by insinuations 
neither candid nor friendly, and by allegations utterly 
destitute of foundation.’ Earnestly desirous of maintain- 
ing, with Sweden, the. most. friendly and harmonious res 
lations, I shall reserve, until after the President’s: return, 
all further remarks on the subject.” ens x 

Mr. WEBSTER said, in reply to some remarks of Mr. 
Fonrsytu, that it was, in his judgment, a great. mistake 
to say that what was now called the American ¢ preten- 
sion,” originated with Mr. Adams, either as President or 
Secretary of State. By the way, it is singular enough 
that the American side of this question is called, in the, 
instructions before us, a pretension, too long persisted in; 
but the British side of it is called a right, too long and: too 
tenaciously resisted by us. This courteous mode of speak- 
ing of the claims of a foreign Government, and this re- 
proachful mode of speaking of the claims of our own, is 
certainly somewhat novel.in diplomacy. But, whether it 
be called, respectfully, a claim, or, reproachfully, a pre- 
tension, it did not originate with Mr. Adams.. Ithad a 
much earlierorigin. This ‘pretension, ” now abandoned 
with so much scorn, or this claim, said, reproachfully, to 
bave been first set up by the late administration, originat- 
ed with George Washington. ` He put his own hand to it. 
He insisted on it; and he would not treat with England on 
the subject of the colonial trade, without considering it. 

In his instructions to Mr. Morris, under his own hand, 
in October, 1789, President Washington says~—‘* Let it be 
strongly impressed on your mind that the privilege of 
carrying our productions, in our vessels, to their islands, 
and bringing in return the productions of those islands to. 
our own ports and markets, is regarded here as of the 
highest importance; and you will be careful not to coun- 
tenance any idea of our dispensing with it in a treaty. 
Ascertain, if possible, their views on this subject: for it 
would not be expedient to commence negotiations with- 
out previously having good reasons to expect a satisfac- 
tory termination of them.” 

Observe, sir, that President Washington, in these in- 
structions, is not speaking of the empty and futile right 
of sending our own vessels, without cargoes, to the Bri- 
tish West Indies; but he is speaking of the substantial 
right of carrying our own products to the islands, for sale 
und consumption there. And whether these products 
were shut out by positive act of Parliament, or by a tariff 
of duties, absolutely and necessarily prohibitory, could 
make no difference. The object was to provide, by 
treaty, if it could be, done, that our products should find 
their way, effectually and. profitably, into the markets of 
the British West Indies. This was General Washington’s 
object. This was the ‘ pretension” which he set up. 

lt is well known, sir, that no satisfactory arrangement 
was made, in General Washington’s time, respecting our 
trade with the British West Indies. But the breaking out 
of the French revolution, and the wars which it occasioned, 
were causes which, of themselves, opened the ports of 
the West Indies. During the long continuance of those 
wars, our vessels, with cargoes of our own products, 
found their way into the British West India islands under 
a practical relaxation of the British colonial system. While 
this condition of things lasted, we did very well without 
a particular treaty; But when the European wars, and 
our war, all ceased, then Great Britain returned to -her 
former system; then the islands became shut against us; 
and then it became necessary to treat on the subject. 
And, sir, we proposed to treat; our ministers were, suc- 
cessively, instructed to treat, from that. time forward. 
And, sir, T undertake to say that neither Mr. Madison, | 
who was then President, nor his successor, Mr: Monroe, 
gave any authority or permission to any. American minis- 
ter to abandon this pretension, and give it up, or even to 
waive it, or postpone it, and make a treaty without pro- 


istration;-our-minister in England.was. fally-instructed’ on 


Monroe, I-have,means of being informed, i 
jliable to mistake, that-he was; -on:this:subject;talways : 
moveable. .-He would: not: negotiate without: treating” on 


a manner not 


regard to this matter, there-was any difference’of opinion 


from being true that this pretension originated: with Mr. 


time, permission was given, under very peculiar circum 


from Kentucky. 

tions to have been. first set up by: the late administration, 
and to have received the countenance of every Président 
to the time of the present administration. 


same “pretension.” . The act of 1st March, 1823, makes’ 
itan express condition, upon which; and upon which alone, 
our ports shall be opened to British vessels and cargoes 
from the West Indies, on the same ‘duties as our vessels and 


shall be paid on similar productions ‘coming: from else- 


originated in the Senate. -The honorable Senator from 


in the discussion of this very bill; and-he supported it ‘and 
voted for. it. . It passed both Houses, without material op- 
position in either.. Now, sir, how is it possible, after 
referring to this-law of 1823, to find any apology for the 
assertion contained in these instructions, that this claim is 
a pretension first set up by Mr. Adams’s administration!* 
How is it possible that this law could have been overlook- 
ed, or-not remembered? In short, sir, with any tolerable 
acquaintance with the history of the negotiations of the 
United States, or their legislation, how are we to account 
for it, that such an assertion as these instructions contain 
should have found its way into them? i 


lay all this to the charge of the Secretary; and not to the 
charge of the President. The answer-is, the President’s 
conduct is not before.us..:.-We-are not; and cannot be- 
come his accusers, even if we thought there were any 
thing in-his conduct which gave cause foraccusation. But 
the Secretary is before us: Not brought before us by any 
act of ours: he is placed before:us by the President’s.no- 
amination. .. On that nomination we. cannot: decline- to act. 
| We must either confirm, or reject it. -As to the notion that 
tthe Secretary of State was but the instrument ofthe Pre- 


* ‘The circumstance did not occur to Mr: Webster's: recollection at 
the moment he waa speaking; but the truth is, Mr. Van Buren was 
himself a membér of che Senate at the very time of the passing of this 
iaw; and Mr. McLane. was, at the same time, a member of the. House 
of Representatives, So that Mr. Van Buren did himself, certainty, 
coneur in “ setting up this pretension” two years before Mr, Adams 
beeame President, 


| viding forit.. No such thing- On the ‘contrary, it will 
appear, I: think,:if-we look through: papers’ which Dave 
been.sent. tothe Senate, that, under Mr. Madison’s.admin- * 


this subject, and. expected: to-press it... And as to Mri?’ 


lways ims“ 


this branch of the trade; nor did Lever understand that, in: 


whatever among: the gentlemen who composed Mrs Mon- 
roe’s cabinet. -Mr. Adams, as. Secretary: of: State; wrote k 
the despatches and theinstructions; but the policy was the” 
policy of the whole administration, as far- as Teyer under- 
stood... Certain it is, it was the’ settled anddetermined’- 


policy. of Mr. Monroe. himself.: Indeed, sir, so farois it" 


stances, and with restrictions, to negotiate a treaty, waive“ 
ing this: part of the question: - This. has been ‘already: 
alluded to, and -fully explained, by the honorable member 


Maryland, who has spoken on this subject: to-day, [Mr. =" 
Smurs,] was then a member of the Senate, and took part ` 


But the honorable member from Georgia. asks. why we ` 


Adams, that it was in his administration: that, forthe first” 


So, then, sir,-this pretension, asserted in “the instruc: 
is shown to have had President Washington for its author,” + 
who had occasion to act on the subject, from 1789 down , 


. But this is.not all; Congress itself has sanctioned this“ : 


cargoes;.that our products should be admitted into those = 
islands, without- paying ‘any other or higher ‘duties than © 


where. - All this will be seen by reference tothe third’ 
section of that act.- Now, remember, sir, that this act of = 
Congress passed in March, 1823, two years before ‘the ' 

commencement of Mr. Adams’s administration. The act 
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sident, and so not responsible for these instructions, I re-i from the expression of opinion from those around me, I 


ject, at once, all such- defence, excuse, or apology; or 
whatev€r else it may be called... If there be any thing in 
a public despatch derogatory to the honor of the country, 
as I think. there.is in this, itis enough for me that I see 
whose-hand is.toit. . If it be said that the signer was only 
an instrument in the hands of others, t reply, that I cannot 
concur in conferring a high public diplomatic trust on any 
one who has consented, under any circumstances, to be an 
instrument in such a case. 

The honorable member from Georgia asks, also, why 
we have slept on this subject; and why, at this late day, 

` we bring forward complaints. Sir, nobody has slept upon 

it. Since these instructions have been made public, there 
has been no previous opportunity to discuss them. The 
honorable member will recollect that the whole arrange- 
ment with England was done and completed before ever 
these instructions saw the light. .The President opened 
the trade by his proclamation, in October, 1830; but these 
instructions were not publicly sent to Congress till after- 
wards; that is, till January, 1831. And they were not 
then sent with any view that either House should act upon 
the subject; for the whole business was already settled. 
For one, I never saw the instructions, nor heard them 
read, till January, 1831; nor did I ever hear them spoken 
of as containing these obnoxious passages. ` This, then, is 
the first opportunity for considering these instructions. 

That: they have been subjects of complaint out doors 
since they were made public, and of much severe animad- 
version, is certainly true. But, until now, there never 
has been an opportunity naturally calling for their discus- 
sion here. ‘The honorable gentleman may be assured 
that, if such occasion had presented itself, it would have 
been embraced. 

I entirely forbear, Mr. President, from going into the 
merits of the late arrangement with England as a measure 


jon these resolutions. 


have no doubt but that motion will prevail.. The situation 
in which I stand, in relation to the parties here and at 
home, requires me briefly to assign my reasons for the 
vote E shall give. I may be permitted to declare I have 
the most perfect respect for this body, individually and 
collectively. The observations { shall make are to show 
to the public, the Senate, and my constituents, the ground 
on which I stand. {trust if any thing escapes from me, 
in the hurry of debate, savoring of severity on the con- 
duct of the nominee, it will be considered as springing 


prom the conscious sense of what I owe to myself, and the 


State Lin part represent, and not in the slightest degree 
to implicate the feelings of any orie here, much less influ-- 
ence their opinions. Thus called on to give a vote ona 
responsible and delicate subject, it would have been de- 
sirable that I should have had the same grounds to rest on 
with others who have embarked in the debate; but I have 
not this consolation. Upon this question I am insulated, 
and have reasons which have not as yet been brought for- 
ward, which are peculiar to myself. I stand here like one 
of the sons of Ishmael: my hand is against every one, and 
the hand of every one against me. 

* The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Porxpexrer] said, 
on yesterday, he had heard, in his absence, that a motion 
had been introduced fora specific inquiry into the conduct 
of the nominee during his superintendence of the State 
Department, and that this inquiry had been resisted by 
his friends. And F understood the member from Georgia 
{Mr. Fonsyta] to say, the Senator from Mississippi was 
misinformed as to the course of the friends of the nominee 
Sir, it will be recollected, when 
this appointment first came under consideration, that I sug- 
gested doubts upon my mind in relation to it. 1 supported 
the motion to refer it to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, desiring to shelter myself under the authority of that 


of commercial policy. Another time will come, I trust, ! most respectable and enlightened committee, upon se- 


more suitable for that discussion. For the present, I con- 
fine myself strictly to such parts of the instructions as I think 
plainly objectionable and reprehensible; whatever may be 
the character of the agreement between us and England, 


veral points incidentally thrown out, such as to the cause 
of the late dissolution of the cabinet; the propriety of 
having a resident minister at the court of St. Jamies, when 
we had only a chargé @’affaires from that court here; and 


as matter of policy. And I repeat, sir, that I place the |the propriety and reasons of the recall from that court of 
justification of my vote on the party tone and party cha- Jour very popular minister, Mr. McLane. It was then 
racter of these instructions. Let me ask, if such considera- iurged by a Senator on my left, [Mr. Kaxr,] a friend of 
tions as these are ta be addressed toa foreign Govern-}the nominee, that the reference should take place; and it 


ment, what is, that foreign Government to expect in re- 
turn? The ministers of foreign courts will not bestow 
gratuitous favors, nor even gratuitaus smiles, on American 
parties. : What, then, I repeat, is to be the return? What 
is party to do here for that foreign Government which has 
done, is expected to do, or is asked to do; something for 
patty here? 
foreign favor? Sir, must-not every man see that any mix- 
ture of such causes or motives in our foreign intercourse 
is as full of danger as it-is of dishonor? 

I will not pursue the subject. I am anxious only to 
make my own ground fully and clearly understood; and 
willingly leave every other gentleman to his own opinions. 
And I cheerfully submit my own vote to the opinion of 
the country. I willingly leave it to the people of the 
United States to say whether I am acting a factious and 
unworthy part, or the part of a true-hearted American, in 
withholding my approbation from the nomination of a gen- 
tleman as minister to England, who has already, as it ap- 
pears to me, instructed his predecessor at the same court 
to carry party considerations, to urge party merits, and 
solicit party favors, at the foot of the British throne. 

Mr. MILLER said, | understood the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, when he addréssed the Senate early 


was asserted that the character of the Senate requiu ed the 
investigation, after the suggestions thrown out by myself. 

I certainly did not intend to put the character of the 
Senate in issue by any thing thrown out by me; nor do I 
think it was so placed; but it is equally certain T meant, 
and had the right, to put the character of this apphcant 


him, if unfounded. ; 

When the resolutions of the Senator from Maine were 
under consideration, I did not entirely concur in the pro- 
priety of sending them to the committee. There were 
objections to the call made on the President, which might 
involve the Senate in difficulty. I doubt the expediency 
of one branch of the Government ever formally asking 
another co-ordinate branch to state the reasons of its con- 
duct. There are questions of privilege of a delicate 
character, which ought not to be sported with. We ought 
not to put ourselves ever in a position to be insulted with 
impunity. When we make a call on the President, it 
ought to be such a one as we have the right to insist on 
being responded to. Hence, early in the session, before 
I was yet warm in my seat, I objected to the call propose 
to be made by the Senators from Maine on the subject of 


the Northeastern boundary. J voted, therefore, with the 


in the debate, to say that he intended to move to have | mover, to lay the resolutions on the table; but l certainly 


the injunction of secrecy removed, with the view that the 
public might. be informed as to the. grounds upon which 


this nomination had been opposed and supported; and, 


H 
What is to be the consideration paid for this | for ofice in issue, so far as to clear up my objections to 


did believe that those who voted against laying the reso- 
lutions on the table, meant to vote against them, and not 
to refer them; and I must add, my impressions as to the 
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course the friends of the nominee desired, are in confirma- 
tion.of the views taken by my friend from-Mississippi. I 
can scarcely be mistaken -on ‘this matter; but, lest I may 
besos I take the liberty to. put directly the question to the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr...Forsyru;].whether he did 
not, by voting against the resolutions of the Senator from 
Maine, on the table,.intend to follow up his vote, if suc- 
cessful, by voting to reject them? [Here Mr. FORSYTH 
rose, and answered, that he did intend so to vote, to reject 
them.] - so Ble N : ic 
[perceive I did -not err in the opinion I entertained of 
the course. of the friends:of the nominee, and,~in con- 
formity with what was suggested by them, I have taken 
the trouble to inform myself on some: of: the points. Yet 
I still would be satisfied to let a committee be charged 
with this subject, should the friends of the nominee reé-| 
quire it. Otherwise, from the facts T have heard and 
believe, (the names of the persons giving the information 
are authorized to- be given up; they are the most intelli- 
gent. and respectable, on- whose ‘statements I rely most 
implicitly, ) Ihave determined to vote in the negative on 
this question. The gentleman from Georgia has told us 
that he is both the personal and political friend of the 
nominee. In this he has the advantage of me. I never 
had the honor to see him;-1- did not-happen to meet with 
him in his Southern pilgrimage. I once considered.my- 
self his political friend. I do not now—he has forced me 
from the ranks of those who may be considered the fiith- 
ful adherents of the present ‘administration. J am left to 
follow, untrammelled by the force of party, what is right, 
approving what is commendable, and censuring what, is 
reprehensible... Among the objections of a personal and 
pennen character, 1 reckon not the least the agency he 
has had in alienating the President from a portion: of his 
old and most devoted ‘personal friends, his earliest šup- 
porters, and rendering a very respectable portion of the 
people of South Carolina disaffected, more or less, to the 
Chief Magistrate, whom they have formerly held in the 
highest estimation, as well for his public services as for his 
supposed sound political principles. For my own part, I 
was bred up with a personal regard for the character 
of the President--he was the native of my own district, 
reared up by one relation, and himself the patron of 
another, My father was his friend—he taught my elder 
brothers and sisters the first rudiments of their education. 
I hope the Senate will pardon me for reading a sentence 
or two, extracted from an address made by myself pre- 
vious to his election, as illustrative how far L sustained him, 
upon personal as well as political grounds: 


Extract from a speech at adinner at Sumpter, 1828. 


“Permit me to return you my sincere thanks for the 
complimentary notice it has pleased you to bestow upon 
old Waxaw. He must have a heart.as cold as marble, 
who does not kindle with enthusiasm at the mention of. liis 
native land. My kindest and most endearing recollections 
are blended with that little neck of. land to be found on 
our map, between the angle made by the North Carolina 
line‘and the Catawba river. It was there I was first made 
to udmire the fame and the talents of Davie. It was there 
that Jackson was the idol of the country, in the mild ra- 
diance of his youthful virtues, long, before the lustre of 
his name. asa distinguished and able general had -over- 
spread an admiring and grateful nation. While all of us 
are proud that our State has the honor of presenting to the 
republic so great'a man, I can assure you that Jackson is 
equally proud of the land of his nativity. We have a 
guaranty in the philosophy: of nature of his local attach- 
ments. Should your predictions and. your hopes be re- 
alized, and the 4th of March next shall give us Jackson as 
our President, the triumph will be one. of magnificence 
and grandeur. It will bea triumph of the people over 
the power and patronage of the Government—it will be a| 


triumph of the spirit of the constitution over its loose-and 
perverted exposition. We may then hope to see. and to.. 
feel a practical and common sénse administration. No light- 
houses in the‘skies--no splendid mission—no entangling 
alliances--1io governmental exertion to bring out the ca- 
pabilities of the nation, by partial, unjust, and unconstitu- 
tional ‘legislation... Bred-up. in: the Jeffersonian. school, 
elevated by the democracy of the country, we shall. look 
to him to restore simplicity and economy... We:shall see 


a pure patriot, who, having power, refuses to use.it, when - 
it adds ‘not. to the prosperity of the Union... Then will 
the enemies: of the constitution be confounded, and. its 
friends rejoice at the lustration. . It will be emphatically 
a great day to the American people, and a glorious one for 
South Carolina.” ae ; 
Mr. M. proceeded. ` Now, sir, it will, I think, by 
almost every one who hears me, be admitted. that. the 
events of the present administration have fiot entitled me 
to much consideration as a prophet. » Indeed, immediately 
after the address, a very distinguished and highly valued 
friend of mine, now no more, who was older and better 
acquainted with men than myself, wrote to me, and plea- 
santly remarked, that so much of my address as alluded 
to General Jackson, was ad captandum, he presumed. 
But [replied with the greatest sincerity, that I did hope 
and believe that, if he were elected, he would appoint a 
strong cabinet, and bring about him the best talents of the 
country; and that by his decision of character and purity 
of purpose, aided by sound constitutional advisers, such 
predictions would be verified. ` 
That they have failed signally, and none more, s80 than 
the one which alludes to the local attachments of General 
Jackson to” South Carolina, I readily admit; and for that 
failure; as far as my vote will go, T intend to make the 
nominee responsible. , : 
I happened to be in Charleston, from which place Üre- 
side some distance, when the appointment. of the late.. 
cabinet was announced. Although none of the rumors of 
delicate and disturbing character in relation to. ‘‘harmo- 
ny” and Mr. Eaton, had taken hold of the public mind, 
his appointment was unpopular. And the 4th of March 
was not ushered as intended, with any manifestation of 
popular gratification, owing to the objectibns taken into 
the cabinet by some of the distinguished citizens of 
Charleston, not now my political friends. ` It was urged 
that Mr. Eaton had neither the talents, the weight of cha- 
racter, or scientific information, to make efficient and 
successful the administration. : 
Although it was understood that the gentlemen in Con-, 
gress from South Carolina, who shrunk from no responsi- 
bility, who toiled gullantly in the House, and at home in 
the canvass, did not seek any reward but an honest and 
faithful administration of the Government, it was sup- 
posed by us at home that their claims would not be over- 
looked. f : 
I believe the President did go so far as to tell the emi- 
nent and accomplished gentleman, now chief magistrate 
of South Carolina, but for his violent and decided anti- 
tariff sentiments, he. would have made. him Secretary of 
War. Sir, I regret he did not—änd I think the American 
people regret it. ‘There were considerations of a politi- 
cal nature, which woald have made this'a most felicitous 
appointment. The popular attractions of this gentleman, 
his talents, fine manners, and manly bearing, might have 
staid the rapid decrease. of publié confidence in the ad- 
ministration of the National Government in general, and 
furnished a better- ground for his friends at home to sup- 
pose their oppressions were less substantial, if he partici- 
pated in their perpetuation. Sir, the organization of the 
cabinet was. no doubt the-result of an incipient and pre- 
conceived scheme to make the nominee the successor, 
ahd Mr. Eaton was the-instrument through which it was 
effected. 
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Mr. Branch, from North Carolina, Mr. Berrien, from} which makes the civil authority of a State greater than 
Georgia, and Mr. Rives, sent to France, from Virginia, | the military authority of the United States. . 
were intended to compliment those States. South Caro-|) Without resting wholly onthe objection taken to the 
lina was skipped in the arrangement; and why? It was|exceptionable correspondence, in which Mr. McLane is 
because you resided there. You were the obstacle to-the| desired to place his own Government in the wrong, I 
approach of popular favor with the administration at its|agree-entirely in the force and power of the arguments 
commencement, even up to the moment when Van Bu- {against this appointment, in that particular. It will fur- 
renism was introduced into South Carolina, upon the ad-|nish a decided reproof to such public functionaries as de- 
journment of Congress, 1830, no doubt the result of{sire to compromise the national honor, from personal mo- 
preconcert by a leak from the mountains, and a wave|tives. Iconsider the attempt to screen Mr. Van. Buren 
from the shores at the same time. From that time, the lunder the responsibility of the President entirely indefensi- 
claims of our citizens were, for the first time, taken notice |ble; he is, in law and in fact, the man who is responsible. 
of, Those only were confined to the party who now favor} Would any one consider the President as responsible 
the pretensions of the nominee. Sir, we have an appoint-|for the positions taken in the last report of the Secretary 
ment now on the table, of chargé d'affaires to Bel-|of the Treasury? We have his report distinctly at vari- 
gium, from those who, par excellence, claim to be the |ance with the President’s views’on the bank, and alleged 
Union party; one every way worthy of the trust, as I have {to be his own, for which the President is not responsible. 
already borne testimony; and I am told we have another | Here, then, is proof that the heads of the departments 
arrival to-day from the same quarter, in quest of Execu-|are considered the responsible organs of the Government, 
tive favor. 4 in their respective spheres. I deprecate as criminal all 

Nothing will be left undone which is presumed likely [efforts by politicians to avait themselves of foreign assist- 
to give the minority the ascendancy in South Carolina. |ance, whether it be in an attempt of Union men in South 
Every man of any consequence among them has a right Carolina to enlist in their cause the General Government, 
to expect something—Vice President, Governor ofa ter-jor the Secretary of State of the United States, to propi- 
ritory, minister, or chargé d’affaires, or something else. |tiate Great Britain. My patriotism prompts to go for 
And who are they? We are informed of their existence | South Carolina against the United States, and the United 
by their memorial presented against the tariff and nullifi-|States against the world. No statesman of correct feel- 
cation. As they have come into the Senate as a party, Iing or correct principles would ever, as to a foreign Go- 
shall speak of them as such. The great body of this|vernment, put his own in the wrong. I know it is often 
party, residentin Charleston, took it into their heads, onthe practice of secondary men, those who find themselves 
the last 4th of July, to celebrate that day asa party, and{in the back ground at home, to take such a position as 
sent for foreign aid; made a formal communication re-| Will make them popular abroad. I do not envy such men 
questing the President to come to their assistance—some-|their inglorious distinction. I want no better evidence 
thing after the manner of the instructions to Mr. McLane—|0f the want of good sense, or good feeling, than to find 
and the aid was furnished ina letter contaming a threat any one setting himself up against public opinion at home, 
against the opposite party of military force, to coerce|as the champion of an interest abroad. It remains yet to 
State legislation to conform to federal legislation. Sir, |be seen whether the great benefits of this treaty, achieved 
this letter has given umbrage to the majority of the|by reflections on the constituted authorities of the nation, 
Jackson party in South Carolina, for the other party is|Will be more substantial than the amazing favor of per- 
composed principally, I mean in Charleston, of Adamsjmitting, by special grace, the anti-tariff and anti-nullifi- 
men; men who look to the General Government for favor | cation memorial to go to the Committee on Finance. 
and patronage, who follow the changes of successive Pre-| Ihave understood, upon the best authority, by a member 
sidents like the sunflower does the sun. of Congress then, not now, that this odious tariff act of 

This lettcr has been publicly censured in the popular| 1828 became a law, by Mr. Van Buren’s failure to re- 
meetings of the people, and by the Legislature. I hope|deem a pledge to vote against amendments which would 
I will be excused for making a single remark upon the|have prevented the manufacturers, to a certain extent, 
character of the threat intimated in this letter. It some-| Voting for the same, thereby after putting his Southern 
times happens that our most able and distinguished men, | political friends in a worse situation than they would have 
those most favorable to constitutional right and civil liber-] been had they treated him as inimical. With these evi- 
ty, in the possession of power, do forget right. Such was|dences of faithless conduct towards the Southern inte- 
the case with that great apostle of free institutions, Mr. | rests, he could scarcely expect to become a favorite with 
Jefferson, when he took it into his head that because he| those whom he had deceived. N 
wished to ‘see the laws faithfully executed,” he hadaj Sir, one of the most decided objections I have to the 
right to use the military force of the United States to turn | Confirmation of this appointment, is, that the most active 
a private citizen out of his possession of what was thought | influence of the patronage of the Government was exer- 
by him, the then President, public property, (I mean the |cised with a view to make this nominee, at the end of the 
batture near New Orleans.) And pray, how did he es-j present incumbent’s term of service, the President. I 
cape the responsibility of the law for so doing, when he| believe this power was exercised for this purpose, toa 
was sued for breaking the close of Mr. Livingston? Not} criminal and corrupt extent. I have been informed by a 
by writing a learned book, in the shape of instructions to | Sentieman of the most unquestionable integrity and high 
his lawyers about the legal right of the United States to | character, that the Post Office patronage was avowedly 
the property in dispute, but by his counsel prudently plac-|lent to this purpose; and that, within one month after the 
ing his defence on the technical legal ground that he could | late Secretary of State took possession of the seals, the 
not be sued in Virginia for a trespass committed in Lou-| postmasters, by order of that department, were appointed 
isiana; certainly not a very meritorious defence for the|upon this principle, removed or retained by this criterion; 
military head of the nation. Well, it may beasked, what|and some very singular specifications of the circuit through 
would be the result of the President sending a military which the applicants made their approaches and sent in 
force against'the State laws of South Carolina? Sir, if he | their adhesion, were detailed to me. The Senator from 


headed his force himself, one of our judges would serve 
him with a rale, as Dominie Hall did, when at the head 
of his army; and if he did not obey the rule, he would 
be committed. We have his own precedent, that, as a 
peaceable citizen, he would submit to the constitution 


Maryland [Mr. Smrra] has told us of instances in Mary- 
land, in which the proscriptive principle was not applied 
to the friends of the late administration. Sir, that was 
not the test. It would have been more satisfactory tome 
to have known whether, in the exceptions to the rule, 
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“understood, the passport, the Shibboleth, which admitted 
“to the treasury:through those departments under. the.con: 
trol of the Secrétaty of State. -This is not all: Famin 
formed he introduced, under his patronage and influence, 
“mere; boys nto, profitable ‘appointments, one ‘not! more 
than:sixteen. or. séventeen years’of ‘age, in the mèst wan“ 
ton exercise of official. favoritism, thus ‘perverting ‘the 
public trust, and abusing his power, not only in turning 
“out, bút in turning in. pee 
In the South, the proscriptive system nevet-was adopt- 
ed, nor could it be. It is so odious~-so much at war-with 
the principles of justice, that.no, administration ‘could ven- 
ture to adopt it in South Carolina. For my own part, I 
do not think the power to turn oyt one man and put: in 
another, as a mere arbitrary exertion of Executive autho- 
rity, does exist. I think it a violation of the constitution, 
and [ pledge myself to sustain any course which this Se- 
‘nate can adopt to restrain the use of such power. It is 
the essence of tyranny, and the precedent on which it 
rests is to be found in those gloomy days of federalism 
and consolidation, when those of the convention which 
formed our constitution, who wished to have a monarchy, 
were entrusted with the new Government’as the friends 
of the constitution; when the preamble to the first reve- 
nue law was interpolated with an inhibited power; when 
the judiciary act was enacted; when the alien and sedi- 
tion laws were considered constitutional; when, in fact, 
it was thought nothing but fair. by the advocates of: mo- 
narchy, and Executive power and supremacy, to acquire, 
by legislative: construction, under the constitution, what 
they failed to getin the convention. I am prepared to 


put my negative on its exercise. -It is at war with civil 


liberty and the genius of our institutions, and ought 
to be abandoned or prohibited. I am perfectly satisfied 
that this practice has been introduced in its most corrupt 
form, and brought secretly to bear upon the President by 
a regency left here in the interest of the nominee. 

' Again, sir: Itis pretty generally admitted that the court 
paper was established under the auspices of the late Se- 
cretary of State, and speaks his sentiments, and acts under 
general instructions to pursue such a policy as will bring 
him into power. ` ; : 

One of the means resorted to, to effect this purpose in 
the South, is to strengthen the Northern or Union party 
in South Carolina, who are supposed to be friendly to 
him, and use up the love of union with the love of him; 
transfer, through the affection the people bear to the Pre- 
sident, their attachment to his favorite, and to separate 
the President from his old Carolina friends; hence, when 
no hope exists for whipping any one into the views of the 
central regency, the most bitter denunciations are pro- 
nounced on them “by authority.” Thus, when Branch, 
Ingham, and Berrien, honest and honorable men, who 
know the intrigues of the court party, even express a 
willingness to act on principle with the administration, 
notwithstanding their personal wrongs, the understrap- 
pers of the nominee tell them they are influenced by 
fear of the people. In pursuance of the same reckless 
spirit of hostility towards those it is my pride and my ho- 
nor to be identified with, while this nomination is pend- 
ing; the following article appears in the Globe: 

“ It is evident that the political leaders of the nullifi- 
crs are not ready to come out in open hostility to the Pre- 
sident, because that would go to defeat their own efforts 
to control the State of South Carolina; and while they 
cunningly contrive to keep a footing among the South 
Carolina Jacksonians, gradually to undermine him there, 
they proclaim to the rest of the Union that they ‘enter- 
tain feelings of gratification in considering the Jate mes- 
sage of the President as affording indications of a change 
more fayorable than heretofore to the principles maintain- 


\ framed to please th 
tothe: tariff interests. 


ed’ by them. This, it is hoped, will operate against him 


the other States. The Columbia. school of. politicians 
ould do-honor to such a master as Machiayeli.” > 
Tsübmit whéther Fdo not stand justified in the opinion 
Senate; in:pronouncing this'a wanton and unwar- 
calumny. Loo the-message. ` It is skilfully 
: h general. phrases, suited 
k át the ‘treasury report, in 
which a seesaw is established on the bank withthe mes- 
sagé;and.E may ask, where is the strongest-proof of Ma- 
chiavelism to be found, in the federal papers.or the State 
resolutions?. [Here Mr. M, read extracts from papers 
from Pennsylvania, to show the message was understood 
there as in South Carolina.]... Sir, the present administra- 
tion seems ‘disposed to`test indifferent and. well secured 
supporters, by a rule resorted to.among farmers or hunt- 
ers, to select from a redundant kennel what supernume: | 
raries are to be drowned by holding them up:by the ear. 
For my. part Lam determined not to place myself in the 
power of such political friends as will attribute my sup- 
port to'fear, and not to principle. As.-soon ‘as I vote for 
the nominee, I shall be told'I dare not do otherwise; your 
friends ‘at home attempt to break down the President by 
praising him, and they dare not oppose him openly, and 
you vote for Mr. Van Buren to injure him, not from any 
principle of attachment to the President, but because you 
want to make the tariff States believe he is anti-tariff, and 
thereby break him down upon the Machiavel plan. We 


rare told we dare not oppose the President. . Sir, the peo- 


ple I represent dare do any. thing that brave and gene- 
rous men dare do; and, standing here, I dare speak the 
truth, and ‘vote against the principal who uses ‘such 
agents to represent them at the court of St. James... I 
believe, sir, the: statement read by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, as to the nominee’s reason for the dissolution of 
the late cabinet, given to his friends in New York; I be- 
lieve he did say that it was owing to a conspiracy formed 
by the Vice President and. Mr. Ingham; to exclude a vir- 
tuous woman from society; and I dobelieve that in making 
this statement he did not speak the truth. f 

T believe, moreover, from the information before the 
public, that he planned, was the beginning and end, the 
Alpha and Omega, of the breach in the personal friend- 
ship between the first and second officers of the Govern- 
ment; his trail may be found in the circumstances, and 
the motive was palpable and manifest.. Who. else had 
any interest in raking up these by-gone transactions, in 
which you acted your part, honestly and faithfully, both 
to the public and General Jackson? . Sir, Irecollect some- 
thing of the Seminole war. It was in this dark and diffi- 
cult hour of the President’s life that I first saw, and first 
had an opportunity of manifesting my friendship to him, 
at a time when the sedate and venerable fathers, such as 
Macon, Barbour, and Smith, of South Carolina, loured 
and spoke in dark hints of censure and reprobation, I de- 
clared my determination to sustain bim, right or wrong. 
I felt grateful for his military services, and would not con- 
sent, while he was the exponent of our Government in a 
quarrel with Spain, to censure him. I recollect to have 
heard the doggrel verse about William Fell, affirmatively 
applied to me by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 
then Speaker of the other House, who then, as well as 
now, stood forth openly and boldly in opposition to him. 
I recollect also the part my friend from Mississippi took 
in that debate. He was the able, eloquent, and accom- 
plished advocate of his military fame; and when he con- 
cluded, was cheered from the galleries--but where was 
the Senator from Georgia? 

If I mistake not, Cobb, Crawford, &c. led the van of 
attack. After all, this matter was rather excused than jus- 
tified. It was the generous attachments of young men, 
and not the sober judgment of the old, that sustained the 
conduct of the commanding general in the Seminole 
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‘War; and Iam ata loss for any ge 
it, except to enable parties tot 
hazard of differing from: the 
clare my determinatio öl 
ing power, to ‘hold “any. oné. as crimina 
openly, and indecently invades -publie sentime 
lic morals. As the guardians. © Cm 
must sustain the majesty. and supre í 
For my part, I am ready to,pirt-the seal: 
on him who shall attempt, knowingly, 


“his remarks for? 
n. Buren will 


The 
ommititted by Mr: Van 
hduld-begin with those 
il oats E.. say ckson has-been. separated 
wêifrom chim and his: friends: he artifices’ of Mr. ‘Van 
rtue:|Burent and he tells us.of his ‘own zeal ‘and devotion to 
the hero of. New Orleans, and ‘read’ extracts from his 
) shal ty K w downjòwn speech. at.the- Waxaws, when he assured ‘his au- 
the distance in society which:separate : suspected from ditors that “the philosophy of nature’ was “a. suffi- 
the modest woman; and upon such ‘information as satisfies’ cient guaranty” for the General’s ‘‘local attachment.” 
me, I believe the nominee obnoxious to: such a charge. | How does it appear that Mr. Van Buren produced this 
The gentleman from ‘Georgia has, in bold and eloquent | dreadful separation? No-evidence of it is exhibited; and, 
language, asked for the nominee, at the hands of the Se-| with-due deference to the Senator, I would suggest that 
nate, justice. Sir, J will <give him ;justice--the measure! he. was only mistaken‘in his theory; ‘the philosophy of 
meted to others, 1 will mete to him." With cold and Sar-| nature”: was not {60° strong a guaranty ‘as he imagined. 
donic smiles he dismissed from ‘office the most faithful] But, is what.is ‘insinuated, fact? Has Géneral “Jackson 
public servants, without any reference to economy or the | forgotten his local attachments, the land of his birth and of 
public interest. He proscribed the Curolinas—recalled a | his earliest affections, where he has so many devoted and 
popular minister from the Russian court, the son of one}dis nterested friends? No, sir; it"is not possible; General 
of the signers of independence, and ‘sent the Roanoke| Jackson has not separated from South Carolina, nor has 
orator, relying on his influence in the good Old Dominion | South Carolina yet withdrawn from him, although the Se- 
to further his pretensions. He recalled Mr. Poinsett, an i nator seems to be earnestly hunting up causes for adivorce. 
accomplished gentleman, from Mexico, and sent a frontier! The radical party in south Carolina—the Unionists—~ 
character, arambling statesman, a Carolinian by birth, it is, have, the Senator says, given in their adhesion from in- 
true, but one she has long ceased to cherish or honor. These | terested motives to Mr. Van Buren for tle succession to 
are not of my political friends, but they are my countrymen. ithe Presidency; and this is another of his crimes. Now, 
I may do injustice to the State Department on the gues- sir, I doi not know thatit is true that they desire the suc- 
tion of the recall of Mr. Middleton, “Mr. Poinsett; and| cession for-Mr. Van Buren} certainly they might go fur- 
Mr. Watts. I do not know whether they desired to be | ther and fare worse, and fare much worse and not go quite 
recalled or not, but presume they did not. “ss «-lgo'fary For this supposed interested adhesion, they are 
Sir, I do not complain that our favorite sons are unre- | stigmatized here by onë of their Senators.” 1 am- treading, 
quited for their faithful services, or turned out of office. | Mr. President, upon almost forbidden ground; travelling 
Tt is not this which calls forth my censure and indignation. jinto a neighboring State to mingle in xs party strife; but 
It is the belief that my friends and fellow-citizens are |1 feel for these radicais—these Unionists; we acted. toge- 
hunted down with savage ferocity, not for political opi-|ther in by-gone times; we think ‘alike still; and if I were 
nions, but because they are supposed to be your friends— | not to say a word ii their behalf, as the two Senators from 
that we will not make war on you; is the heresy. which ithe State are-of the party opposed to them at home, they 
must be expiated with fire and faggot. i might chancé to be condemned for the want of the plea 
‘And shall we not retaliate? hold the nominee responsible | of not guilty to the charge exhibited against them. Under 
for this breach in onr ranks; nay, more, Uhold him respon- these circumstances, I stand bound to repel the imputa- 
sible for the unredeemed pledges he made to the public, ‘tions cast’upon the anti-nullifiers of South Carolina, and, 
pending the last Presidential canvass. What were they? i taking up the evidence, shallprove that they are unjustly 
One term of service as President; retrenchment of public | charged. What is this evidence? The Senator who 
expenditure; no official tampering with the press, to per- makes the charge on the question of the Seminole War, 
petuate the dynasty; io selection of members of Congress stood by the General with firmness and zeal; defended him, 
for offices of profit. Public expectation on these topics, right or wrong... The radicals were among his censurers, 
has not been realized. .I excuse a generous, confiding land the question is emphatically asked, where was Geor- 
President, and hold the wily, subtle minister and the) gia then? Georgia then was where she is now, and where 
subalterns liable for the failure. Iwill pay a portion of my I trust she will ever be found, by the side of the Unionists, 
share of the debt, by putting my veto on this appointment. ‘standing up for the right and reprehending the wrong. 
Sir, we are told if we reject the nominee we shall sure- The Senator seems to imagine that the true patriotism 
ly make him Vice President; and such is the substance | consists, in favor of one’s friends, in ceasing to discrimi- 
Gf a letter before me from one of his confidential and nate between truth and error. Such is not our theory—~ 
favored editors. No one can mistake the object of the for violated laws, we hold all responsible, frends and 
Baltimore Convention; it is to nominate him in any event. | foes. Recent developments have shown that General 
Look at the source whence it originates; observe the dou- | Jackson had means of défence he disdained to use; but if 
ble delegates from Ohio, gotten up under the central in-|there is one Georgian, one radical, who regrets the part 
fluence here. 1do not, however, regard it of any sort ofi he took on that transaction, I.thank God, to me he js un- 
importance whether he be made Vice President or not. known. LI trust, sir, that to atone for his own error in 
I shall not resort to the common pretence of left-handed | defending what he now insinuates was wrong, he does not, 
friendship, and place my reasons for voting on the ground [under the power of some master feeling, intend to cen- 
that he is too useful to be absent. I shall do what is my [sure every thing that is right. 
duty, and let consequences take care of themselves. Mr. Cobb and Mr. Crawford have been named by the 
In closing my remarks on this somewhat exciting topic, | Senator. Mr. Cobb is no longer among us to answer. 
permit me to express my acknowledgments to the Senate | He did his duty, according to his conception of that duty, 
for their consideration, while 1 have stated, in a hasty, jin this and every other act of his public life. His friends 
imperfect, and unpremeditated manner, my opinions of | know that his conduct was open, and his motives pure. 
the claims of the nominee to public confidence, and the| Fhe ground he stood upon here, he never abandoned 
reasons of my refusal to vote for his confirmation. while he lived. Mr. Crawford, I am surprised the Sena- 
Mr. FORSYTH said, we were told by the Senator who |tor should think--[Mr. MILLER said he alluded to Mr. 
has just concluded, in tbe beginning of his extraordinary }Crawford, (Joel,) a member of the House of Representa- 
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tives when the Seminole question. was agitated.] . Tam: 
_glad.to be corrected... Mr. Joel Crawford. acted with his 
‘ends, and is: guilty of the charge of having. voted for 
nole war.. He lives to remember, 


charge, I do not 
iow, like the sunflower—the sunflower does not change 
its attitude for the rising, or the meridian, or the setting 
sun. Elevating its broad face to the light of heaven, it 
stands unchanged, and is found when he sets in the West- 
ern, as it stood when he rose in the Eastern sky. Poeti- 
cally understood, as Ovid describes the heliotrope, the 
Senator is right; what is good in poetry is not always good 
in prose; and the charge is, that, for interest sake, the 
South Carolinians, unfriendly to the Senator, know. no 
will but the President’s, and are obedient to his whistle. 
We are taught to expect shoals of them here, seeking, 
as the rewards of devotion, honors, and. trusts, foreign 
missions, keske: one. of them, being already before. us, 
as the avant-courier of a thousand more! No allusion 
could have been more unfortunate. _ Who and whatis the 


gentleman at whom this arrow has been cast, the first ofi 


the shoal of office seekers! Why, sir, the Senator him- 
self speaks highly of his character. Described by his 
colleague, he is a high-minded man, of extensive in- 
formation, and unsullied integrity, in whose hands the 
best and dearest interests of the people may be safely 
confided, And are such men office seekers, and interest- 
ed devotees to existing power in South Carolina? If so, 
what are the patriots? They must be angels, They can- 
not be men. The Senator may eulogize his friends to the 
utmost of his power, exalt them in the scale of talent and 
integrity to the highest pitch; I venture to place his op- 
ponents by their side, and challenge comparison without 
fearing or intending to depreciate in the slightest degree 
the honor of any of South Carolina’s distinguished sons. 

The arrangement of the first cabinet did not please the 
Senator. South Carolina was neglected. Governor Ha- 
milton was told he might have been Secretary of War but 
for his violence against the tariff; and what seemed to have 
added venom to the sting, South Carolina was not only 
passed over, but an Attorney General was looked for in 
Georgia; and all this was the work of the Dom Daniel of 
New York. The Senator is difficult to please. He liked 
not the first, and likes Jess the second cabinet. But how 
was the fact in regard to Governor Hamilton? If my me- 
mory deceives me not, he has publicly declared he might 
have had office had he desired; he did not desire it. In 
this, and in all other things, he is incapable of deceit. 
Passing over the unpardonable offence of going to Georgia 
for a member of the first cabinet, does the Senator really 
suppose the choice of the late Attorney General was the 
work of Mr. Van Buren? [Mr. Mister nodded an assent. ] 
The Senator never committed a more egregious mistake. 
Of all the men of the day, his equals in professional attain- 
ments and talents, admitted to be great, I think he is the 
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the Senator and his friends. The editor was brought here 


where it may. 

This charge is made because the Globe is called the 
Government paper, Mr: Van Buren and the Government 
being previously identified: . 1 must not be misunderstood 
as defending the editorial management of the Globe. I 
see with regret many attacks on persons for matters that 
ought not to be brought before the public. 1 detest all in- 
vestigation of the private transactions, all malignant.scru- 
tiny into the. every day business of political aspirants. 
Their private characters are known to the people; and so 
far as character should operate to their prejudice, it will 
be weighed. Even the defensive recriminations: of the 
Globe deserve censure. But, sir, I do not admit that Mr. 
Van Buren or the administration is responsible for the 
lighter offences, much less the enormities of any news- 
paper writer—even for the Globe--which, black as the 
gentleman may consider it, is as pure. as this unsullied 
sheet, compared with the journals that are published by 
its side. But does the Senator mean to assert that every 
one who aids in the establishment of a newspaper is re- 
sponsible for its enormities? Will the Senator consent 
that his friends and all his opponents shall be judged 
by the same rule? I ask him to glance. his eye back 
over the history of the press in this District for a few 
past years. Does he remember the Federal Republican, 
the Washington City Gazette, the Washington Republican? 
Does he know any thing of the National Journal and the 
United States Telegraph? Has he present to his recol- 
lection the atrocious calumnies by which they have been 
polluted—their dark insinuations and open falsehoods, by 
which the reputation of the virtuous of both sexes has 
been wantonly and grossly assailed? Slander has flown-~ 
still flies to all corners of our country, as if borne on the 
wings of the wind. Ifall these things are present to his 
view, will he admit that those who patronized these jour- 
nals were participatore of those hateful crimes? Can he 
trust the reputation and honor of his friends to the applica- 
tion of his own rule? $ 

[The VICE PRESIDENT asked if the Senator from 
Georgia had any allusion to the occupant of the chair. ] 

Mr. FORSYTH. By what authority, sir, do you ask 
that question? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT said the allusion appeared to 
be so direct, he had a right to ask the question. 

Mr. FORSYTH. I deny the right; and if it is consider- 
edas a question of order, I appeal to the judgment of the 


last man who would have been selected by Mr. Van Buren; | Senate. 


and sure Lam Mr. Van Buren is the last man on earth to 


The VICE PRESIDENT said, if the allusion was direct- 


whose influence the late Attorney General would have ed to him, there was no foundation for it. 


been willing to owe his place. 
Vox, VIIl.—87 


Mr. MILLER rose, and addressed the Chair. 
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Mr. FORSYTH claimed the floor, which he said he 
wasin some danger of losing between the Chair and the 
Senator. ; eo ie 

`The VICE PRESIDENT said the Senator from Geor- 
gia is entitled to the floor. 

‚Mr. FORSYTH. That being understood, I give way 
with pleasure to the Senator for any explanation he may 
desire to make. Í 

Mr. MILLER explained, and cóneluded by saying, as 
to the rule by which he judged others in relation to the 
official press, he was willing that-it should be applied to 
himself and:his friends. 

Mr. FORSYTH replied to the argument.as explained, 
and then said, as to the public’press, the Senator con- 
sents that he and his friends shalt be judged by his own 
rule. Then God help the’Senator’s friends, for they are 
beyond all human aid, and so are all those who patronize 
and support, in times of high party strife, a thoroughbred 
partisan newspaper. Leaving to others.to adopt or re- 
ject the rule, and to apply it or not lo the patrons and sup- 
porters of the Journal and Telegraph, and to the former 
patrons of the Washington Republican, the Washington 
City Gazette, and Federal Republican, I deny, explicitly, 
Mr. Van Buren’s responsibility for any articles of the 
Globe. If the Senator will produce satisfactory proof that 
he has been instrumental in establishing a press, here or 
elsewhere, for the purpose of dragging down by calum- 
nies any good man’s name, my vote shall damn him here~~ 
my voice every where. . : 

_In the spirit of manly frankness, not in the spirit of this 
Ciscussion, I appeal to the Senator to reflect upon the ir- 
reconcilable contradiction between all his conclusions to 
Mr. Van Buren’s prejudice, and the character of the Chief 
Magistrate-—-not the character of the President with his 
present friends and the people, but according to his own 
conceptions of that character before the President had the 
misfortune to think that the Senator and his friends were 
pursuing a policy dangerous to the union of the States. 
He was, as described by the Senator, all that was good and 
great, and performed with:the purest patriotism more im- 
portant services than any man since the days of Washing- 
toh. His known firmness has been called obstinate self- 
will, by his adversaries, and he has been held up by his 
enemies as a roaring lion, requiring implicit obedience 
from all who venture to approach hisden. Take the good 
or the bad of this description—judge this matter by the 
opinion of the President’s friends, by the Senator’s, or by 
the President’s enemies, and the part allotted to Mr. Van 
Buren could not have been played here. What, sir! this 
pure patriot, this great public benefuctor—this self-willed, 
obstinate man--this roaring lion, to be a wet rag in any 
man’s hands: a nose of wax, to be pinched into any and 
every shape by Mr. Van Buren’s fingers! Ef the Senator 
will calmly reflect, he will be compelled to acknowledge 
that he is or has been grcatly mistaken. “The President 
ig not what he declared him to be-—what his friends or his 
enemies believe him to be--or else flagrant injustice has 
been done to Mr. Van Buren. I will not quarrel with the 
Senator’s choice. He may take cither branch of the al- 
ternative. He cannot hold both. ~ 

The formidable array of facts in support of his charge 
of corrupt management against Mr. Van Buren reminds 
me of an oceurrence said to have happened in France. 
There is, it seems, such a thing as an action to recover 
damages for seduction, which may be brought by an un- 
fortunate lady who has listened too credulously to a flatter- 
ing tongue. A pretty lady, who had quarrelled and parted 
with her lover, called onan advocate to bring a suit for the 
damages she had sustained, She described the origin and 
progress of the Haison, the happiness enjoyed while it 

asted, and the time of its duration, and ther its fatal end. 
The advocate listened with profound attention to the story, 
and saw that it was one of those cases in which it was diff- 


a 


cult to.say who was in fault, the gentleman or the lady, 
and that an action could not be maintained for seduction. 
How to convey this without offending the fair one, was 
the difficulty. All Frenchmen, of all professions, avoid 
that as the deadliest of sins. The advocate managed it 
with the proverbial skill of his profession and of his coun- 
try. “ Madam, it would give me infinite pleasure to obey 
your wishes, and punish the ingrate who has separated 
himself from.so much beauty; butI am obliged to tell you 
that the facts are not sufficient to support an action.” This 
seemed very strange to the lady, as she had been very mi- 
nute in her detail of all the facts. Pouting and petulant, 
she left the advocate to his books and briefs. The whole 
affair was forgotten by him; but in the course of a few 
days the lady burst triumphantly into his room, exclaim- 
ing, with joyful eagerness, ‘another fact, sir, he seduced 
me again this morning.” And so it is with the Senator. 
His facts, like the lady’s, do not go to the point he must 
reach to effect his purpose. Each one is like unto the 
other, and all like the seduction of that morning. 

Mr. HAYNE said, before the question is taken on this 
nomination, I desire merely to state the grounds on which 
my vote shall rest. I do this as an act of justice to my- 
self, without desiring or intending to influence the vote 
of any gentleman here. When the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hormes] was before the 
Senate a few days ago, proposing, among other things, an 
inquiry into the conduct of Mr. Van Buren, I took occa- 
sion to say that though I could not vote for that reso- 
lution, because, in the form in which it then stood, it 
proposed to make a call upon the President, which I did 
not consider as quite respectful in its character; and also 
because, even inrelation to Mr. Van Buren himself, it was 
altogether too vague and indefinite to lead to any practical 
result; yet, that, if any Senator would move for an inquiry, 
in proper form, I would not only vote for it, but cheer- 
fully abide by the result. The friends of Mr. Van Buren, 
while opposing the resolution of Mr. Hormes, had not 
themselves thought proper to institute any such inquiry. 
I do not mean to censure them for this, nor to draw any 
inference from their course in this respect, unfavorable to 
Mr. Van Buren. They believed the charges against him 
required no investigation; and for my own part I was will- 
ing to acquiesce in the suggestion which had been thrown 
out, that from the nature of the case it was peculiarly 
proper that each gentleman should make the necessary 
inquiries for himself, and, having satisfied his own con- 
science, act accordingly. Ihave, Mr. President, pursued 
this course, and by the result shall my conduct, on this oc- 
casion, be governed. From the time when Mr, Van Buren 
took possession of the Department of State, up to the mo- 
ment of his departure for England, Lhave been an attentive 
observer of the passing events here. Ihave, also, since this 
nomination came before the Senate, taken pains to inform 
myself, from the very best sources, as to the correctness or 
incorrectness of my first impressions with respect to the 
conduct of Mr. Van Buren, while Secretary of State, 
and the result has been a firm conviction that 1 ought not 
to give my advice and consent to his appointment as minis- 
ter to England. From facts and circumstances which 
have fullen under my own observation, many of them no- 
torious to the whole country, as well as from information 
derived from sources on which Limplicitly rely, I have 
arrived at the following conclusion: that, when Mr. Van 
Buren came into the cabinet, he found a state of circum- 
stances here that opened a door to the establishment of an 
influence favorable to his personal views; that, instead of 
exerting himself to remove the causes of discord and dis- 
sension by which the Executive was unhappily surround- 
ed, he dexterously availed himself of them, and wielded 
them for the promotion of his own personal and political 
interests, and for the advancement of his friends and sup- 
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and consent;” and I should have continued in. the same 
relation towards him to this day, but for a course of con- 
duct while in that office, which I honestly believe has 
brought: incalculable evils upon this country. In com- 
ing to these conclusions, Ihave not been governed, as has 
been supposed, by “ vague rumors merely.” My opinions 
have been made up on facts.and.circumstances which are 
notorious, some of which have fallen under my own ob- 
servation, and upon information derived: from. the: most 
unquestionable sources. It is possible F may bë deceived, 
but if so, I can only say, that'so strong are:the convictions 
under which I'am acting, that if I were a juror in the box, 
sworn to give a trué verdict inthe issue now made up 
between Martin Van Buren and his country, I should feel 
myself constrained to give that verdict against him. On ' 
this conviction I shall act. Be the consequences what 
they may, I shall do what I believe to be my duty, in re- 
cording my vote against Mr. Van Buren ‘as minister to 
England. a : 

Mr. BROWN, on the conclusion of Mr. Hayne’s re- 
marks, adjured parties not to pursue this discussion; it 
could lead to no good. Every one’s mind no doubt was 
made up. Let us vote, and avoid any further irritation, 
already too great on this subject. i 

Mr. FORSYTH said, 1 am aware of the propriety of 
the suggestion of the gentleman from North Carolina,.and 
do not rise to continue the discussion. The gentleman 
who has just taken his seat, [Mr. Hayne, ] has expressed 
his opinion--he will of course act upon it—that is his affair; 
he has founded it on sources within his reach: these 
sources are not disclosed--we cannot speak of them. No 
evidence, other than that. already before the public, has 
been referted to by him. We cannot examine what we 
donot see. All this is for the judgment of others. The 
honorable Senator has said that the course he has taken 
in coming to his conclusion was suggested by the friends 
of Mr. Van Buren. ‘This I must deny. The suggestion 
of that course was made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Wegsren,] whois not to be numbered among 
the friends of the person nominated, either politically or 
personally. Although believing investigation unnecessary, 
we have stood ready, at all times, to vote for it in any 
form not disgraceful to the Senate. The whole question 
will soon be before the public, and we are ready to abide 
by the result. 

(Mr. Mruter kept no note of his rejoinder to Mr. FoR- 
syta. He replied at the moment to such suggestions as 
seemed to require notice at his hands. ‘The publication 
of Mr. F.’s speech in reply, renders it proper that the re- 
joinder by Mr. Mzrrumn should be published to correct and 
explain portions of Mr. F.’s reply. ] 

Mr. President: I will trouble the Senate, said Mr. M., 
with only a few observations in reply. The gentleman from 
Georgia has said that I seemed earnestly hunting for 
causes for a divorce from the President. This is not so. 
I mean in this case to vindicate the character of my con- 
stituents from servile devotion to an administration that 
shows no respect to their feelings and their character. 
Upon every point connected with the interest and princi- 
ples of South Carolina, and the correct policy of the na- 
tion, it shall have my support. The Senator seems to 
consider the Union party and the old radical party in 
South Garolina as identical; and as well versed as he may 
be in our local politics, he will permit me to put him right. 
The Union party in South Carolina cannot be said to have 
had an existence antecedent to 1830, unless they may be 
considered, in fact and principle, the old federal party. 
Taking this for granted, the gentleman knows best how 
far back he may be able to establish a ‘‘by-gone” frater- 
nity with his Union friends. I do not know more than 
one of the old radical party who ever acted with the gen- 
tleman, and he will scarcely be regarded sufficient to give 
a party name to a very respectable portion of the popula- 


Zt is known to all who hear me, that General Jackson came 
into office under most auspicious circumstances, which, 
properly improved, could not have failed to secure for his 
administration the highest honor, and,.as I still believe, 
lasting benefit to his country. : 

It is notorious that the fruits of the great political vic- 
tory which brought him into power, have been, in a great 
measure, lost. The expectations of the country have not 
been fulfilled. Dissensions and discord have divided a 
party who were once cemented together by the strongest 
ties.. Men who espoused General Jackson’s cause at the 
earliest dawn of his political fortunes, who stood by him 
in the heat of the contest, have been discarded from-his 
confidence, and ‘proscribed, while those who came in 
(ike Mr. Van Buren himself) at the eleventh hour, who 
never lifted a finger in his defence, or raised a voice in his 
favor, now have undisputed sway. T have no doubt what- 
ever, that, for all this, the country is chiefly indebted to 
the influence of Mr. Van Buren, successfully, though 
cautiously, directed to the single object of advancing 
himself at the expense of all who were supposed to stand 
in his way; and, what is worse, at the expense of the suc- 
cess of the administration, and at the imminent hazard to 
the best interests of the country. 

J firmly believe, sir, that it was not until Mr. Van 
Buren discovered, in the course of the last winter, that, by 
creating a unity of interests between the President and 
himself and alienating him from his faithful and true 
friends—instead of elevating himself, he was pulling his 
benefactor down—that he determined to break up the cabi- 
net, by withdrawing himself, and driving his colleagues 
from their. stations; taking care, however, to provide 
a safe retreat for himself in this mission to England. I 
think the dissolution of the cabinet, under all the circum- 
stances which attended it, was most unfortunate for the 
Executive, and disreputable to. the country; and such, I 
am persuaded, is the opinion of the great body of the 
people, of all parties, throughout the United States. 
From all that X have seen and heard upon that subject, I 
have not the shadow of a doubt that this event would not 
have taken place, but for the firm and manly resistance 
made by certain members of the cabinet to the views of 
Mr. Van Buren. If they had enlisted under his banner, 
and consented to follow his lead, all would have been 
‘well. I believe, moreover, that Mr. Van Buren, while 
Secretary of State, used the influence derived from his 
high office, for the purpose of controlling, injuriously, 
the domestic and social relations of this community; and 
that his conduct was, in other respects, inconsistent 
with the dignity of his station and the character of the 
country. Having arrived ‘at these conclusions, after a 
careful and deliberate examination of the whole case, my 
duty is, of course, made plain. “We are ‘called upon to 
give our advice and consent to the appointment of Mr. 
Van Buren to a high and most responsible office. I know 
that a decision in his favor will be regarded here, and 
held up elsewhere, as a triumphant acquittal from all the 
charges that have been preferred against him. I cannot 
consent to be an instrument in producing such a result, 
believing, as Ido, that these charges are true. 

Allusion has been made to the strong prejudices which 
are said to have followed Mr. Van Buren through his 
whole political course, and of which it is said he is now to 
be made the victim. For my own part, I am unconscious 
of being under the influence of any such feelings. 
Though I have never had the honor tobe classed among 
the personal. and political friends of this gentleman, yet, 
so far from having ever indulged any prejudice against 
him, my feelings towards him have been of an opposite 
character. Up to the time of his going into the cabinet, 
but a single circumstance had occurred to shake my con- 
fidence in him as a public man; and notwithstanding this, 
he went into the Department of State with my ‘advice 
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tion in South Carolina. The gentleman admits that his |most disingenuous and base motive is attempted to be fixed 


friends, as well as himself, stood up for principle, and 
against General Jackson in the Seminole war. ‘He says 
Georgia was then where she now is, beside the Union- 
ist, standing up for the right, and reprehending the 
wrong. 

Tam inclined to believe that if the gentleman would re. 
trace the history of his own State, he would find himself 
and his friends occasionally as much at war with the Union, 
as ever the South Carolina nullifiers have been. Upon 
the whole, one remarkable difference is found in the honor- 
able gentleman’s course and mine. I am content with 
my position. Hecensured General Jackson when he was 
out of power, and I sustained him; and he sustains him in 
power, while, in the case now before the Senate, I do not, 
for the reasons detailed, which he affects to consider most 
extraordinary. He must not indulge in visionary appre- 
hensions as to what I shall do. Sufficient for the day is 
the evil thereof. He says the Union party brought me 
forward for Governor, and thereby postponed the pre- 
sent incumbent. The gentleman here falls again into an 
error; the same persons who brought me forward for Go- 
vernor, brought me forward for the post I now fill; and I 
consider myself here,representing in the Senate the princi- 
ples of the old radical party, which is another name with us 
for the old republican or State rights party. 

The gentleman says that I liked not the first cabinet, 
and less the last. This last assertion is not warranted by 
any thing which has fallen from me. Itis not true that I 
like the second cabinet less than the first. I have voted 
to confirm the appointment of all the latter, and I would 
not vote for all the first if they were before us now for con- 
firmation. 

The gentleman denies, with great emphasis, the fact of 
the nominee having any agency in ripping up the cabinet 
transactions in relation to the Seminole war. I stated my 
belief from the facts before the public, and the gentle- 
man and myself draw different inferences from those facts. 
He says the facts before the public .prove that the charge 
is the ‘coinage of a distempered brain, and baseless as the 
fabric of a vision.” 

(Mr. Mrixxx did not understand Mr. Fonsyru as using, 
in the debate, such strong language, and will now repeat 
his belief, as he heretofore has done, and, further, his im- 
pression, that he could, upon the evidence, convict him 
before any impartial jury, unless the gentleman should fur- 
nish to such jury other information than he has done to the 
Senate. If he mistook not, the gentleman had something 
to do with this matter, and his opinions may be entitled 
to a consideration which Mr. M.’s does not possess. ‘The 
high authority referred to, together with the personal 
knowledge of the Senator, may convince him, but not 
others, who are less informed on this subject. ] 

I shall not take any step to prove the guilt or innocence 
of the nominee, as requested by the gentleman. It does 
not concern the public or myself, further than it constitutes 
a feature in the history of the gentleman’s life, and I am 
at liberty to state my belief and act on it, when called on 
to give my vote. 

The gentleman misunderstood me, if he supposed I ob- 
jected to the establishment of the Globe, as the Govern- 
ment paper, by Mr. Van Buren, or any one else. 1 con- 
cede the right of every man, public or private, to establish 
presses; but, in doing so, they must take them cum onere. 
If they abuse me and my friends, by their express or im- 
plied authority, to obtain favor with others, they must 
look to those whom they themselves desire to propitiate for 
support. 
© Now what are the factshere? Pending the nomination, 
a majority of the Legislature, constituting the entire mass 
of my political friends, pass a resolution approving of so 
much of General Jackson’s late message as recommends 
a reduction of the tariff to a revenue measure, and the} 


upon them, by an administration print, which is the mouth- 
piece of the nominee and his party. In this matter, I put 
myself on my reserved right, and if I had no other ground 
to stand on, I would substitute my will for the reason, and 
reject the patron of such a press. It is one of the sove- 
reign rights of a freeman to put those who ask his vote for 
office at least upon terms of respect. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said, I beg the indulgence of 
the Senate, barely to state the reasons of the vote that I 
shall give on the nomination before us. In this, I regard 
Mr. Van Buren as a public man, and my reasons for with- 
holding my advice and consent to his nomination are pub- 
lic reasons. They are purely national, in which neither 
party nor prejudice have place. I feel the weight of all 
the responsibility to be incurred by the important mea- 
sure of recalling a foreign minister for causes that impli- 
cate him in public censure; but I also feel fully sustained 
by the considerations that shall influence my vote. 

Sir, the true interests of the nation require a minister 
that will represent bis country, and not merely advance 
his party. We want a minister of that lofty character, 
who will, the moment his mission commences, drop the 
habiliments of party, and robe himself in the pure and 
loyal vestments of his country—his undivided country. I 
desire such a man to go forth, forgetting all the strifes at 
home, and remember only that he isan American minister, 
and to act upon American principles. But when we per- 
ceive the gentleman, now before us, deliberately at his 
bureau, instructing our minister to a foreign court to call 
to his aid in conducting our negotiations the results of our 
political contests, I have good cause to fear that he does 
not possess those elevated principles that will dispose him 
to reject the counsels which he so freely and so anxiously 
communicates to others. 

In the instructions prepared and given by Mr. Van Bu- 
ren to Mr. McLane, we have evidence not tobe mistaken 
of Mr. Van Buren’s policy. And it is so purely selfish, 
as to absorb all considerations of country. It is so devoid 
of American spirit and character, that I am compelled, 
by a high and solemn sense of duty, to bear a decided 
protest against it. 

What is the scope of these instructions? As I under- 
stand them, they distinctly direct our minister to employ 
the influences of party,and of his party, too. They commis- 
sion him to apprise the British court of the character of our 
political collisions, and especially to let him know who 
triumphed and who were defeated. Sir, it is humiliating 
to think of it. These instructions urged our minister to 
put his party in the right, and the country in the wrong— 
to refer the British minister to the results of the ballot box 
here, and to press upon that cabinet the vicissitudes of our 
political controversies—our own domestic diffcrences, as 
motives to persuade them—-to what, sir? Why, plainly, 
to grant that favor, to extend that privilege, to his now 
dominant party, that was refused to those in whose keep- 
ing the arrangement of American interests had thereto- 
fore been confided. This is the first attempt, in our diplo- 
macy with foreign States, to separate the administration of 
the country from the country. How wanting in all jus- 
tice, as well as magnanimity, was it to make this danger- 
ous and unwarrantable assumption a plea with any foreign 
court! Sir, whois, by our constitution, who alone can 
be our public organ, but “the administration?” And yet 
hear a clause of these instructions. Mr. Van Buren really 
argues the point: ‘*To set up,” he proceeds, ‘the acts of 
the late administration as the cause of forfeiture of privi- 
leges which would otherwise be extended to the people of 
the United States, would, under existing circumstances, 
be unjust in itself,” &e. &e. Wherefore unjust under ex- 
isting circumstances? Because, as was before stated, we, 
that is we, the new men, now in power, did not partici- 
pate in the acts of the late administration, and, therefore, 
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we humbly hope that we may be spared the forfeiture o 
these privileges. This, with other portions of this extra- 
ordinary document, is so humiliating to our national cha- 
yacter, that I cannot consent to: countenance it by advising 
the President to appoint Mr. Van Buren to the very court 
at which he has humbled us. No, sir, let us rather meet 
the case at the threshold, with our unqualified disappro- 
pation, and. never suffer it to grow into the authority of 
precedent by our acquiescence. f 

Why, sir, the consequences of such a course of diplo- 
macy would be most disastrous. It would perpetually 
distract our public councils on every change of adminis- 
tration—nay, on every prospect of a change—on every 
commotion in the country that might indicate it, we should 
be driven by such measures to. entertain a stronger jea- 
lousy of our diplomatic functionaries abroad, than of the 
courts and nations to which they were sent. 

Are we prepared to say, sir, and have it understood, 
that our political conflicts are to leave our own shores, and 
cast their influence abroad? That our ministers are to 
become the agents of a party, and drive its purposes in 
such manner and by such means as they deem fit? I trust 
not. Let us preserve the honorable and manly character 
of our foreign intercourse, and expect and require that 
our ministers shall, in their discussions and conduct, act 
for their country, and not make a foreign court the arena 
on which to play off the intrigues or push the interests ofa 

arty. 

* Mr. MOORE said, I do not now rise for the purpose of 
prolonging this debate. Under all the circumstances of 
the case, notwithstanding the able views which have been 
presented, and the impatience of the Senate, I feel it a 
duty incumbent upon me, not only in justification of my- 
self, and of the motives which govern me in the vote which 
Tam about to give, but, also, in justice to the free and in- 
dependent people whom I have the honor, in part, to re- 
present, that I should set forth the reasons which have 
reluctantly compelled me to oppose the confirmation of| 
the present nominee. Sir, it is proper I should declare 
that the evidences adduced against the character and con- 
duct of the late Secretary of State, and the sources from 
whence this evidence emanates, have made an impression 
upon my mind, that will require of me, in the conscien- 
tious though painful discharge of my duty, to record my 
vote against his nomination. But let it not be under- 
stood that I am opposed to the Executive or his adminis- 
tration. On slight grounds, I am incapable of assuming 
such an attitude; for, sir, I have the honor of having been 
associated with my fellow-citizens in elevating General 
Jackson to the Presidency; and the broad principles which 
elevated him to office continue the beacon lights of my 
political course. And, sir, it must be remembered that 
the proud people whose representative Iam, are too pa- 
triotic to wink at a compromise of the nation’s honor, too 
virtuous to encourage Intrigue and corruption, and too 
honest to withhold their approbation from a faithful dis- 
charge of publicduty. In the name of this people, then, 
whose servant I rejoice to call myself, as far as my vote 
may go, I shall protest against that highly reprehensible 
course of conduct which has been pursued by the nominee. 
I repeat, sir, that the vote T shall give does not proceed 
from hostility to the Executive; I came here prepared, and 
am now disposed, to give a liberal and generous support 
to the great leading measures of his administration. It is, 
therefore, with no small degree of satisfaction that I can 
recur to my cordial support of most of those measures 
and nominations which have passed in review before the 
Senate, and especially the nominations of his cabinet 
Ministers; and 1 am now, sir, free to state that my vote 
shall be given for Martin Van Buren as minister to Eng- 
land, if the charges which shall have been preferred 
against him shall, by any means, be weakened, or done 
away, As the friend of Andrew Jackson, I have been, 


and am still, disposed to prosecute this inquiry into the 
truth of the charges, believing that it is due, both tothe ` 
President and to the nominee, that every gentleman pre- 
sent should be fully satisfied of the correctness of his vote. 
No man in the nation can boast sincerer friendship for the 
Executive than I can; no man in the dark hour of trial was 
more fervent in his support, (for I wasan. original advo- 
cate of his claims.) But, sir, I cannot obey. the slavish 
dictates of party discipline. I am constrained to yield to 
the deliberate-convictions of my conscientious judgment. 
When my reason is convinced, I dare not disregard her 
mandates. 

Sir, as has been remarked by the honorable gentleman’ 
from Maryland, [Mr. CHAMBERS; | I, too, am aware of the 
danger to which my vote may subject me. For, sir, it is my 
fate to have bitter enemies; but, sir, it is my peculiar for- 
tune to be able to boast of the most sincere and warmest 
friends. I am, also, aware that the malignity of those 
who cannot appreciate the obligations of an honest mo- 
tive, may cause them to hurl the shafts of calumny against 
me, and attempt to prejudice the minds of my constitu- 
ents. Iam aware, too, that there are those whose minds 
are narrowed to the confines of party predilections, on 
whom those assaults may prove successful. I am, also, 
aware of my misfortune in differing with my honorable 
colleague, and that the motives which have induced me to 
assume my stand may be utterly misrepresented. How- 
ever, after due deliberation and reflection, and under a 
strong impression of my high responsibilitics, and with a 
perfect conviction of the approbation of my conscience 
and constituents, no satisfactory explanation of the weighty 
charges alleged against him haying been iven, I am 
compelled to record my. vote against the nomination. 

[The above, it is believed, comprises all the material 
debate in the Senate on the rejected nomination, with the 
exception of a few remarks of Mr. Maneux, not reported, 
in which he is understood to have declared that he did not 
approve the tone and tenor of the instructions of Mr. Van 
Buren to Mr. McLane, but that he saw in them nothing to 
justify the rejection of the nomination. When Mr. Max- 
Gum concluded, the question was taken on agreeing to the 
nomination, and decided in the negative, as stated in the 
proceedings at the beginning. —Publishers.] 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1831. 
NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


The following message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secretary: 

Gentlemen of the Senate: In my public message to both 
Houses, I communicated the state in which I had found 
the controverted claims of Great Britain and the United 
States in relation to our Northern and Eastern boundary, 
and the measures which, since my coming into office, I 
had pursued to bring it to a close, together with the fact 
that, on the 10th day of January last, the sovereign ar- 
biter had delivered his opinion to the plenipotentiaries of 
the United States and Great Britain. 

I now transmit to you that opinion for your considera- 
tion, that you may determine whether you will advise a 
submission to the opinion delivered by the sovereign ar- 
biter, and consent to its execution. 

‘That you may the better be enabled to judge of the 
obligation, as well as the expediency, of submitting to or 
rejecting the decision of the arbiter, 1 herewith transmit—- 

1. A protest made by the minister plenipotentiary of 
the United States, after receiving the opinion of the King 
of the Netherlands, on which paper it may be necessary 
to remark that I had always determined, whatever might 
have been the result of the examination by the sovereign 
arbiter, to have submitted the same to the Senate for their 
advice, before I executed or rejected it; therefore, no 
instructions were given to the minister to do any act that 
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should commit the Government as to the course it might 
be deemed proper to pursue, on a full consideration of all 
the circumstances of the case. f 

2. The despatches from our minister at the Hague, 
accompanying the protest, as well as those previous and 
subsequent thereto, in relation to the subject of the sub- 
mission. 

3. Communications between the Department of State 
and the Governor of the State of Maine, in relation to 
this subject. 


therlands, as communicated through our minister at the 
Hague, does not purport to ascertain or define the North- 
eastern boundary of the United States, as described in the 
treaty of peace of 1783, but recommends a new line, palpa- 
bly distinct and variant from the true line of the said treaty. 

4. Resolved, That his Netherland Majesty has not de- 
cided any question submitted to his determination relative 
to said boundary, but declared his inability to do so; and, 
in expressing his opinion of what would be a suitable or 
convenient line of division between the United States and 


4. Correspondence between the chargé d’affaires of}the territories of Great Britain, has gratuitously assumed 
his Britannic Majesty and the Department of State, in|the character of an adviser, to which he was never invited 


relation to the arrest of certain persons at Madawaska, 
under the authority of the British Government of New 
Brunswick. 

It is proper to add, that, in addition to the evidence de- 
rived from Mr. Preble’s despatches-of the inclination of 
the British Government to abide by the award, assurances 
to the same effect have been informally made to our mi- 
nister at London, and that an official communication on 
that subject may very soon be expected. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 

December 7, 1831. 

The message and accompanying documents were read. 


Ordered, That they be printed in confidence for the use 
of the Senate. 


WEDNESDAY, Decempen 21, 


The following message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secretary: 


Wasuineton City, December 21, 1831. 


Gentlemen of the Senate: Since my message of the 7th 
instant, transmitting the award of the King of the Nether- 
lands, I have received the official communication, then 
expected, of the determination of the British Government 
to abide by the award. This communication is now re- 
spectfully laid before you, for the purpose of aiding your 
deliberations on the same subject. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 


The message, and the document therein referred to, 
were read. 

Ordered, That they be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and that the document be printed in 
confidence for the use of the Senate. 

The following motion, submitted by Mr. Homes, having 
been transferred on the 19th instant from the legislative 
to the executive journal, was considered: 

Resolved, That the President be requeste 
the Senate whether any further negotiation is commenced 
or proposed, in regard to the Northeastern boundary of 
the United States. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 


Torspay, January 24, 1832. 


Mr. SPRAGUE submitted the following resolutions; 


by the parties. 

5. Resolved, That the United States have never, in any 
manner, rendered it obligatory upon them to submit to, 
or acquiesce in, such advice; and have no power, without 
the consent of the State of Maine, to agree upon or es- 
tablish the new line of boundary thus recommended. 

6. Resolved, That the Senate recommend to, and ad- 
vise the President of the United States to open and pur: 
sue friendly negotiations with his Britannic Majesty, for 
the purpose—1. Ofascertaining with precision that point 
of the highlands lying due north of the St. Croix river, 
and north of St. John’s river, which is designated in the 
treaty of peace of 1783 as the northwest angle of Nova 
Scotia, and of surveying and marking upon the surface of 
the earth the boundary line between the United States 
and the dominions of Great Britain, which extends from 
the source of the river St. Croix, directly north, to the 
abovementioned northwest angle of Nova Scotia; thence, 
along the said highlands, which divide those rivers that 
empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence from those 
which fall into the Atlantic Ocean, to the northwestern- 
most head of Connecticut river. 2. OF securing to the 
United States and their citizens the undisturbed enjoyment 
of the right to the free navigation of the St. John’s river 
throughout its whole course to the Atlantic Ocean, and 
granting to his Britannic Majesty and his subjects the un- 
disturbed enjoyment of a right of free passage and transit 
between the city of Quebec, in Lower Canada, and the 
city of St. John’s, in the province of New Brunswick, in 
a direct and convenient route through the State of Maine, 
to be accurately surveyed, limited, and defined: Provided, 
That the express consent of the State of Maine to the 
granting of such free passage and transit shall be first bad 
and obtained. à 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 25. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolutions sub- 


d to inform | mitted yesterday by Mr. Seracuz; and on his motion, 


Ordered, That they be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 27. 
The following message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secretary: 
Wasuinerox, January 27, 1832. 
To the Senate of the United States: In compliance with 


which were read, and ordered to be printed in confidence | the resolution of the Senate of the 18th instant,* I here- 


for the use of the Senate: 


with transmit a report of the Secretary of State, which, 


1. ‘Resolved, That the General Government has no con-|together with the letter of his Britannic Majesty’s chargé 
stitutional power to cede or transfer toa foreign nation | d’affaires, heretofore communicated, demanding the exe- 
any portion of the territory or inhabitants of any one of|cution of the opinion delivered by the sovereign arbiter, 


the United States, without the consent of such State. 


contains all the information requested by the said resolu- 


2. Resolved, That the power of the General Govern-|tion, omitting nothing that may enable the Senate to give 
ment in establishing the exterior limits of the United | the advice requested by my message of the 7th of Decem- 
States, does not extend to the making of a new line ofjber last, on the question of carrying into effect the opinion 
boundary for any one of the States, but only to the ascer-}of the King of the Netherlands. 


taining and defining the true line described and agreed 
upon in the treaty of peace of 1783, according to the fair 
construction and real intent of said treaty. 


ANDREW JACKSON. 
The message and accompanying documents were read. 


3. Resolved, That the opinion of. the King of the Ne-| * This resolution will appear on the legislative journal, p. 85. 
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Wenvnespay, Fesnuany 8. 


The following message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secretary: 


Wasnineton, February 3, 1832. 


To the Senate: In addition to the documents relating 
to the settlement of the Northeastern boundary of the 
United States, now in possession of the Senate, I have 
just received certain proceedings and resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Maine, on the subject, which 
are herewith transmitted. 

: ANDREW JACKSON. 

The message was read. 


The following motion, submitted by Mr. SPRAGUE, 
was considered and agreed to: e 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
transmit to the Senate the two volumes of maps, and the 
volume of surveys, which were laid before the arbiter 
under the convention of 1827, and which have been re- 
turned to the Department of State; and also map A. 

On motion of Mr. SPRAGUE, 

Ordered, That the message of the 27th of January, 
transmitting additional documents respecting the North- 
eastern boundary, be referred to the Committee on Fo- 
reign Relations; and that the following papers, thereby 
communicated, be printed in confidence for the use of the 
Senate: 

Mr. Clay to the Governor of Maine, December 3, 1825. 

Same to the Governor of Maine, January 4, 1826. 

Same to the same, January 29, 1827. 

The Governor of Maine to the President of the United 
States, June 20, 1826. ` 

Mr. Clay to Mr. Vaughan, January 9, 1829, 

Mr. Hamilton to Mr. Vaughan, March 11, 1829. 

Same to the Governor of Maine, March 13, 1829. 

Mr. Van Buren to Mr. Vaughan, May 11, 1829. 

Correspondence between the Executive of the United 
States and the British Government, and between the 
Executive of the United States and the King of the Ne- 
therlands. 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 

The following motion, submitted by Mr. SPRAGUE, 
was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to transmit to the Senate the despatch of Mr. 
Gallatin, transmitting the convention of September 29, 
1827; and to inform the Senate at what time the said 
despatch and convention were received at the Department 
of State; and the report, by Daniel Rose, of an exploring 
survey from the Sebois river to the head waters of the 
Penobscot river, made in the year 1829. 


Monoay, Fesruary 13. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting two 
volumes of maps, a volume of surveys, and map A, re- 
quired by a resolution of the Senate of the 8th instant. 

The communication was read. 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY. 20. 


The following message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secretary: 


Wasuineton, February 13, 1832. 
To the Senate: I herewith transmit a report from the 
Secretary of State, containing the information and docu- 


ments called for by a resolution of the Senate of the 9th 
instant. 


ANDREW JACKSON. 
The message was read. - 


~ Tvuzspay, Mancn 20. 


The following motion, submitted by Mr. HOLMES, was 
considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform 
the Senate whether any, and, if any, what communications 
have passed between the Executive Department of the 
Government of the United Statesand the Executive or Le- 
gislative Department of the State of Maine, relative to the 
Northeastern boundary; and whether any proposition has 
been made by either that the boundary designated by the 
King of the Netherlands shall be established for a conside- 
ration to be paid to Maine;.and, if so, what consideration 
is proposed, so far as the same. may not be inconsistent 
with the public interest. 


Weovespay, Marcu 21. 


Mr. TAZEWELL, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom were referred the several messages of 
the President of the United States of the 7th and 21st of 
December, 1831, of the 27th of January and 8th of Feb- 
ruary, 1832, together with the several documents which 
accompanied the same; and to whom were also referred 
the motion and resolution submitted to the Senate by one 
of the Senators from the State of Maine, on the 24th day 
of January last part, submitted the following report: 

That this committee have bestowed upon the several 
subjects to them referred, all the attention which their 
great importance demanded. At the commencement of 
their examination of these interesting subjects, every 
member of this committee was equally aware that their 
feelings, as citizens of the United States, might very pro- 
bably mislead any judgment they might be disposed to 
form in regard to the correctness of the determination of 
his Majesty the King of the Netherlands, which proposes 
to establish the boundary between the possessions of 
the United States and those of his Majesty the King of 
Great Britain. Every argument which suggested itself 
to the mind of any member of this committee, to prove 
the truth and justice of the several positions for which 
the United States have contended in the course of the 
discussion of this subject, had already been presented by 
their different agents, and had-proved unsatisfactory both 
to Great Britain and to the arbitrator mutually chosen by 
the two Powers to settle and determine the subject of 
difference between them. ‘This circumstance, of itself, 
was sufficient to warn the committee against confiding 
too implicitly in their own opinions, with regard to'a 
matter as to which they were conscious of feeling so deep 
an interest, and to induce them to view the subject as 
it now exists, rather than to consider it as presenting a 
question still open for discussion. 

This committee entertain no doubt of the perfect right 
of the United States to refuse to abide by the award of 
his Majesty the King of the Netherlands, if the constitut- 
ed authorities of the United States shall think that this 
award is not made within the terms or meaning of the 
submission; and they are aware that. many reasons exist 
which, to the minds of our own citizens at least, may ap- 
pear strong, to induce the opinion that such is the case. 
But will such arguments satisfy others? and, if not, what 
will be the effect of rejecting this award? These are the 
only questions which this committee think it necessary 
now to examine. 

The history of this country will show that the ques- 
tion, what is the true Northeastern boundary of the pre- 
sent United States, has been often discussed between the 
different parties interested in its decision. While France 
held the territory contiguous to the former colonies of 
Great Britain on their Northern and Eastern frontier, this 
question then disturbed the relations of these two Powers, 
and it was only settled by the treaty which transferred all 
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the dominions of the former, in this quarter, to the latter. | 
Not long after that event, the same question was revived 
between Great Britain and her then -colony of Massachu- 
setts. As the King of Great Britain was at that time the 
sovereign of-all the provinces limited by this boundary, 
no matter where it was established, or how it was run; 
and as no private rights had then been acquired near to 
the line which was ultimately settled by him as the boun- 
dary of these provinces, it was then of little moment to 
any where this line was fixed. - Hence, probably, in esta- 
blishing the Northeastern boundary of Massachusetts at 
that time, but little regard was paid to accuracy of de- 
scription or precision of terms, and a line was fixed upon, 
of which the ‘¢erminus a quo”? was not more certainly 
described than the ‘terminus ad quem.” Before it be- 
came necessary to ascertain this line with any degree of 
accuracy, our revolution commenced, and the uncertain 
boundary established by the previous act of the Govern- 


least in part, by the determination of a disinterested ar- 
bitrator, mutually selected by. both the parties. 

Should this prove true, if the United States, on their 
part, refuse to abide by this award, the necessary conse- 
quence must be, that the pretensions heretofore set up 
by Great Britain, and which are in part rejected by the 
award, will be revived and insisted upon by her in their 
full extent. In what mode, then, can the controversy so 
revived be settled? 

A new negotiation cannot be supposed likely to pro- 
duce niore beneficial results than those which have already 
taken place. In the discussions which were had at 
Ghent, in those carried on between the commissioners 
appointed to determine this question of boundary, and in 
those addressed to his Majesty the King of the Nether- 
lands, the argument on either side seems to have been 
exhausted. No profitable result, then, can be expected 
from reviving a discussion in which nothing new can be 


ment of Great Britain was recognised by the treaty of| presented on either side, and in which the rights and in- 


1782 as the Northeastern boundary of the United States. 

Thus the old question, what this boundary line was, 
and where it ran, was revived. The settlement of this 
question constituted the subject of the fifth article of the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain in 
1794; and it was supposed by both the parties to be de- 
termined with sufficient accuracy by the final decision of 
the commissioners appointed in pursuance of that article. 
It is worthy of remark here, that the decision of these 
commissioners differed not less widely from the positions 
contended for by each of the two disagreeing parties at 
that time, than does the present determination of his Ma- 
jesty the King of the Netherlands, from the positions as- 
sumed by each of the same parties upon this occasion. 
Yet both the United States and Great Britain concurred 
in adopting the decision of these commissioners, although 
it varied essentially from the claim of boundary set up by 
each of the two Powers. 

This decision settled definitively the uncertain ** ter- 
minus a quo” the Northeastern boundary of the Unitegl 
States was to run; and as no difference then existed be- 
tween the two Powers as to the course or direction of this 
line of boundary, the ‘terminus ad quem” was also sup- 
posed to befixed. Doubts being afterwards suggested on 
the part of Great Britain as to this point, it was the pur- 
pose of the fifth article of the treaty of Ghent, in 1814, 
to remove these doubts, by adopting a mode for settling 
them, similar to that which had been found satisfactory to 
the parties in the previous case. The commissioners ap- 


terests of the parties, whatever these may be, remain as 
heretofore. 

Besides, previously to entering upon such a negotia- 
tion, something must be agreed upon in regard to the 
disputed territory. Recent events very plainly show that, 
without some agreement upon this point, border conflicts 
will inevitably take place between the citizens and sub- 
jects of the two Powers who claim this territory; which 
conflicts must soon produce a general war between these 
Powers. What, then, is to be done with this subject of 
controversy, pending the negotiation instituted to adjust 
the title to it? 

A stipulation that it shall remain, as now, unoccupied 
by either party, until the question of right is settled, 
seems to favor the views and policy of Great Britain so 
decidedly, that such a stipulation would amount in effect 
to an abandonment of claim on our part to the whole sub- 
ject. No termination favorable to the United States ought 
to be expected from any negotiation which holds out 
such an inducement to the other party for procrastination 
and delay. The same result is equally probable, if cach 
party should be permitted to occupy such portion of the 
disputed territory as is allotted to them respectively un- 
der the award, which would be then declared not to be 
obligatory upon either. In the latter case, too, the matter 
would be made of still more difficult adjustment, by rea- 
son of the rights and interests which the citizens and sub- 
jects of each of the two parties would acquire in the 
territory yielded to the occupation of the other; anda pro- 


pointed by the high contracting parties, in pursuance of] position that one should occupy the portion of the terri- 


this fifth article of the treaty of Ghent, could neither 
agree in their opinions, or effect any other adjustment of 
the’ matter to them referred; therefore, the event con- 
templated by that article having thus occurred, it became 
necessary, under the provisions of this treaty, that the 
two Powers should refer the subject to some friendly so- 
vereign or State, to be named by them for that purpose, 
who should determine the same. His Majesty the King 
of the Netherlands was the friendly sovereign named by 
the two high contracting parties for this purpose. He 
having accepted the functions of arbitrator so confer- 
red upon him, by his award has decided the whole subject. 

The committee have made these statements merely to 
show that the question determined by this a 
of long standing, which has been much vexed, and that 
the points involved in it, and necessary to its accurate 
determination, have, in some degree, been changed by 
the acts of the parties themselves. Under such circum- 
stances, it is not reasonable to expect that Great Britain, | 
who has thus long and often refused her t 
sitions taken. by the United States in regard to this con- 


troverted point, will yield a more ready acquiescence in| perplexity and difficulty. 
our wishes now, than she has hitherto done; especially | the effect of p 


tory assigned to it, while the negotiation was pending in 
regard to the right of the other to the remaining portion 
of the same territory, which should not be occupied by 
that other until the question of right was finally deter- 
rained, would be a proposition so wanting in reciprocity, 
that it ought not to be made by any Power which pays 
proper regard to its own character. ; . 
Under such circumstances, where negotiation promises 
to yield nothing of good, but one resort remains. ‘To this 
last resort, the committee do not understand that even the 
State of Mainc itself is willing now to come. But, if the 
case was different, it would present a question worthy of 
the most grave consideration, whether the United States 


ward is one |should ever willingly involve themselves in war with any 


Power whatever, to maintain an asserted right to: terri- 
tory long disputed, which had been determined not to be 
theirs by an arbitrator chosen by themselves. Although 
it may perhaps be traly said in this case that the United 
States are not bound by this award, as such, yet it will be 


assent to the po-j considered by all the civilized world as the impartial opi- 


ion of a disinterested judge, upon a question of much 
Such an opinion would have 
lacing us (seemingly at least) in the wrong, 


when she sees that her own opinions are sustained, atjand therefore would greatly impair the moral force the 
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United States have always brought into every contest: in} The report was read. 
which they have hitherto been involved. 3 On motion of Mr. HOLMES, ER orn 

These considerations have induced this committee toj Ordered, That it be printed in confidence for the use of 
think that the policy of the United States will be best con-j the Senate.. ` Bre 
sulted by announcing to Great Britain their willingness to 
assent to this award. But as the boundary which it esta- 
blishes will probably be found not less inconvenient to 
Great Britain than to the United States, andas under the 
award the navigation of the river St. John and its tributary 
streams is not made free and common to both parties, this 
committee are of opinion that it will be advisable for the Pre- 
sident, in communicating to Great Britain his determination 
to abide by the award, to signify to that Power his desire to 
open a new negotiation, for the purpose of settling a more 
conyenient boundary between the territories of the two em- 
pires, than that which is so established; and, also, for se- 
curing to each party the free navigation of the river St. 
John and its tributary streams, from ils mouth to their re- 
spective sources. Should Great Britain accede to this 
overture, if, in the course of the negotiation, it is found 
practicable so to do, the President will of course avail 
himself of any and every occasion to obtain a boundary 
more acceptable to the State of Maine than that which is 
established by the determination of his Majesty the King 
of the Netherlands. 

In regard to the objections urged to this award in the 
resolutions which have atso been referred to this commit- 
tee, they deem it only necessary to say, that, as the pro- 
visions of the fifth article of the treaty of Ghent admit the 
fact that the true boundary of the United States, thereby 
referred to, was not then settled, and establish a mode 
whereby this boundary might thereafter be ascertained 
and determined, it cannot be admitted that the subsequent 
settlement of this matter by the mode then agreed upon 
can properly be considered as a cession or transfer to a 
foreign nation of any portion of the territory or inhabit- 
ants of any one'of the United States. 

If the commissioners appointed to determine this matter 
had concurred in opinion as they did in 1795, although]. 
the determination might have been, as it then was, in op- 
position to the pretensions set up by each of the disagree- 
ing parties, none can believe that their award would not 
have been held as conclusive as was that referred to, al- 
though both these awards would have been subject to pre- 
cisely the same objections which are now urged. Andso 
far as the question of authority is coneerned, it would be 
impossible to show that the umpire had less authority over 
the subject than the disagreeing commissioners possessed. 
In no case can the adjustment of any controversy be pro- 
perly regarded as an abandonment of right in the subject, 
the title to which iy contested. In all such cases, the de- 
cision does nothing more than to determine in which of 
the two disagreeing parties the right originally was; and 
neither can properly be said to yield to the other that 
which the decision affirms to have always belonged to that 
other. So that the question recurs—Will the United 
States adopt this award as determining what was their ori- 
ginal and true boundary? Once admit the award to be 
binding on our faith, and the question of right ceases; and 
even if the award be set. aside, the determination not to 
abide by it must never be rested upon the ground that it 
deprives us of rights which we believe to be ours, but 
upon the ground that it decides matter which was never sub- 
mitted to arbitrament. Ifthe authority to decide the ques- 
tion is admitted, the correctness of the decision can never Sarunpay, Juns 16. 
be questioned, except by impugning the integrity of the] The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
Judge, acharge which none can prefer or sustain in this case. | reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 

The committee therefore recommend to the Senate to}subject of the Northeastern boundary, together with the 
adopt the following resolution: amendment proposed thereto. 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate advise the President to ex-| On the question to agree to the amendment, to wit, af- 
press to his Majesty the King of the Netherlands the as-| ter ‘‘ Resolved,” insert “two-thirds of the Senators pre- 
sent of the United States to the determination made by | sent concurring’ — ` 
him, and consent to the execution of the same. It was determined in the affirmative, as follows: 


Vou. VUI.—88 


: MONDAY, ÅPRIL 2 gy 
The following message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secretary: ` 
ae Wasurnerox, March 29, 1832. 
To the Senate: In compliance with the resolution request- 
ing the“: President to.inform the Senate whether any,and, if 
any, what communications have passed between the Execu- 
tive Department of the United States and the Executive -or 
Legislative Department of the State of Maine, relative to the 
Northeastern boundary; and whether any proposition has 
been made by either, that the boundary designated by the 
King of the Netherlands shall be established for a conside- 
ration to he paid to Maine; and, if so, what .consideration 
was proposed, so far as the same may not be inconsistent 
with the public interest,” I transmit herewith a report 
from the Secretary of State. i 
ANDREW JACKSON. 
The message and the accompanying documents were 
read. : 
On motion of Mr. HOLMES, > : 
Ordered, That they be printed ‘in confidence for the use 


of the Senate. 


TUESDAY, June 12. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution re- 
ported by the Committée on Foreign Relations, on the 
21st of March, on the subject of the Northeastern boun- 
dary. oe 
A motion was made by Mr. HOLMES to: amend the 
same, by inserting after the word ‘ Resolved” the words 
“two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein.” 

And after debate, on motion of Mr. HOLMES, 

The Senate adjourned. 


Weonespay, June 13. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 
subject of the Northeastern boundary, together with the 
amendment proposed thereto. 

And, after debate, on motion of Mr. HOLMES, 

The Senate adjourned. S : 


Tuunrspay, June 14, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution ` 
reported’ by the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 
subject of the Northeastern boundary, together with the 
amendment proposed thereto. 

And, after debate, on motion of Mr. SILSBEEF, 

The Senate adjourned. 


Frivay, Juns 15.. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations ọn the 
subject of the Northeastern boundary. 

And, after debate, on motion of Mr. FORSYTH,- 

The Senate adjourned. 
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YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, 
` Holmes, : Kane, Knight, Miller,’ Naudain, Poindexter, 
Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins.—27. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Chambers, Ellis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, King, Mangum, Marcy, Moore, 
Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White.—17. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

A motion was made by Mr. MANGUM to amend the 
resolution by striking out all after the word ‘ Resolved,” 
and inserting ‘‘ That the Senate advise the President to 
communicate to his Majesty the King of the Netherlands 
that ‘the United States decline to ‘adopt’ the boundary 
recommended by his Majesty as being ‘suitable’ between 
the dominions of his Britannic Majesty and the United 
States. ` 

«Resolved, Thatthe Senate advise the President to open 
anew negotiation with his Britannic Majesty’s Govern- 
ment for the ascertainment of the boundary between the 
possessions of the United States and those of the King of 
Great Britain on the Northeastern frontier.” 

Mr. CLAYTON called fora division of the question. 
And being taken on striking out, it was determined in the 
affirmative--yeas 35, nays 8, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Buckner, Cham- 
bers, Clay, Clayton, Dickerson, Ellis, Foot, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Holmes, Kane, King, Knight, 
Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins. —35. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bibb, Dudley, Forsyth, Miller, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Tyler, White.--8. 

The question then recurring on inserting the proposed 
amendment, 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, 

The Senate adjourned. 


Tuunrspay, Jung 21. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 
subject of the Northeastern boundary, together with the 
amendments proposed by Mr. Maneum. 

A motion was made by Mr. EWING to amend the pro- 
posed amendment by striking out the words, ** That the 
Senate advise the President to communicate to his Majes- 
ty the King of the Netherlands that the United States de- 
cline to ‘adopt’? the boundary recommended by his Ma- 
jesty as being ‘suitable’ between the dominions of his 
Britannic Majesty and the United States;” and, in lieu 
thereof, to insert, ‘* That the Senate do not advise a sub- 
mission to the award of the King of the Netherlands, or 
consent to the execution thereof.” 

And it was- determined in the negative-—yeas 20, nays 
23, as follows: 

YEAS,—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Johnston, Knight, 
Miller, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Sils- 
bee, Tomlinson, Webster. —20. 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Ellis, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Kane, King, Man- 
gum, Marcy, Robinson, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tip- 
ton, Troup, Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wilkins.—23. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, that the original resolution 
lie on the table, 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 33, as 
follows: 7 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Foot, Johnston, 
Knight, Miller, Prentiss, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Webster.—11. 

‘“NAYS:—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Chambers, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Ellis, Ewing, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks,- Hill, Holmes, Kane, King, 


Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Naudain, Robbins, Robinson, 
Seymour, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, 
Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wilkins.--33. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, - 

To amend the proposed amendment by striking out the 
first clause thereof, and inserting the following: 

“That, having respectfully considered the message of 
the President of the United States, of December 7, 1831, 
transmitting the opinion of the King of the Netherlands, 
in relation tothe Northeastern boundary of the United 
States, for the consideration of the Senate, whether it will 
advise a submission ta that opinion, and consent to its cxe- 
cution; the Senate is not of opinion that this isa casein which 
the Senate is called on to express any opinion, or give any 
advice to the President:” 

It was determined in the negative-—yeas 17, nays 26, as 
follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Hayne, Johnston, Knight, Moore, Naudain, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Waggaman, 
Webster.—17. 

NAYS.-—-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Chambers, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Ellis, Ewing, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, 
Holmes, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Robinson, 
Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, 
Wilkins. -~26. 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, 

To amend the proposed amendment by inserting, at 
the end of the first clause thereof, the following words: 
‘¢ Because, in the opinion of the Senate, the King of the 
Netherlands has not decided the question submitted to him, 
touching the Northern and Northeastern boundary of the 
United States:” 

It was determined in the affirmative--yeas 24, nays 14, 

YEAS.—Messrs. Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Foot, 
Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Bill, Holmes, Kane, 
Mangum, Marcy, Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Webster, Wilkins.--24. 

NAYS.——Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Ellis, Hayne, Johnston, King, Miller, Moore, Taze- 
well, Tyler, White.—14. ; 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, 

The proposed amendment was further amended, by 
striking out the words, ‘“‘his Majesty the King of the 
Netherlands,” where they first occur, and inserting, in feu 
thereof, ‘the British Government,” and by inserting in 
the 4th line, after “his Majesty,” the words ‘the King 
of the Netherlands.” 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, to postpone the resolution 
indefinitely, 

It was determined inthe negative—yeas 16, nays 25, 

YEAS.-~Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Foot, Hayne, 
Johnston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Robbins, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster.—16. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Chambers, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Ellis, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, 
Robinson, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Tyler, 
White, Wilkins. —25, 

A division of the question on the proposed amendment 
having been called for, 

The question was taken on inserting the first clause of 
the amendment, amended as follows: 

‘t That the Senate advise the President to communicate 
to the British Government that the United States decline 
to ‘adopt? the boundary recommended by his Majesty 
the King of the Netherlands as being ‘suitable’? between 
the dominions of his Britannic Majesty and the United 
States; because, in the opinion of the Senate, the King of 
the Netherlands has not decided the question submitted to 
him touching the Northern and Northeastern boundary of 


| the United States.” 
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It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 20> 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Chambers, Clay, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Ellis, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hil, Holmes, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, 
Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Wilkins. —21. 

NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Clayton, Ewing, Foot, 
Hayne, Johnston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poin- 
dexter, Robbins, Seymour, Tazewell, ‘Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, Whité.—20. . 

On motion of Mr. WAGGA MAN, 

The Senate adjourned. ` 


SATURDAY, Jung 23. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations on the 
subject of the Northeastern boundary, together with the 


s: Resolved, That the Senate advise the President to com- 
municate to the British Government.that the United States 
decline to adopt the boundary recommended by his. Ma- 
jesty the King of the Netherlands as being ‘suitable’ be- 
tween the dominions of his Britannic Majesty and those of 
the United States; because, inthe opinion of the Senate, the 
King of the Netherlands has not decided- the question sub- 
mitted to him, touching the Northern and: Northeastern 
boundary of the United States:” poet ee 

It was determined in the negative--yeas 14, nays 30. 

YEAS.-~Messrs. Dickerson, Ellis, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Holmes, Kane, Marcy, Moore, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Sprague, Tipton, Troup.--14, ; 

“NAYS.-—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cham- 
bers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hayne, Johnston, King, Knight, Mangum, 
Miller, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, 


amendment proposed thereto; the second member thereof} Smith, Tazewell, ‘Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster, White, 


being under consideration; 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, 

The amendment was amended by inserting at the end 
thereof, “of the United States.” 

On motion of Mr. SPRAGUE, 

The amendment was further amended by inserting at the 
close thereof, ‘according to the treaty of peace of 1783.” 

On the question to insert the following member of the 
proposed amendment: 

“ That the Senate advise the President to opema new 
negotiation with his Britannic Majesty’s Government for 
the ascertainment ofthe boundary between the possessions 
of the United States and those of the King of Great Bri- 
tain, on the Northeastern. frontier of the United States; 
according to the treaty of peace of 1783” 7 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas. 26, nays 16. 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Clay, Dallas, Dicker- 
son, Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, 
Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, 
Wilkins.—26. i 

NAYS. --Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Chambers, Clayton, Ewing, 
Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne, Johnston, Miller, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Robbins, Seymour, Tomlinson, Webster.—~16, 

The question recurring’on the original resolution, as 
amended, 

A motion was made by Mr. MOORE to postpone the 
same indefinitely; and 

It was determined in the negative-~yeas 16, nays 29. 

YEAS.—-Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Foot, Freling- 
huysen, Hayne, Johnston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Prentiss, Silsbee, ‘Tomlinson, Webster.--16. 

NAYS.——-Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Chambers, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Hill, Holmes, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, 
Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, Wilkins.—-29. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, 

To amend the resolution by inserting after ‘* Resolv- 
ed,” the words «¢ two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
curring, 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 30. 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bibb, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Foot, 
Frelinghuysen, Miller, Naudain, Robbins, Tomlinson, 
Webster.--11. 

NAYS.--Messrs. Benton, Brown, Chambers, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, 
Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, Knight, Mangum, 
Marcy, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith, 
pete Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White, Wil- 

ins.—30, 

On the question to agree to the resolution, reported by 
the committee, as amended, 

A division of the question was called for; and being 
faken on agreeing to the first member, as follows: 


"Tazewell, Tipton; Troup, White, 


Wilkins.—30. ° x 

So the first member was rejected. 

On the question-to agree to the second member, as fol- 

lows: " 
“ Resolved, That. the Senate advise the President to 
open a new negotiation with his Britannic Majesty’s, Go- 
vernment, for the ascertainment of the boundary between 
the possessions of the United States and those of the King 
of Great Britain, on the Northeastern frontier of the Unit- 
ed States, according to the treaty of peace of 1783.” 

It was determined in the affirmative——yeas 23, nays 22. 

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ellis, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, Ruggles, Smith, Sprague, 

ilking, 23. :~ 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hayne,..Johnston, Knight, 
Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster.~~22.. 

So the second member was agreed to. i 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution before 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. SPRAGUE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous censent: 

Resolved, That the Senate do not advise a submission to 
the opinion-of the sovereign arbiter, in relation. to our 
Northern and Eastern boundary, and do not consent to 
its execution. ` 

A motion was made by Mr: BIBB to amend the same, 
by striking out all after the word ‘ Resolved,” and in- 
serting ‘That, in the opinion of the Senate, good faith 
and sound policy require the execution of the award made 
by the King of the Netherlands, between the Government 
of the United States and the Government of Great Britain.” 

And it was determined in the negative—yeas 8, nays 34, 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bibb, Dallas, Dudley, Hayne, Miller, 
Tazewell, Tyler, White.—8. i 

NAYS.-~Messrs. Benton, Brown, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Dickerson, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grun- 
dy, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Kane, King, 
Mangum, Marcy, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Troup, Webster, Wilkins.--34, 

A further amendment having been proposed by Mr. 
MANGUM, ' ‘ 

Mr. SPRAGUE withdrew the resolution. 


Tuxspar, June 26; 


The following motion, submitted by Mr. HOLMES, was 
considered: : ve 
Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be removed 
from the journal, proceedings, and debates of the Senate 
in relation to the Northeastern boundary of the United 


States. i 


1399 


SENATE. }] 


GALES & SEATON’S REGISTER 


Executive Proceedings. 


1400 


{Jury 10, 1832. 


Turspay, Jury 10. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMES; j 

The Senate resumed the consideration of his motion of 
the 26th of June, to remove the injunction of secrecy 
from the journal, proceedings, and debates of the Senate 
in relation to the Northeastern boundary of the United 
‘States. 

On the question to agree thereto, ` 

It was determined in the affirmative--yeas 28, nays 17. 

YEAS.--Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Buckner, Clay, 
Clayton, Dickerson, Ellis, Ewing, Foot, Grundy, Hayne, 
Holmes, Kane, King, Mangtm, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Robinson, Silsbee, Sprague, Tom- 
linson, Troup, Waggaman, Wilkjns.--28. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Brown, Chambers, Dallas, Dudley, 
Hendricks, Johnston, Knight, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Tyler, Webster, 
White.--17. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


{The injunction of secrecy having been removed from 
the debates, as well as the proceedings on the above sub- 
ject, the remarks which follow were reported and furnish- 
ed for publication by the respective speakers. } 


The following resolution, reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, being under Consideration on the 
2d of June: 

Resolved, That the Senate advise the President to ex- 
press to his Majesty the King of the Netherlands the as- 
sent of the United States to the determination made by 
him, and consent to the execution of the same— 

Mr. SPRAGUE addressed the Senate as follows: 

Mr. President: Notwithstanding the rights and the inte- 
rests of Maine are so deeply,inyolved, and my own solici- 
tude is so intensely excited upon this subject, I shall, ne- 
vertheless, yield to the admonitions to brevity which are 
presented by the period of the session, and the hour of 
the day. Suppressing a strong desire thoroughly to im- 

~- prove the whole wide field of discussion, I shall compress 
my remarks, even. upon the topics introduced by the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
speech.of its chairman. And I do this the more cheer- 
fully, since I have, heretofore, fully availed myself of 
opportunities to communicate my views and arguments in 
detail to the individual members of the Senate. The im- 
mediate question is, shall a majority of two-thirds be re- 
quired to pass the advisory resolution reported by the 
committee? The President has asked our advice upon 
the question of submission to the opinion of the arbiter. 
Why did he come to this body? Only because we, by the 
constitution, are his advisers in relation to the formation 
of compacts with foreign nations; and as such treaty- 
making power, acting by a majority of two-thirds. Inany 
other character or capacity he might as well demand the 
opinion of the House of Representatives, or any other ag- 


[should be consulted both before and after the formation 
of a treaty. Ifso, do-they not act in both cases under the 
same requisition, and. by the same proportional numbers? 
Would it not be preposterous that the Senate, by a ma- 
jority, should advise the making of a compact, and when 
the same is subsequently submitted for their approval, it 
should be rejected for the want of two-thirds—the same 
members voting in the same manner, without the change 
ofa yeaoranay? What a disjointed spectacle of incon- 
gruity would that present to forcign nations! 

The Senator adverted to the early practice of the Exe- 
cutive in the halcyon days of the first President, but it did 
not show a single precedent of a resolution of advice by a 
simple majority; while my colleague cited yesterday two 
instances of such action by the requisite two-thirds, and I 
now add another, on the 20th of January, 1792, in rela- 
tion to an increese of annuity to the Seneca tribe of In- 
dians. Principle and precedent, therefore, both demand 
that the proposed amendment should be adopted. 

The chairman of the committee [Mr. FAZEWELL] says 
that his first opinion was that the Senate had no power to 
act upon the subject, but that the reference of the reso- 
lutions which I had the honor to introduce conferred at- 
thority to give an advisory opinion. Although such a con- 
sequence could not have been anticipated by any one, and 
few possess ingenuity enough to deduce it; yet, had it 
been foreseen, so far from constituting an objection, it 
would, in the state of the question and opinions of the Se- 
nate as then existing, have presented an additional induce- 
ment to'their introduction, as the most probable means of 
preventing a catastrophe which I deprecate—the accept- 
ance of, and submission to, this miscalled award. 

How the offering a resolution, not adopted, but refer- 
red to a committee for inquiry, should give to the Senate 
jurisdiction on a subject not otherwise within the scope of 
its legitimate powers, is not easily comprehended. Can 
the Senate, by such a process, by simply raising a com- 
mittee of inquiry, extend its powers, and bring every thing 
within the range of its constitutional action? 

But I hasten directly to the paramount question. Is this 
award or opinion binding upon the United States? And is 
their faith plightcd to adopt the boundary therein desig- 
nated? And here I cannot withhold my cordial thanks to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] for the able anc 
convincing argument which he yesterday addressed to the 
Senate, against the acceptance of this award, and in de- 
fence of the rights, the soil, and the citizens of Maine. 

The objection arising from the essential changés in the 
sovereign character of the arbiter—the disruption and loss 
of more than half of his empire, being thrown by political 
convulsions a dependent upon Great Britain, not only for 
the demarcation of the boundaries of his own kingdom, 
but even for the preservation of the remnant of his power, 
has been, together with other topics, so ably discussed by 
him, that I may well, in the discharge of my duty, abstain 
from attempting to strengthen the impression. which he 


| 


gregation of individuals....If, then, we are to respond has produced. Butthere is one point—and that the prin- 
as a part of the treaty-making power, must we not/cipal, leading, decisive objection—to which I feel myself 
do it by the requisite constitutional majority? The ho- {bound to solicit your further and indulgent attention. It 
norable and able member from Virginia [Mr. Tazz-|is, that there has been no decision of the question refer- 
wex4] tells us that, when the conjoint action of the other ired; the award, if such itis to be called—the advice, is not 
House. was requisite, as in legislation, a mere majority of | within the submissions 
the Senate only was necessary; but when acting without) That this, if found to be true, would exonerate the 
the check of the other branch, the majority of two-thirds United States from all obligation of submission, must be 
was substituted as a restraint upon ourselves. He had re-!universally conceded. No independent nation can be re- 
ference, I presume, not to Executive nominations to office, ‘quired to adopt the recommendation of any sovereign, ex- 
but to all opinions in relation to our foreign intercourse. |cept so far as bound by compact; and if it be agreed to 
Upon his own principles, then, should not two-thirds be ‘submit to arbitrament a distinct specific question, and the 
now required in refeBence to a public treaty, when there ‘arbiter, from inability or disinclination, makes no decision, ; 
is to be no concurrence of the other House—no check or but gratuitously assumes the office of an adviser, with 
restraint by them upon the action of the Senate? which he was never invested, and volunteers a recommen- 
The gentleman also declares his opinion that the spirit dation upon a subject in relation to which his opinion was 
and design of the constitution demand that the Senate never asked, surely the parties, if they do not repel the 
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-assumption às offensive, may well decline receiving it as 
obligatory. GRA : 

Is the award within the terms ormeaning of the sub- 
mission? No one. has-yet insisted that itis. “But, on the 
contrary, the report of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, in effect, concedes that it is not. Declining to. dis- 
cuss the question distinctly, the committee say that they 
are aware that thereare. many reasons which, to the minds 
of our own citizens, at least, may appear strong to induce 
the opinion that-it is no-decision, and may therefore be 
legitimately disregarded.” And again, toward the conclu- 
sion, they remark: ** Although it may, perhaps, be truly 
said that the United States are not bound by this‘award, 
as such, yet it will be considered by all the civilized world,” 
&e. kes : . ` i; 

The chairman of the committee, in his speech ‘yester- 
day, did not undertake to say directly that there had been 
any decision of the matter referred; but, following the 
track of the report, rather conceded that there had not-— 
insisting, however, that we ought to acqitiesce from mo- 
tives of public policy, and to conciliate the favorable 
opinion of other nations, . 

Sir, it is susceptible of demonstration that there has 
been no decision of the. question referred... The arbitra- 
ment was more immediately governed by the convention 
of 1827, made between the United States and Great Bri- 


tain, for the sole purpose of executing the fifth article of 


the treaty of Ghent, which article was designed merely to 
cary into effect the treaty of peace of 1783, by ascertain- 


ing where upon.the surface of the earth was that point of 


the highlands, due north from the source of thé St. Croix 


river, designated: in that original treaty as the northwest. 
angle of Nova Scotia; and by surveying and marking two: 
To begin at 
the fountain, then, we must recur to the description of 
boundary in the original treaty-which acknowledges the 
Its language, so far 


lines from that point, to*fixed monuments. 


independence of the United States. 
as pertinent to the present investigation, is: 

“The following are, and shall be, their (the United 
States) boundaries, viz. 
Nova Scotia, viz, that angle which is formed by a line 


drawn due north from the source of the St. Croix river 


to the highlands; along the said highlands which divide 


those rivers that empty themselves into the river St. Law- 


rence from those which fall into the Atlantic Ocean, to the 
northwesternmost head of Connecticut river; * * * 
east, by a line to. be drawn along the middle of the river 
St. Croix, from its mouth, in the Bay of Fundy, to its 


source; and from its source, directly north, to the afore- 


said highlands, which divide the rivers that fall into the 
Atlantic Ocean from those that fall into the river St. 
Lawrence.” 

The source of the St. Croix river was ascertained in the 


year 1798, and has ever since been designated by a mo- 
nument, then established and marked by the mutual agree- 


ment of both nations. : 
From that spot the boundary was to be ‘due north;” 


and the only question which could arise was, where is 
Which point being 


the termination of that north line? 
ascertained, all that would remain was the mere mecha- 
nical and mathematical process of surveying and marking 
lines between fixed monuments. The location of that 
point is described and defined, with the utmost clearness 
and precision, in the treaty of 1783. ‘It is at ‘the high- 
lands;” the due north line is to be drawn ‘‘to the high- 
lands,” and there stop. And of that terminus is the north- 
west angle of Nova Scotia; and thence another line was 
to be drawn along those highlands to the northwestern- 
most head of Connecticut river. i 

Now what question does the treaty of Ghent mention 
or suppose to exist? What was to be ascertained? 

The fifth article states it with great perspicuity: 

*\Whereas neither. that point. of the highlands lying 


From the northwest angle of 


due north from the source of the river St. Croix, and de- 
signated in the former treaty of peace between thetwo 
Powers as the northwest 
* * * 


angle of Nova Scotia, nor, &e. 
has yet been ascertained; and 


| whereas that part of the boundary line z * * 
from ‘the source of the river St. Creix, directly north, to 
the. abovementioned“ northwest: 
thence along the said highlands which divide, ‘&c: &c.; has 
not. yet been surveyed.” ee : 


“angle of Nova Scotia, 


Therefore provision is made for ascertaining that single 


point and surveying those lines, by: commissioners. - They 


were appointed accordingly; but, differing in opinion, 


made their several reports to their respective Govern- 
ments. Pursuant tothe fifth article in the treaty of Ghent, 
a reference to an arbiter then became necessary, and the 


convention of 1827 succeeded, regulating and. defining 
the manner of executing this requisition. The first arti- 
cle provided that the points of difference which had 
arisen should be submitted to an arbiter, to decide on such 
points of difference, in accordance to the treaty of Ghent, 
and thatthe parties should make their severaland separate 
statements of the case to be laid before the arbiter. ‘This 
was done, and there was no. discrepancy. between them 
as to the matters in dispute which had. arisen, and upon 
which a decision was required. The American statement 
presents the pointin difference, so far as relates to the 
present controversy, thus: - 

“Ast. The northwest angle of Nova Scotia, and the 
boundary line contemplated by the treaty of 1783, ex- 
tending from that angle, along certain highlands, to. the 
northwesternmost head of Connecticut river.” si ! 


-. And in-the British. statement itis “expressed in’ the fol- 
owing language: ee ; 


“1st. The parties differ respecting the point designat- 
ed in the treaties as the northwest angle of Nova Scotia; 
and respecting the highlands along which the line of 
boundary is to be carried, whichis destined to. divide.the 
rivers that empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence 
from those which fall into the Atlantic Ocean.” 

Here, then, we have the question to be decided, clear- 
ly, distinctly, and unequivocally defined and described 
by both parties, in the official statements. upon which, by 
the express provisions of the treaty, the award was to be 
rendered. a LANA eg at 

Where is the northwest-angle of Nova Scotia? Has 
that question been answered by the award? So far from 
it, that the arbiter not only does not profess to determine, 
but unequivocally declines it. 

After some reasoning upon the subject, he says-- - 

‘Consequently the northwest angle. of Nova Scotia, 
here alluded to, having been unknown. in 1783, is to be 
considered as a petition of principle, (petition de prin- 
cipe,) affording no basis for a decision,” &e. &e. 

The inquiry respecting that angle. has with him no basis 
of a decision, although that was the precise question pro- 
pounded. And subsequently he’says that he considers 
the question ‘divested. of the inconclusive arguments 
drawn from the nature, more or less hilly, of the ground, 
from the ancient delimitation: of thë provinces, from the 
northwest angle of Nova Scotia, and,” &c. &e. 

In conclusion, he declares that ‘the arguments adduced 
on either side, and the documents exhibited in respect of 
them, cannot be considered as sufficiently preponderating 
to: determine a preference in favor of one of the two lines 
respectively claimed by the high interested parties as the 
boundaries of their possessions, from. thé source of the 
river St. Croix to the northwesternmost head of Connec- 
ticut river; and that the nature of the difference, and the 
vague and not sufficiently determinate stipulations of the 
treaty of 1783, do not permit to adjudge either of those 
lines to one. of the said parties, without wounding the 
principles of law and equity with regard to the other.” 

And he therefore tenders the following advisory opi- 
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nion: ‘That it shall be suitable: (¿l conveniendra) to 
adopt as the boundary of the two States, a line drawn due 
north from the source of the river St. Croix to the point 
where it intersects the middle of the tholweg* of the 
river St. John; thence, the middle of the tholweg of that 
river, ascending it to the point where the river St. Francis 
empties itself into. the river St. John; thence, the middle 
of the tholweg of the river St. Francis, ascending it, to 
the source of its southwesternmost branch, which source 
we indicate on the map A by the letter X, authenticated 
by the signature of our Minister of Foreign Affairs; thence, 
a line drawn due west, to the point where it unites with 
the line claimed by the United States of America, and de- 
lineated on the map A; thence, said line, to the point at 
which, according to said map, it coincides with that claim- 
ed by Great Britain; and thence,” &c. 

_ I insist, therefore, that the arbiter did not intend or 
profess to decide the questions submitted, but, putting 
them entirely aside, proceeds to recommend the substitu- 
tion of a new description of boundary. ‘The language 
is—~*It will be suitable (il conveniendra) (convenient) 
& to adopt” or accept, as the boundary,” &c. 

But even if he had-designed this to be a determination 
within the submission, it is nevertheless palpable that it is 
not. The interrogatory was, where, according to the 
treaty of 1783, is the northwestern angle of Nova Scotia, 
and the line thence along the highlands? That angle of 
Nova Scotia is described and defined by the treaty of 1783, 
and again by the treaty of Ghent, to be on the highlands, 
and at the termination of a due north line from the source 
of the St. Croix. Where does the arbiter make that line 
terminate? In the centre of the St. John’s river! and 
there must be his highlands, if he designed to locate that 
angle. But the absurdity does not cease here. After 
striking the angle of Nova Scotia, the only line to be 
drawn by the treaty is ‘along the highlands’”—-but the 
course of the arbiter is along the deepest channel of the 
river St. John, by all its meanderings, till he reaches a 
branch called the St. Francis, which he ascends by its 
deepest channel to its southwesternmost ramification, and 
thence to its source. And upon the hypothesis that he 
designed to decide this to be the treaty boundary, he must 
have declared that the highlands are in the deepest of 
tlie waters of the rivers St. John and St. Francis! But 
there is yet a further difficulty. By the treaty there can 
be but two lines of boundary—one due north, and the 
other along the highlands—the angie of Nova Scotia 
being at their point of intersection. The (due) north 
course of the King of the Netherlands ends at the centre 
of the St. John’s; his next line is by the thread of that 
river and its branches, sometimes running northwest- 
wardly, sometimes southwestwardly, and at others in a 
different direction to its source: but where then? ‘The 
treaty allows only a north course; but he arbitrarily di- 
rects it to be due west to.the highlands, and thence along 
that ridge. 

Now, sir, to accuse the King of the Netherlands of in- 
tending to impose this upon the United States as the true 
original boundary, would be doing him gross injustice; it 
involves the supposition that he could be guilty of a false- 
hood so glaring as to be an insult to the intelligence of 
this nation; it would doom him to the inevitable condem- 
nation of fatuity or corruption. Sir, there is no man 
whose intellect rises above the grade of idiocy, who can, 
after a due comparison, pronounce that the delimitation 
described by the arbiter is the same with that of the treaty 
of peace of 1783. No man ever has said so, and 1 
venture to assert that no one ever will. Sir, if the arbi- 
ter had professed so to decide, fraud and falsehood would 


* Tholwég, a German compound word: thol, valley; weg, way. It 


means here the deepest ehaunel of the river. Lranstlad 7. 


| have been stamped upon the front of his award. E cheer- 
fully and entirely exonerate him from all such charge. 
He is obnoxious to no such imputation. So far from it, 
that he declares that he does not, and cannot ascertain 
the treaty boundary, but recommends a substitute. The 
Committee on Foreign Relations do not contend that he 
has decided that question, and, what is more, the British 
Government themselves concede that he has not. This is 
found in the official communication of the diplomatic 
agent, Mr. Bankhead, made to our Secretary of State on 
the 20th of December last, urging our submission to the 
award, and in which he uses the following language: 

«Commissioners, since the treaty of 1783, have found 
it impossible to reconcile the description of boundary 
contained in that treaty with the real features of the coun- 
try ascertained by actual survey; and the hopelessness of 
establishing absolutely, in favor of either party, the point 
which has thus, since the year 1783, been the subject of 
controversy between them, has now received a new con- 
firmation by the solemn decision of an arbitrator chosen 
by both parties, who has pronounced it to be incapable of 
being established in accordance with the terms of the ori- 
ginal treaty, that treaty having been drawn up in igno- 
rance of the real features of the country which it professed 
to describe. Seeing, then, that there cannot be a settle- 
ment of the claims of either party in strict accordance 
with the treaty of 1783, what course would remain, even 
if the choice were now to be made, but that which was 
agreed upon by the negotiators of the treaty of Ghent, 
viz. the adjustment of the differences between the two 
Governments by means of an arbitrator? And how un- 
reasonable would it be to object to such an adjustment, 
because it aimed at settling by compromise differences 
pronounced to be otherwise irreconcilable?” 

The errors involved in this extract I may perhaps no- 
tice hereafter. But at present. am concerned only to 
occupy the two impregnable and conceded positions: Ist. 
That the arbiter has not decided the question submitted. 
2d. That the line by him described is variant from the 
true boundary of the treaty. ‘These being known and 
fundamental truths in this discussion, upon what ground 
is it urged that we should acquiesce in the award? From 
reasons of public policy, and a regard to the opinions of 
the foreign world, say the committee. 

But before you act from considerations of expediency, 
pause awhile upon your constitutional powers and obliga- 
tions. This is no award—it is not within the submission-— 
it is not in pursuance of the treaty--it is not in execution 
of its provisions. It is the recommendation of a new de- 
limitation, against which the State of Maine has solemnly 
protested. 

Sir, itis not within the constitutional competency of this 
Government to assign new boundaries, known to be such, 
to any one of the States, whether to increase or diminish 

| the quantum ofits territory. The extent of our authority 
| is to ascertain and define their true original exterior limits; 
and the United States could not, and have not attempted 
to confer upon an arbiter any power to prescribe or ad- 
vise the institution of new delimitations. In this all are 
agreed; no one controverts that such is the constitutional 
limitation of our authority. It is said, indeed, that in the 
performance of this duty error may be committed, and a 
portion of a State be unknowingly cut off. But the possi- 
bility of mistake, in the honest endeavor to determine the 
truth, does not authorize the wanton, wilful departure 
from it by the adoption of a boundary, known and acknow- 
ledged to be variant from the original. We say, then, 
that the impassable prohibitions of the constitution pre- 
sent an insuperable barrier to the adoption of the new 
lines of demarcation recommended by the arbiter, without 
the previous consent of the State of Maine. This she has 
never yielded; but, on the contrary, entered her solemn 
protestation. Here, then, we might rest upon the ground 
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of irresistible. ‘constitutional right. ..-But, nevertheless, 
considerations of expediency are invoked. -Although we 
may convince ourselves, say the committee, yet. will our 
arguments satisfy others? will not the world adjudge us 
guilty of a violation of our national faith? =x: A 
Let us look this argument in the face. “We are under- 
no obligations to submit to this award, but we are con: 
strained to decline it,by the solemn provisions ‘of the fun- 
damental .compact of Government. Our faith is plighted 
to the State to preserve inviolate the integrity of its soil, 
and to vindicate the sacredness of the persons of its inha- 
bitants.... And this argument of policy would persuade us 
to sacrifice our duty to-a State, from an apprehension that 
other nations may, through ignorance, believe us to be 
faitliless! to incur the actual guilt of perfidy, for fear of 
the mere appearance of it in foreign eyes. But even that 
apprehension is without foundation.. This subject will be 
understood by the European world; and if we would not 
sink in their estimation, we must exhibit that intelligence 
- which is not to be betrayed by shallow artifice, and that 
decision and energy which repel encroachment. Great 
Britain herself will more highly respect a refusal than our 
submission. But the opinions of foreign nations are of 
comparatively little moment. ‘The dangers to our politi- 
cal fabric are from within, from. the -disaffection of the 
members of this Union.. From the pressure of external 
force, we have nothing to apprehend—it will but compress 
and consolidate our Union—internal disaffection and mu- 
tual repulsion are the fountains of our fears. Better in- 
cur the odium of the world, than bring home to the coun- 
cils of a singls member of this Union a well founded. 
conviction of violated duty and broken faith... - z 
Again, we are asked, if we reject this award, howtis. 
this controversy to be adjusted? And, to magnify this 
difficulty, we are told that this dispute as to the New Eng- 


land boundary reaches far back into the early history of. 


this country, even to the period when France and Eng- 
‘land were contending for the extension of their respective 
adjacent provinces. That this dispute is of ancient date, 
I strenuously controvert. T will show it to be of very re- 
cent origin. That a controversy existed between Great 
Britain and France, when the latter was the sovereign of 
Canada, L readily admit, But all the right and title of the 
latter were ceded to Great Britain by the treaty of Paris 
of 1763, who, having thus become the undisputed sove- 
reign of all the adjacent provinces, by her own unques- 
tionable powers, fixed and defined their boundaries by 
the royal proclamation of October, 1763, which establish- 
ed the Government of Quebec, now Lower Canada. This 
solemn act of the common sovereign terminated forever 
all pre-existing disputes, by authoritatively prescribing 
and defining the divisional lines of Massachusetts, Nova 
Scotia, and Canada. The demarcation thus established, 
was adopted and confirmed by the act of Parliament of 
1779, and inserted in our treaty of independence of 1783. 
After this a new question arose--which of several rivers 
was the true St. Croix? This was definitively settled, and 
the monument at its source established, in 1798, by com- 
missioners of the two countries, appointed pursuant. to 
the convention of 1794, which put to rest all then ex- 
isting doubts as to the true location of our Northeastern 
boundary. No question or ground of controversy was- 
supposed to remain. It would have been strange, indeed, 
that a treaty making provision for a commission to termi- 
nate doubts as to that boundary, should not have embrac- 
ed all existing controversies. It did so: and the commis- 
sioners determined. finally and conclusively all matters 
submitted. This is historically and certainly known. 
Even the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
acknowledges and asserts it, declaring that ‘ this decision 
settled definitively the uncertain terminus a quo the North- 
ern boundary of the United States was to run; and as no 
difference then existed between the two Powersas to the 


3 : geen p E 
course or direction of this line of boundary,, € the termi- 
nus ad quem’ was also supposed to be fixed.” 


With what propriety or. justice are those old, obsolete, 


long settled questions now invoked for the purpose of 
aggravating the difficulty of the present controversy, 
with which they have no connexion, which had no exist- 
eice until long after-they: ha 
has been brought into being: 


d away, which indeed 
the treaty of Ghent. of 
1814? Bea oes : 


What is the precise point now in contestation? Te is, 
where are “ the highlands‘which divide those rivers;which 


empty,themselves into the river St. Lawrence from those 
which fall into the Atlantic Ocean?” 
pendence established the boundary to be a line due north 
from the source of the. St.-Croix to those highlands, and 
thence, along that elevation, to the head of Connecticut 
river. 
settled, it is now contested where are these highlands of 


The treaty of inde- 


The source of St: Croix having been definitively 


which the north line is to terminate, and along which the 
next is to be drawn. 3 

This, 1 repeat, was never made a question, until subse- 
quent to the treaty of Ghent. - Up to that time, even after 
the year 1763, the course and location of that elevation was 


as well known, as incontestably éstablished,. às universal- 


ly acknowledged, as any great geographical feature of the 
country—I might say, as to the St. Lawrence river itself- 
and no other range or tract had ever been. so claimed or 
denominated. 

Fam aware, sir, that this is strong and confident language; 
and presents the recent British. pretension as not only ut- 
terly baseless, but of consummate effrontery.: Permit me 
vety: concisely to advert to some irrefragable proofs, That 
range. of highlandsis first introduced, as.a boundary, in the 
proclamation of 1763, establishing the province of Quebec, 
(Canada) The southern limit being described as follows: 

t Crossing the river St. Lawrence and the lake Cham- 
plain in forty-five degrees of north latitude, passes along 
the highlands which divide the rivers. that empty them- 
selves into the said river St. Lawrence from those which 
fall into the sea, and also along the north coast of the Bay 
des Chaleurs.”?: 

South of the river St. Lawrence, and nearly parallel 
thereto, and at an average distance of between twenty and 
thirty miles, is a range of broken highlands, extending 
from the source of the Connecticut river, northeastwardly, 
toward Cape Rosieres, from which are turned, on the one 
hand, those rivers entering into the St. Lawrence, and, on 
the other, those which fall into the Atlantic Ocean, viz. 
the Androscoggin, the Kennebeck, the Penobscot, the 
St. John’s, and the Ristigouche. And, accompanying this 
proclamation, in the British Annual Register, of the same 
year, is an original map, carefully prepared for the ex- 
press purpose of accurately delineating the boundaries, 
and in which the highlands are prominently laid: down as 
then and since known and understood, and in precise ac- 
cordance with the claim of the United States. 

Nor is this all: other British maps, and those frequent 
and numerous, from authentic and. official sources, were 
conipiléd and published; in all of which, without. one ex- 
ception, the highlands, where mentioned, are delineated 
as I have before described, in exact coincidence with our 
claim; while; on the other hand, not one presented the 
now pretended rival range newly created south of the St. 
John’s. F . 

Sir, permit me to enumerate the titles of some of ‘them 
now in my hand, and to which [invite the particular exa- 
mination of every Senator, viz. rae 

1763.--A new map of the British dominions in North 
America, with the limits of the Governments -annexed 
thereto by the late treaty of peace, and settled by pro- 
clamation, October 7th, 1763.--Ingraved by T. Kitchin, 
geographer, for the Annual Register of 1763. ; 

1769.--A new and accurate map of the British domi- 
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nions in America, according to the treaty of 1763, divided 
into the several provinces and jurisdictions. Projected 
upon the best authorities and astronomical observations, by 
Thomas Kitchin, geographer.--Engraved for Knox’s His- 
tory of the apit America. 

1763; ap of North America, by J. Palairet, with 
considerable-alterations and improvements from D’ Anyille, 
Mitchell; and Bellin, by L. Delarochette. 


ritish empire in North America, with the West 
annexed to Wynnc’s history. 

1771.—-A new and accurate map of North America, 
from the famous Mr. D’Anville; &c. Also, the new divi- 
sions according to the late treaty of peace, by Peter Bell, 
geographer. ; 

“ 1772.--A map of the British dominions in North Ame- 
rica, according to the treaty of 1763, by Peter Bell, geo- 
grapher. 

1775.--North America and the West Indies, with the 
opposite coasts of Europe and Africa--published accord- 
ing to act of Parliament. 

1776.--A new map of the province of Quebec, accord- 
ing to the royal proclamation of the 7th of October, 1763, 
from the French surveys, connected with those made after 
the war, by Captain Carver, and other officers in his Ma- 
jesty’s service. Sayerand Bennett. 

(1776.-—A general map of the Northern British colonies 
in America, which comprehends the province of Quebec, 
the Government. of Newfoundland, Nova Scotia, New 
England, and New York, from the maps published by the 
Admiralty and Board of Trade, &c. 

1777.--A new and correct map of North America, with 
the West India islands, divided according to the last treaty 
of peace, concluded at Paris 10th February, 1763, where- 
in are particularly distinguished the several provinces 
and colonies. which compose the British empire, laid 
down according to the latest surveys, and corrected from 
the original materials of Governor Pownall, member of 
Parliament. 

1777.—The British colonies in North America. By 
William Faden... 

1778.--A new map of North America, from the latest 
discoveries. Engraved for Carver’s ‘Travels. 

And during these unbroken and unvarying geographical 
and topographical descriptions, an act of Parliament passed 
in 1774, adapting and confirming the same boundaries, in 
the same language as the original proclamation. The 
commissions of the royal governors, prescribing the 
extent of their jurisdiction, and all public and official 
documents during the twenty vears which preceded the 
treaty of independence, contained the same description. 
When, then, it was embodied in that solemn instrument, 
can it Þe doubted that the parties used the terms in the 
same acceptation in which they had always before been 
received; meant thereby what -had always before been 
intendéd; understood, by the highlands designated, the 
same range which had before been constantly known, de- 
scribed, acknowledged, and invariably received as such? 
“There is no possibility of doubt. But the proof still pro- 
ceeds. The definitive treaty of peace was formed in 1783; 
but the preliminary articles were signed in November, 
1782; and in February following there was a zealous and 
animated debate thereon in Parliament, in which it was 
strenuously objected, on the one hand, and not denied on 
the other, that, by the boundarics agreed, the territory 
of the United States would intervene and cut off the com- 
munication between the capitals of Qubec and Halifax; 
that is, would embrace the very territory, north of the St. 
John’s, -which is now in contestation. And accompanying 
those interesting printed debates upon that important sub- 
ject, is also a British map, made for the express purpose! 


| 


of illustrating the arguments by presenting the true boun- 
daries according to the preliminary articles, and in which 
the highlands are. delineated. and located ‘as they had 
always previously been, and as we still insist they should 
be... And, posterior to these debates and this publication, 
the definitive treaty of peace was signed, adopting the 
preliminary articles of peace in hee verba, and the deline- 
ations precisely as therein described. 

The unvarying current of British authorities does not 
stop here. Maps and documents still continued to be. mul- 
tiplied, all of the same character, and in full. confirmation 
of the same geographical Jocation of those dividing high- 
lands. Among them, I invite particular reference to the 
following, which T have now before me, subject to the 
scrutiny of every member: ; 

1783, February 9.-The United States of America with 
the British possessions of Canada, Nova Scotia, and of 
Newfoundland, &e. &c., according to the preliminary ar- 
ticles of peace signed at Versailles the 20th of January, 
1783. R. Sayer and J. Bennett. 

1783.—A new and correct map of North America, in 
which the places of the principal engagements during the 
present war are accurately inserted, and the boundaries, 
as settled by treaty in 1783, clearly marked. J. Dew. 

1783, April 3.--The United States of America, laid 
down from the best authorities, agreeably to the peace of 
1783. By John Wallis. London. 

1783, July 16.--An accurate map of the United States 
of America, with part of the surrounding provinces, 
agreeably to the treaty of peace of 1783. By Jno. Cary. 


London. 


1782.—-The United States of North America, with the 
British and Spanish territories, according to the treaty. 
By Wm. Faslen. ` 

1783, October 2.--A new map of the United States of 
America, with the British America, with the British domi- 
nions on that continent, ke. By Samuel Dunn, mathe- 
matician, improved from the surveys of Captain Carver. 

Bowle’s new four-sheet map of North America and the 
West Indies, exhibiting the extent and boundaries of the 
United States, the British dominions, &c. &c.: the whole 
compiled and laid down from the best authorities. Lon- 
don. 

1784.--Bowle’s new pocket map of the United States 
of America, the British possessions of Canada, Nova Sco- 
tia, and Newfoundland, &c. &c., as settled by the prelimi- 
nary articles of peace signed al Versailles the 20th Janu- 
ary, 1783. London. 

1784.—A new and correct map of North America, with 
the West India islands, divided according to the last treaty 
of peace, concluded at Paris the 20th January, 1783, 
wherein are particularly distinguished the thirteen pro- 
vinces which compose the United States of North Ameri- 
can. By Matthew Albert and George Frederick Lotter. 

1784.--Brion de la Four’s Etats Unis W@Amerique, &e. 
Paris. 

1783.--A new map of North America, with the West 
India islands, divided according to the preliminary articles 
of peace, signed at Versailles 20th January, 1783, where- 
in are particularly distinguished the United States, and the 
several provinces, governments, &c. &e. which compose 
the British dominions, and corrected from the original 
materials of Governor Pownall, member of Parliament. 

1794,—Same map. London. 

1794.—A new map of the whole continent of America, 
divided into North and South, and West Indies, wherein 
are exactly described the United States of North America, 
as well as the several Europcan possessions, according to 
the preliminaries of peace signed at Versailles January 
20th, 1783, &c. &e. By Laurie and Whittle. London. 

1794.——A new map of North America, agreeably to the 
latest discoveries. London. 

1794.--A map of the United States of America, with 
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1795.—A map of North America and the West Indies. 
By L. S. De La. Rochette. London. ` ` 

1800.—America, divided into North and South, with 
their several subdivisions, and the newest discoveries. By 
Laurie and Whittle. - London. ae ee 

1798.--D. F. Saltzmann’s Maine. Hamburg, Carll Ernst 
Bohn. 

-1814.—Map of the British colonies and the United 
States of North America. J. Lodge. 

-I have cited no American maps, because I choose. to 
exhibit the. unvarying testimony of our opponents. them- 
selves in continued support of our claim. 

The map by Osgood Cotton, however, in 1795, en- 
graved for Sullivan’s History of Maine, is worthy of atten- 
tion, for its clear delineation of the highlands. 

. This brings us down to the year 1814, the date of the 
treaty of Ghent; at which time, so far from our adversa- 
ry’s having pretended that there was any other Northern 
boundary than that which we now. assert, or that the ter- 
ritory now in dispute belonged to their provinces, that the 
British commissioners, who negotiated that treaty, request- 
ed that the United States should cede it to:'Great Britain 
for an equivalent, which they. were ready to give, in order 
to obtain a direct communication between their provincial 
capitals. The American commissidners very properly re- 
plied that the territory was a part of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and no transfer could be made by the United 
States; that it was not to be admitted even as a matter of 
discussion. At the request of the other party, they as- 
sented to an article providing for the ascertainment of a 


certain angle, and the running certain lines; but even! 


that, notwithstanding the erroncous impressions which have 
prevailed, does not recognise the existence of any doubt 
or dispute as to what were the highlands, or their true 
location, but only that a certain point in that known ac- 
knowledged range had not then been marked upon the 
surface of the earth. The language is very precise, 
“ Whereas that point of the highlands,” &c. 

The treaty contemplated that the St. Croix river was 
known; that the highlands were known; but that the pre- 
cise point of that elevation, at which the north line should 
terminate, had not been fixed and marked, and that there 
might be, from the formation of country, and with a refer- 
ence to a division of the rivers, a doubt as to the extent 
perhaps of five, ten, or ‘even twenty miles. ‘To deter- 
mine that, and that only, the treaty provided for the 
appointment of commissioners, and a contingent arbitra- 
ment, 

Under that commission, the British, for the first time, 


and being thrown as a dependent on Great Britain and 
other European Powers, not only to define the limits of 
his empire, but even for his existence as a sovereign, havy- 
ing no hopes or fears from us, and little partiality for our 
liberal ideas of self-government which had recently cost 
him so dearly, and still held him in jeopardy, recommends 
such a new line of demarcation as will give to Great Britain 
precisely what she wished to obtain by purchase and cession 
at the treaty of Ghent. And this we are now urged toadopt, 
for the purpose of conciliating the good opinion of the na- 
tions of the earth. Sir,if we would not incur their contempt 
for our blindness or pusillanimity, if we would not:sacrifice _ 
our own self-respect, we should repel itas an unauthorized 
assumption, and a glaring’ encroachment, But we are 
asked, what will be the consequences of a refusal to ac- 
cede to this advisory opinion? . How is the controversy to 
be adjusted? Will not war be the consequence? That 
there may be difficulties, I freely admit. That Great Bri- 
tain will protract, and harass, and annoy the borders, and 
subject them to vexations and danger, is not improbable; 
but that she will go to war for a cause so grossly and out- 
rageously unjust, for a pretension so recent, so utterly 
and palpably baseless, I cannot believe. But if she shall 
push her suggestions to that extremity, if the alternative 
is presented of sacrificing our soil and our citizens, or de- 
fending them by arms, as freemen, as American citizens, 
as guardians of the rights, the honor, the security of the 
nation, we can have no doubts, no hesitation. If war must 
come in such a cause, tremendous as the evil is, deprecate 
it as we may, still we must meet it. 

Sir, there is in such case no option. Submission never 
yet set bounds to encroachment. We must erect an im- 


put forth the pretension that there was another range of] passable barrier upon the confines of our right and our 


highlands, south of the St. John’s river, beginning at 
Mars hill—a ridge never before known; recognised in no 
public document; delineated in no map; found in no to- 
pographical description; having no historical existence; 
from which are no rivers flowing into the St. Lawrence; 
and which was never in the contemplation of either of the 
parties. Had the American agent well understood his 
business, and discharged his duty, he should have met this 
preposterous and insulting pretension, in limine, by astern 
refusal to permit it to be made even matter of discussion. 


honor. There, we must meet and repel every aggression, 
Justice demands it; policy.demands it. If we yield—if 
we recede--the spirit of encroachment will be strength- 
ened and aggravated. More, more, and more yet, will 
be demanded. We must basely surrender all, or fight at 
last, and that, too, under all the disadvantages of the 
enfeebling, degrading, dispiriting effects of previous una- 
vailing submission and concessions. 9 5 

Suppose Great Britain should assert a claim of right to 
impress American seamen, and proceed forcibly to assert 


He should have told his Majesty’s agent, ‘‘ The treaty of|it, by taking even a single man from on board our ships. 


Ghent, which controls our action, provides only for ascer- 
taining a particular point in the highlands, of the treaty 
of 1783; but, as to those highlands themselves, it neither 
admits nor creates any doubt. They were known, and 
their location established and’ described, and invariably 
admitted for twenty years preceding the treaty of inde- 
pendence. That instrument adopted them; they are 


incorporated into it by the common consent and mutual- 


understanding of the parties as one of its essential ingre- 


Would not this nation rise en masse to vindicate his Tights 
and avenge his wrongs, by arms? And, sir, shall we per- 
mit her to come upon our soil—to hold dominion over our 
own citizens—even to seize them in their dwellings—to 
expel our Government and laws from their appropriate 
sphere, and not repel it by force? No! Never—never, 
Honor, faith; policy, constitutional obligation, public and 
private right—all, all forbid it. . ~ i 
Maine, asa member of this Union, has a right to require 


dients; they have ever since been known, described, and | protection from foreign encroachment. She does demand 
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a single individual of her inhabitants, to be wrested from 


it. : 

By our possession the communication between their 
provinces is effectually cut off; and by this severance we 
can hold them in check at pleasure. But should they be 
permitted, to occupy it, they will erect fortifications, and 
establish a military post.at a central position, where the 
whole force of the adjacent provinces may be easily con- 
centrated, not only to strengthen themselves to repel 
attacks, but even to menace us with invasion. 

Although Maine cannot, will not, yield her right, yet, 
far, very far, be from her a disposition, a willingness, to 
involve herself or the country in the horrors of war; she 
will bear and forbear as long as endurance is a virtue. She 
will, I trust, act with calmness and discretion--she will 

reserve her claim in undiminished strength--keeping 
erself in a position to arrest it, practically and effectu- 


ally, whenever, in the contingencies and revolutions of 


Governments and empires, she may deem it as expedient 
as it.is just. 

I protest, therefore, against this subject being discussed 
as a question of peace or war, and being decided as a 
matter of mere general expediency. Maine stands mo- 
destly, but firmly, upon her rights. 
more—she can accept of nothing less. 

The resolutions of the Legislature of Maine, passed in 
secret session, contemplating a contingent transfer of this 
territory to the United. States, have been animadverted 
upon, not only as constituting an objection to the strenu- 
ous support of our right by the Senate, but as rendering 
the whole a matter of indifference. I am apprehensive, 
sir, that they may be calculated to weaken our cause, and 
impair the force of our appeal. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Mirren] has declared, that while the 
Legislature of Maine stood resolutely and simply upon 
their rights, he sympathized with them, and had a strong 
desire to maintain them in their dignified. and manly atti- 
tude; but since their tone has so changed as to contemplate 
a cession, he has become utterly indifferent to their cause, 
viewing it no longer as a matter of State pride, honor, and 
dignity, but asa mere calculation of profit and loss, which 
can excite neither sympathy nor respect. Indeed, he 
indulged in still stronger language of condemnation. 

Now, sir, I would most earnestly appeal to that gentle- 
man, and to the Senate, whether the indulgence of such 


impulses is not doing injustice to the State--the people of|the Senate? 


the State. Let me assure you that the change of views 
and feelings indicated by the secret proceedings of the 
Legislature, so far from meeting a harmonious response 
from their constituents, have been received by a general, 
if not universal, note of popular disapprobation. Sir, 
the people, the true, primary sovereigns of Maine, have 
never authorized or assented to any suggestion of a relin- 
quishment of any portion of their soil, or their fellow- 
eitizens, and, from their character, their history, as well as 
the strong recent demonstrations of their feelin, 
opinions, I am confident they never will. 
‘people will never consent to transfer any portion of them- 


She asks nothing! 


‘the constitutional obligations of the whole Union. 

| Mr. CLAY said: Intending to express, in a few words, 
| my sentiments on this subject, Ihave thought I might as 
well embrace this occasion to doit. The President has 


nators present. 

The language of the constitution, taken literally, would 
perhaps require a participation of the Senate in the original 
formation of all treaties. The words are: ‘* He (the Pre- 
sident) shall have power, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds 
of the Senators present concur.” In the early stages of 
his administration, General Washington endeavored to 
execute this part of the constitution according to its literal 
interpretation; but he soon found it impracticable, and 

abandoned it. The difficulty of consulting so large a 
| body as to the instructions to be given to a foreign minis- 
| ter; the variety of propositions which may be interchanged 
lin the progress of a negotiation; and the inconvenience 
of a perpetual recurrence to the Senate for its opinion 
upon each ofthem, besides other considerations, rendered 
jit altogether inexpedient to take the advice and consent 
of the Senate previous to the conclusion of treaties. - 
When concluded, President Washington thought the pur- 
| port of the constitution would be satisfied by submitting 
ee to the Senate; as they could not be said to be made, 

in the language of the constitution, until the Senate gave 
its constitutional concurrence to their becoming obligatory 
national compacts. 

Accordingly, from an early period, in the first term of 

his administration, down to the present time, the settled 
land uniform practice of the Executive Government has 

been to open negotiations with foreign Powers, and to 

conclude such treaties as the President conceives the in- - 
terests of this country demand. When so concluded, 
they are submitted to the Senate for its constitutional ad- 
vice and consent. And the extent of any agency which 
the Senate exercises, in the formation ofa treaty, is limited 
to proposing, as was done in the treaty of Mr. Jay, in 

1794, amendments to the treaty. These become the sub- 
ject of future negotiation. 

To this established practice of the Government, the 
present administration has hitherto, itself, conformed. 
And I presume it is not intended to change it, and to re- 
vive the impracticable course which General Washington 
was compelled to abandon, from experience. 

What, then, are the circumstances of the case which 
the President has brought here for the consideration of 

In virtue of several treaties between the 

United States and Great Britain, on all of which treaties 
the Senate had regularly acted and given its advice and 
consent, the disputed Northeastern boundary was submitted 
to the decision of the King of the Netherlands, as the 
arbitrator between the two contracting parties, to decide 
the controversy, The King has pronounced his judgment, 
and communicated his award to each of the parties. 
Various questions have been started as to the validity of 
this instrument. Such as, whether it was intended as a 


and | decision binding the parties; whether it does not transcend 
No, sir, the|the authority vested in the King, by the terms of the 


| submission; whether it can be regarded as any thing more 
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than the advice or recommendation of the King as. to a 
suitable boundary, which either party isat liberty. to adopt 
or not, at his discretion: ~- 

Whatever may be the real character of this royal-act; 
no treaty, in consequence of it, has been concluded be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain, as far as the 
Senate is advised. It stands ‘upon its own isolated ground. 
"The President has asked the Senate to-advise him whether 
he ‘shall sanction the award, and the report of the Com- 
mittee‘on Foreign Relations, now before us, recommends 
that the Government. of Great Britain be notified of 
the acquiescence in it by the Government of the United 
States. ; : : : ` 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me, that, in the present 
state of the transaction, there is nothing brought by the 
President to our consideration, on which the Senate, ása 
part of the treaty-making or Executive power, can con- 
stitutionally act. There is no treaty presented to us for 
our advice and consent, not even a negotiation proposed, 
nor, in short, any basis whatever for the action of the 
Senate. If the award of the King of the Netherlands be 
binding, it derives its validity from the consent of the 
parties referring the question to him, and from his having 
decided the case, in conformity with the-terms of the sub- 
mission. If he has not decided it, orif, in’ deciding it, he 
has transcended the terms of the submission, itis not bind- 
ing and obligatory. The President being the only consti- 
tutional organ of the people of the United States, in all 
communications with foreign Powers, and moreover charg- 
ed with the execution of the laws and treaties of the 
United States, is bound to notify the British Government 
what are the Executive views in relation tothe award. 1 


he tells that Government that this does not hold itself 


bound by the award, a negotiation would probably take 
place between the parties. 1f, on the contrary, the Pre- 
sident notifies the British Government that the United 
States are bound by. the award, he would have to come to 
Congress for its legislative aid in carrying into effect- the 
award. And should he so come, the question of the 
validity of thetaward would be as open to the examination 
of Congress, as it had been to the President. So, if any 
negotiation which may be opened with Great Britain, in 
relation to the award, should terminate in the conclusion 
of a treaty, the President would be bound to submit that 
treaty to the Senate for its constitutional advice and con- 
sent. The President not having applied to Congress for 
any act of legislation, and having submitted no treaty or 
national compact, in any form, to this body, I think there 
is nothing before us on which we can constitutionally act; 
and that any advice which, under these circumstances, we 
might offer to the President, would have no warrant or 
authority in the constitution of the United States. I can- 
not, therefore, consent to vote for the resolution reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, or to concur in 
the adoption of any other resolution which would imply 
the right of the Senate to express any opinion on the 
matter in its present state and condition. 

Whilst this is my deliberate judgment, Y have uo hesi- 
tation to offer to the President, if he would attach any 
consequence to them, my views and opinions, as a private 
citizen, onthe whole matter of the Northeastern boun- 
dary. At Ghent, Great Britain did not assert any right 
to the territory to which she subsequently set up a claim. 
She sought there to obtain, by negotiation, and exchange 
of territory with the United States, a passage within her 


own jurisdiction from. Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. 


` to Quebec. The British commissioners were told by the 
American, on that occasion, that they had no power to 
cede away or exchange any part of the territory-of Mas- 
sachusetts, which then. included Maine. As there were 
many parts of the long line of boundary between the 
United States and Great Britain unsettled and unmarked, 
it became necessary to -have it correctly ascertained and 


defined. -For this purpose several: boards of commission 
ers were provided for by the treaty. of Ghent, in the same 
manner as a similar board -had been created by a previous 
treaty. Most: of these: boards have. amicably: and satis- 
jfactorily settled the questions respectively submitted”to 
them. -That to which.was ‘referred the boundary now-in 
dispute could not agree. Before this boardy: Great Britain 
brought forward, and claimed as her right; tha 
had sought to obtain by negotiation only, at thé confer 
ces of Ghent.: And the perseverance with which she has 


prosecuted her pretensions, and the apparent success with 


which they have been so far finally crowned, demonstrate 
that there. never: need t 
ever bad. 


hat-which she’ 


be despair -in any cause, how.. 


During my service in an executive department; it be: - 
came my duty to examine into this claim asserted’ by: 


Great Britain; and the result: was a ‘firm persuasion anda < 


strong conviction that it was unfounded, and’ that the 
right to the disputed territory was in the State of Maine. 
It istrue that, in the treaty of peace of 1783, owing to the 
imperfect knowledge possessed of the country through 
which the boundary runs, there is some: defective de- 
scription, but the intention of the parties, I think, is clear, 
Jand, according to that intention, the right is with Maine, 
and not in Great Britain. 
upon this occasion, to proceed to state all the grounds and 
‘considerations which brought my mind to that conclusion. 


It is altogether unnecessary, — 


By doing so, I should be trespassing upon the Senate too | 


mach. ; ; 

The commissioners not having been able to settle the 
question, the casus fæderis, provided for in former treaties, 
arose, and it became piecessary to submit the question to 
an arbiter. The King of the Netherlands was selected 
for that purpose, and we all know the subsequent events. 
The statements, arguments, ‘and ‘papers ‘of. the parties 
were all prepared within the two countries respectively, 


and transmitted to Holland, where they. were submitted - 


to the King. In consenting to refer the question, the 
late administration was impelled by the duty of respecting 
the national faith, as pledged in solemn treaties. And 
although the King of the Netherlands’ was not ‘the. first 
choice of either party, high confidence was reposed in 
his independence, and in his ability and integrity, by the 
late President of the United States. 4i 9) 9 03 ë 
‘With respect to the conduct of the arbitration, on the 
part of our Government, there are some circumstances I 
think deeply to be regretted. The plan adopted by:the 
late administration -was to have retained Mr. Hughes at 
the Hague, elevated him to the rank of minister plenipo- 
tentiary, and sent out Mr. Preble as a public agent to be 
associated with him. I scarcely know any man so well 
qualified for such a service as Mr. Hughes. He had the 
benefit of much diplomatic experience, and he had: been 
very successful in various negotiations which he had con- 
ducted. ; 
commission at Ghent, he subsequently had creditably 
represented his Government at Stockholm, and’ at) Sf. 
Petersburg, and at Copenhagen, on temporary missions; 
and he had been some time atthe court of the Nether. 
lands. Wherever he had been, he uniformly made good 
impressions, and conciliated the esteem and friendship of 
all whose acquaintance he formed. - He was well versed. 
in the language of the court of the Hague, and well ac- 
quainted with all the persons having access to, or surround- 
ing, the King. Of pleasing and: winning manners, a gene- 
ral favorite, he was exactly such a person as was well 
fitted for the service. The rank- of minister plenipoten- 
tiary was necessary to entitle him to approach the person. 
of the King, according to-established “usage. “It. was a 
point of more importance that this Government should 
have had such a representative at Holland, as the British 
Government was. there represented by an accomplished 
ambassador, (Sir Charles Bagot,) well known bere.” Mr. 


Commencing his career as secretary of the ` 
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~ Hughes, intimately acquainted with the corps diplomatique, | have been. 


with all- the avenues of access to the King, and with all 
. persons: likely to-influehce the mind or judgment of the 
monarch. or’ his ministers, would have been able to dis- 


1f the King of the Netherlands had defini- 
tively decided the questions actually submitted to him, 
in consequence of the silent acquiescence of our Govern- 
ment in the progress of the arbitration, the honor and 


cover and-avert.the éxercise of any undue influence, ifi faith of the nation might have bound us to submit to the 


any-should: be-brought to bear upon the Government of 
the Netherlandsin this delicate transaction. 

It was‘among the early acts of this. administration, to 
overturn the plan which had been thus resolved on by its 
predecessors, and, in place of Mr. Hughes, to send out 
Mr. Preble, in the sole charge of conducting a difficult 
arbitration. [have had only a limited acquaintance with this 
gentleman; but he was destitute of all diplomatic experi- 
ence, had never been in the councils of the General Go- 
vernment, and I understand could not either speak or 
write the language of the court to which he was sent, and 
where he wasa total stranger. He was indeed a respecta- 
ble lawyer in his own State; but of what avail would pro- 
fessional eminence be, where tact, insinuating manners, 
and thorough acquaintance with the persons of the court, 
were indispensable? 

The result of an arbitration conducted under such aus- 
pices was to be feared. . During its progress, and before 
the King’s decision, he was stript, by the revolution in 
Bélgium, of the better half of his dominions. Had he 
been monarch of Holland alone, I think I hazard nothing 
in saying that, notwithstanding the confidence whieh Mr. 
Adams reposed in his personal character, he would not 
have been selected, with the concurrence of the late ad- 
ministration, as the sovereign arbiter. It was to an inde- 
pendent sovereign, one the extent of whose power and 
dominions placed. him at the head of the second rate 
States of the continent of Europe, that the controversy 
was submitted. It was not to the King of Holland, but 
to the King of Holland and Belgium, that the question 
was referred. It was to a monarch supposed to be unbi- 
assed, powerful, and independent, that the question was 
referred, and not to a. sovereign who, whilst he was ar- 
bitrating between Great Britain and the United States as 
to the territory of Maine, by the uncontrollable force of 
events found one-half of his own dominions the subject of 
British arbitration or decision, in conjunction with the 
other allied Powers. : 

By the loss of Belgium, the political character of the 
King was entirely changed, his identity altered, and he 
ceased to be that monarch whose friendly arbitration had 
been solicited. Mr. Preble saw the matter in its true 
light, and expected to have been notified by the Minister 
of Foreign Affairs of the King’s declining to proceed in 
the arbitration. But he said nothing, and did nothing, 

‘to produce that result. Had Mr. Hughes been there, he 
would have, by a suggestion or a hint, not at all offensive, 
.(such as whether the critical condition of his own domes- 


-tic affairs did not afford sufficient occupation for his Ma-| between the two Powers; 


decision, however unjust we deem it. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I cannot concur with the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, in considering the paper communieated by the 
King of Holland to the two Governments as containing a 
decision. It seems to me to express only the opinion of 
that monarch as to what he thinks might be a suitable. 
boundary, and to operate as a recommendation to the 
parties to adopt it, but leaving them, at the same time, at 
full liberty to adopt it or not, at théir discretion. So far 
from being a decision, the King professes his inability to 
decide the question submitted to him, for reasons. which 
he states, and he does not decide it, according to the term 
of the submission. 
Nor can I concur with that committee in believing that 
we shall be in danger of incurring the reproaches of the 
world for not submitting to such an award, if award it 
can be called. Iam quite sure that the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, or the present Secretary 
of State, would be fully competent to make out an argu- _ 
ment in bebalf of the rights of Maine, that would fully 
vindicate them, and vindicate the course of Government 
from all reproaches, founded on non-compliance with the 
advice and recommendation of the sovereign arbiter. 
Entertaining these sentiments, as a private citizen, I 
have no hesitation in expressing-my opinion that the Ame- 
rican Government, disregarding, and declining to be 
bound by, the award, ought to open a negotiation with 
Great Britain on the subject of this disputed boundary. 
I have no apprehension that such a step would, necessarily, 
bringon war. Great Britain might have adopted one of 
two courses: either to proceed to occupy the territory 
which the sovereign arbiter thinks it would be suitable 
for her to possess, and signified her determination to do 
so; or to communicate to our Government her willing- 
ness to be governed by the advice of the arbiter, and 
inquired as to the intentions on that subject of this 
Government. The former course would have been harsh, 
and might have involved the two countries in war. The 
latter was more respectful; and having been adopted by 
Great Britain, it will be natural and easy to return an an- 
swer to the diplomatic. note which has been received, 
stating the grounds and arguments which induce the Ame- 
rican Government to believe itself not bound by what has 
been done by the King of Holland. Such an answer 
would be preliminary to a negotiation, which would neces- 
sarily follow. It is desirable, undoubtedly, to have all con- 
troversies between nationssettled, and amicably, if possible. 
But this is not the only question remaining to be decided 
and if that mutual respect and 


jesty, without troubling himself with the concerns of friendly disposition which it is to be hoped may predomi» 


foreign Governments, in which his own subjects had no 
interest, } prevailed on the King to give up the papers; or, 
at least, to suspend proceeding in the arbitration until he 
could receive fresh instructions from his own Government, 
adapted to the great event which had happened. 

But nothing was done at the Hague or at Washington 
to arrest or suspend the progress of the arbitration. We 
have neither seen nor heard of any instructions from our 
Secretary of State founded on the event just mentioned. 
A Senator (now in my eye) informed me that he had eon- 
versed with the late Secretary of State about the revolt 
of Belgium, and asked him if it would not put a stop to 
the arbitration. To which the Secretary answered that 
he supposed of course it would; and yet, as far as we 
know, he gave no instructions whatever in relation to that 
event, 


nate in the official intercourse between the two countries 
should prevail, although the dispute, by the intervention 
of the Dutch King, has been somewhat complicated, we 
need not, I think, despair finally of some ‘satisfactory ar- 
rangement. 

These are my private views, Mr. President. But I think 
the President has come to the Senate too soon, or come 
to it ina wrong character. Asa part of the Executive 
Government, I think the Senate has nothing to do with 
the question, in the present state of it. Holding this 
opinion, I shali vote against the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I shall vote against any 
other resolution or proposition which may imply or as- 
sume a power in the Senate of the United States to act in 
the case. The President, it seems to me, is invested, 


jexclusively, with the power of deciding, in the first in- 


Under all these circumstances, our surprise at the issue |stance, whether any, and what obligations, if anys have 
of the arbitration ought to be less than it otherwise would 'been created upon the American Government, In conse~ 


fac ade 


[Sznare. 


‘ofthe act of the King of the Netherlands, and wh 
it be expedient ‘or ñot to open a negotiation with. 
t Britain: : And-I think he should be left to his con- 
nal responsibility to. pursue such a course. asa sense- 


y may. prompt. z 
NOMINATION OF SAMUEL GWIN. > 
oo. Tuunspay, Decunnen 8, 1831.. 
he following message was recived from the Presi- 
‘dent of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secretary: 
ee © Wasurxeron, December 8, 1831... 
<< % the Senate of ihe United States: Commissions having 
~ Deen granted, during the recess of the Senate, to the fol- 
lowing persons’ for the offices. respectively annexed to 
their names, I now nominate them to the-same, viz. 
John H, Jacobs, &e. &c. Rew. F i 
“< Samuel Gwin to be register of tle land office for the 
i district of ‘lands’ subject to sale at Mount’Salus, in the 
State of Mississippi, vice Stockley D. Hays, deceased. 
». The message was read. o 
Ordered, That the nominations of register and receivers 
-of the several land offices. be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, av j 


TAUNSDAY, DECEMBER 22. 

Mr. KING, from the Committce on Public Lands, re- 
ported on the nomination of Samuel Gwin, contained in 
the message of the 8th of December. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the nomination. 

On the question, ‘Will the, Senate advise and consent 
-to the appointment of Samuel Gwin?” . 
Tt was determined in the negative—yeas 13, nays 25. 
YEAS.—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dallas, Dickerson, Dud- 

ley, Grundy, Hill, Kane, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, White, 
" Wilkins.--13. . 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Clay, Ewing, 
Foot, Hanna, Hayne, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, King, 
Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlinson, ‘Troup, ‘Tyler, 
Webster.--25, 
> Soit was è 
© Resolved, That the Senate do not advise and consent to 
“the appointment of Samuel Gwin. i 


; Turspax, June 12, 1852. 
“The following message was received from the Presi- 
“dent of the United States, by Mr. Donelson, his Secre- 
“tary: 
: Wasnineron, June 11, 1832. 
“To the Senate: I renominate Samuel Gwin to be register 
“of the land office at Clinton, in the State of Mississippi. 
Jn nominating Mr. Gwin to this office again, it is pro- 
per to state to the Senate that I do so in compliance with 
the request of a number of the most respectable citizens 


j of the State of Mississippi, and with that of one of the 


Senators from the same State... The letters expressing 
this request are herewith respectfully enclosed for the 
consideration of the, Senate. It will be perceived that 
they bear the fullest testimony to. thé fitness of Mr. Gwin 
for the office, and evince a strong desire that he should 
be continued in it. >o: ee , eo 
Under these: circumstances, and possessing. myself a 
personal -knowledge of his integrity and fitness, and of 
the claims which his. faithful and patriotic services give 
him upon the Government, I deem it an act. of justice to 
nominate him again, not doubting that the Senate will 
embrace, with cheerfulness, an opportunity, with fuller 
information, to reconsider their former vote upon his no- 


mination. ANDREW JACKSON. 
The message was read. A 
On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, y 


Ordered, That it lie on the table, and be printed in con- 
fidence for the use of the Senate. 


a 
` Turspar, Jung 26. ` 
Mr. POINDEXTER submitted a number of letters and 
documents on the subject of the renomination of Samuel 
Gwin. s 


Sienna mame y 


Tuxspay, Jury 10. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the message of the 
12th of June, nominating Samuel Gwin. 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, 

That the nomination lie on the table, 

It was determined in the affirmative--yeas 27, nays 17. 

YEAS.~-Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Chambers, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindex- 
ter, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster.—27. 
. NAYS.—Messrs, Brown, Buckner, Clay, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth; Grundy, Mill, Kane, King, 
Marcy, Miller, Robinson, White, Wilkins.--17. 


Monvay, Jury 16. 


The following motion, submitted by Mr. POINDEX- 
TER, was considered: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
informed that it is not the intention of the Senate to take 
any proceedings on the renomination of Samuel Gwin to 
be register of the land office at Mount Salus, in the 
State of Mississippi, during the present session. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, . i 

Ordered, That it lie on the table, and that the injunction 
of secrecy be removed therefrom. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, 

Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed 
from the proceedings of the Senate on the nomination of 
Samuel Gwin, : 


